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SUGAR  DUTIES.]  TheEarloflTiire. 
wood  presented  serenl  petitions  from 
the  parities  of  Port  Royal,  St.  Mary,  St. 
George,  St.  James,  and  St.  Thomas,  in  Ja« 
■eiea^  against  any  alteration  of  the  sugar 
duties.  He  also  hegged  to  present  a  peti- 
tion from ahrge  body  of  West-India  pro- 
jafcHms,  and  others,  connected  with  that 
eoilony,  agieed  to  at  a  public  meeting,  held 
in  the  metropolis,  making  a  similar  prayer« 
The  petitioners  stated,  that  if  slaTe-grown 
sogar  were  admitted  into  England,  the 
propnetoro  of  the  island  of  Jamaica  would 
iemMble  to  cany  on  those  measures  of 
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improvement  which  they  had  lately  hegui(i. 
They  also  felt,  that  the  contemplated  alter- 
ation would  be  an  encouragement  to  die 
slave-trade,  which  this  country  had  made 
such  great  sacrifices  to  suppress.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  disagreeaUe  to 
any  party,  but  he  thought  it  most  extraor- 
dinary, that  such  a  measure  should  be  pro- 
posed, when  it  was  known,  that  our  colo- 
nies were  about  recovering  from  the  state 
of  embarrassment  and  adversity  which  the 
great  change  of  the  emancipation  of  the 
uaves  had  necessarily  and  naturally  pro- 
duced. He  thought,  that  that  proposal,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  be  most  injurious 
to  moral  and  religious  improvement 
throughout  the  world,  and  almost  fatal  to 
the  population  of  the  West  Indies.  For 
his  own  part,  putting  these  considerations 
out  of  the  question,  he  much  doubted  whe- 
ther the  contemplated  change  would  pro- 
duce the  effect  which  had  b^  anticipated. 
He  had  not  much  faith  in  the  new  theo« 
ries  now  so  much  in  fashion,  and  of  late 
we  had  had  so  manv  of  these  experiments, 
and  in  no  case  dia  they  succeed.  There 
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had  been  the  new  scheme  of  Post-office  re- 
gulation^ and  there  had  been  other  nota- 
ble schemes  for  improving  our  condition, 
but,  despite  of  them  all,  it  was  still  found, 
that  our  expenditure  far  exceeded  our 
revenue.  He  was  not,  therefore,  very 
sanguine,  judging  from  the  experience  of 
the  past,  of  the  success  of  the  piese^t  niea« 
sure,  merely  on  financial  and  fiseal  consi- 
derations. He  could  not  agree  to  it,  be- 
cause he  bad  no  confidence  in  such  theories. 
It  had  been  said,  that  revenue  could  be 
obtained  ^without  taxation.  He  did  not 
know  by  what  machinery  it  was  done — by 
what  means  so  glorious  a  consummation 
was  to  be  accomplished.  This  country 
had,  during  the  course  of  the  last  year^ 
been  engaged  in  two  wars,  and  these 
wars,  it  was  to  be  supposed,  had  been 
commenced,  and  had  been  carried  on 
for  natioaal  purposes-^for  the  benefit  of 
the  nation  at  large — and,  if  this  were  the 
case,  surely  the  people  of  the  country 
who  had  been  thus  benefited,  could  not 
reasonably  refuse,  nor,  indeed,  would  be 
unwilling,  to  meet  the  expense  in  ano- 
ther generous  and  straightforward  manner, 
l)y  the  usual  method  ot  taxation.  By  this 
scheme,  they  ran  the  risk  of  ruining  utterly 
and  completely  the  colonists  of  the  empire. 
But,  supposing,  that  the  effect  of  the  pbQ 
^vould  be  such  as  w^s  anticipated,  and  that 
it  would  produce  a  vast  revenue,  in  addi- 
tion to  that  which  already  flowed  into  the 
cofien  of  the  nation*  still  he  would  Q^eet 
to  it  on  other  and  higher  grounds.  He 
would  ol^ect  on  one  great  and  importaDt 
|)rinciple.  He  objected  lo  it,  because  it 
must  necessarily  increase  the  slave-trade. 
And  for  this  one  simple  reason-^if  their 
Lordships  were  sure,  that  by  this  new 
scheme,  they  would  materially  raise  the 
revenue,  they  ought  not  to  adopt  it.  How 
could  they  say— and  this  they  had  said — • 
to  any  other  country,  ''  You  must  no| 
carry  on  your  trade  in  slaves — you  must 
cease  to  encourage,  or  even  tolerate,  a  traf* 
fio  so  abominable }"  How  could  they  say 
this  to  any  foreign  country,  when  they 
were  themselves,  by  their  own  general  plan 
of  policy,  doing  that  which  above  all  things 
would  increase  and  es^tend  the  trafficking 
in  slaves?  Their  own  acts  would  belie 
their  words.  They  had  already  spent 
twenty  millions  at  one  time,  and  twenty 
millions  more  at  other  times,  and  in  ways 
less  direct,  to  suj^ress  this  trade  in  our 
own  colonies,  and  now,  such  was  their  con-, 
sistenc/t  they  were  proposing  a  scheme  to 
raise  and  extend  slavery  in  other  quarters 


of  the  globe.  The  trade  of  the  country 
was  not  conducted  on  sound  and  honest 
principles.  New  schemes  were  afloat-— 
speculations  on  foreign  credit  were  carried 
on  to  a  large  extent — the  bill  system,  with 
all  its  evil  and  nefarious  consequences,  was 
in  vogue,  and  men  of  straw  existed  to  an 
aipount  |ha|  was  to  be  deplored ;  and,  in 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  better  that  our 
trade  should  be  diminished,  than  that  it 
should  be  increa^  on  &uch  a.  basis.  If 
we  imported  Brazilian  sugar,  the  njioney 
given  ror  it  must  neeessarily  go  to  purehase 
slaves.  He  had  taken  the  present  oppor- 
tunity of  thus  expressing  his  sentiments  on 
a  question  of  such  vital  interest ;  but  he 
would  now  trespass  on  their  Lordships' 
attention  no  further  than  to  present  the 
petition  to  which  he  bad  alluded*  He 
also  begged  to  present  a  petition  from  the 
Colonifd  Society,  which  ooncltided  with  a 
similar  prayer  to  that  which  he  had  already 
Nttd, 

The  Earl  of  MotmtcasM  said^  the  pe- 
tion  just  presented  from  the  C\>loniaK  So* 
cicty  had  been  agreed  to  at  a  meet- 
ing where  he  presided,  and  as  he  now  rose 
for  tlie  purpose  of  presenting  another 
petition,  he  should  take  the  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  of 
the  petition  jiMtpieaeoted  by  the  noble 
Earl  near  him.  Tne  Colonial  Society  was 
composed  of  more  than  1 ,000  members — 
men  of  all  shades  of  political  opinions  aritl 
prinoiplct,  Wbi|fi  Tory,  aqd  Radical— but 
when  they  met  to  discuss  the  grievance  of 
which  the  petition  eomplained,  they  forgot 
all  political  distinctioof,  ^nd  united  iii  one 
man  in  their  i^ittance  to  changes  in  the 
existing  law. 

Burl  FitzwUtiam  thought  it  was  not 
usual  (6r  a  noble  Lord  to  rise  to  address 
the  House  on  one  petition,  and  then  to 
present  another.  The  noble  Earl  bad 
said,  that  the  Colonial  Society  was  com- 
posed of  men  of  all  political  principles. 
Now,  he  understood  the  profession  of  po- 
litical principles  to  be  equivalent  to  the 
expression  of  a  determination  to  pursue 
and  promote  the  public  interest  according 
to  certain  specified  modes  of  action.  Here 
then,  was  a  set  of  men  prof^sing  to  be 
Whigs,  Tories,  and  Radicals,  who  forgot 
heir  public  principles  the  moment  their 
own  private  interests  were  in  any  danger. 

The  Earl  of  Mowitcashel  contended, 
that  the  course  he  had  pursued  was  in 
perfect  accordance  with  the  practice  of 
their  Lordships'  House.    The  noble  E^rl 
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ooneladcd  by  pieseoting  a  peti^ioo  from 
Ibe  ioliabiUnU  of  Antigua,  against  any 
tlt^fatiOD  16  the  sugar  duMes.  The  peti- 
tion waa  aigned  by  every  cla^s  amongst 
|he  inbabitaAt^  of  that  colonyi  in(sludiiip[ 
many -free  ooloured  labourer^. 

Tbe  Earl  of  MadHor  aaid,  there  was  no 
leaion  why  il)e  people  of  this  coiintry 
abould  Dot  ei^joy  refined  sugar  at  3{d, 
per  poond,  instead  of  paying  7</.  for  coarse 
sugar.  From  the  most  recent  nnd  correct 
intelligeoce  pa  the  eonditioQ  of  Apiigua, 
he  was  enabled  to  say»  that  the  produce  of 
augar  there  had  more  than  doubted  since 
the  i«trod«iGtion  of  free  labour,  and  that 
the  f  aiue  of  iand  had  ioqreased  more  than 
fosf  or  five-fold-  He  bad  been  reading 
ibat  moiniog  Oumfy*$  Tour  through  ih^ 
ff^efi  Iwiiti.  in  which  it  was  stated,  that 
ever  fi^oe  slavery  had  been  abolished, 
sugar  bad  increased  in  price,  and  could  be 
prodfioed  at  less  cast,  which  fapt  clearly 
ealalriished,  thai  free-grown  sugar  could 
oompele  vUb  sugar,  the  pro^u^  of  slave 
ponies. 

The  Earl  of  Mountcashel  said,  that 
Brazilian  augar,  after  having  been  sent  to 
finglaad  and  refined,  and  then  sent  out 
to  the  West  Indies,  cquld  be  sold  at  a 
lowfsr  rate  than  that  which  was  produced 
in  our  oarn  oolonies.  He  thought  that 
faet  proved  that  free  could  not  compete 
wilb  alave-mado  iMgar. 

Tlie  fieri  of  Haretpoo4  thought,  that  if 
I(l9  stateineot  of  Mr.  Guroey  were  a  true 

QBe«  Chat  the  io^proved  ma^bod  of  pro^juc- 

tioo  randered  the  price  qf  W^st-Iudia 
sugar  much  cheaper  than  it  had  forroei'ly 
beeo,  aqrely  there  was  less  necessity  for 
the  intrgduetipu  of  foreign  sugar  frpm 
countries  where  slavery  was  practised. 

Lord  AMurion  was  desirous  of  ei- 
plainiiig  the  fact  as  to  the  consumption  of 
slave-grQwn  sugar  in  the  West  Indies. 
The  augar  which  was  refined  in  bond  was 
sent  there,  and  OQ  duty  was  paid  upon  it, 
and  ao  the  population  of  the  West  Indies 

cooaomed  the  sugar  without  daty,  instead 
of  the  people  of  this  country  consumini; 
vitb  the  4uty«  If  its  amount  were  con- 
siderablQt  perhaps  it  might  be  made  a  fair 
su|>iect  of  revenue ;  but  this  was  not  the 
eaa9«  M  to  the  statement  that  sugar  from 
our  <;olQiiiea  was  no  dearer  than  slave- 
grAw«  sugari  ha  must  state  his  belief  that 
the  Geptjeman  who  had  expressed  that 
c^ioion^  ioflufoeedt  as  no  doubt  he  was, 
by  ibe  bestfeelioffaof  humanity,  had  been 
kd  away  by  atiob  feeUugSi  and  bis  judg- 1  ratify  that  treaty  ? 
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ment  had  been  somewhat  blasted,  'fhe 
strongest  proof  of  the  contrary  was  aff 
forded  by  the  fact,  that  the  change  made 
in  our  colonies  by  the  abolition  of  slavery 
had  been  followed  by  the  greatly  increased 
price  of  sugar;  and,  as  the  cause  of  that 
increase,  the  reduced  quantity  of  its  sup- 
ply. Whatever  might  be  the  pause  of 
Antigua*  or  of  any  particular  locality, 
where  separate  and  individual  apd  distinct 
causes  operated,  this  upquestioaably  was 
the  fact  throughout  the  greater  number  of 
the  West- India  Islands.  It  was  certain, 
as  far  as  our  experienoe  had  yet  gone, 
that  the  establishment  of  freedom  had 
greatly  reduced  the  supply  of  sugar.  It 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  (Fitz« 
william)  that  the  petitioners  whose  claims 
had  been  laid  before  their  Lordships  were 
interested  parties,  aod,  consequently,  that 
little  weight  was  due  to  their  opinions. 
Buti  in  his  view  of  tha  maUer,  if  ever  pa«- 
titioners  were  entitled  to  be  listened  to 
with  the  deepest  attention  and  the  most 
careful  consideration ,  these  petitioners  who 
now  came  before  them,  whose  prospects, 
whose  fortunes,  and  whose  condition,  were 
at  stake,  were  especially  so ;  and  as  for 
their  opinions,  he,  for  one,  wpuld  certainly 
attach  more  value  to  the  judgments  and 
conclusions  of  men  practically  acquainted 
with  the  subject  pn  which  they  spoke  than 
to  those  metapby^ical  Gentlemen  who 
deaU  in  sqch  wild  and  eatravagaqt  fancies, 
ratber-T^much  rather— ^than  \q  the  very 
wise  and  profound  Members  of  such  bo- 
dies as  the  Anti-Corn-Law  League.  He 
would  repeat,  that  of  all  the  petitions  that 
came  before  the  Honse,  those  were  most 
entitled  to  respect  which  proceeded  from 
practical  men. 


China.]  Lord  J?//r»&orou^ A  said, that 
he  had  presented  a  petition  the  other 
evening  from  the  merchants  of  Bombay, 
on  the  subject  of  our  relations  with  China. 
He  understood  that  it  had  been  intimated 
in  another  place  that  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  come  to  the  determination  not  to 
ratify  any  treaty  with  the  Emperor  of 
China  based  on  the  preliminary  articles 
agreed  to  by  Captain  Elliot.  He  wished 
to  know  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
whether  that  ware  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernor-general of  India,  or  the  Govern- 
ment at  home?  .  He  wished  to  know, 
whether  it  was  the  noble  Viscount's  in- 
tention to  recommend  her  Majesty  not  to 
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Viteoant  MBlbaurne  taidi  that  it  was 
cettaioly  truet  that  il  was  impottible  for 
the  Goveroment  to  kaow  what  might  have 
been  the  ultimate  and  definitife  treaty 
baaed  oo  the  preliminary  articlea  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  alluded  ;  but  unquea- 
f  iooably  there  had  been  aent  out  inatruc* 
tiona  to  the  effect*  that  if  a  definitire  treaty 
had  been  concluded,  grounded  on  theae 
preliminary  articlea,  it  would  not  be  aatia- 
factory  to  the  Government,  and  that  it 
waa  not  hia  intention  to  adviae  her  Ma- 
jeaty  to  ratify  it.  The  deciaion  waa  come 
to  by  the  Government  at  home,  and  not 
by  the  Governor-geneml  of  India. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  wiahed  to 
know^  whether  the  island  of  Hong  Koog 
had  been  taken  poaaeaaion  of  under  the 
treaty? 

Viacount  Melbourne  believed  it  had. 

Lord  Eltenborough  wiahed  to  know, 
whether  the  island  of  Chuaan  had  been 
evacuated  ? 

Viacount  Melbourne  :  He  did  not  know. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

The  CoRK-LxWa.]  Earl  FiizwUliam 
preaented  petitiona  from  Kendal  and  Hali- 
fax, pjaying  for  a  repeal  of  the  Corn*lawa. 
The  noble  Earl  alao  preaented  a  petition  on 
the  aame  aubject,  of  which  he  had  given  no^ 
tice  yesterday,  from  the  town  of  Leeds;  and 
considering  the  great  importance,  and  the 
station  of  that  town,  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ahipa  would  allow  him  to  read  the  petition. 
The  noble  Earl  read  the  petition,  the 
aubatance  of  which  waa,  that  the  pre- 
aent  Corn-Iawa  were  baaed  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  petitionera  on  the  baneful 
principle  of  benefitting  a  particular  class 
at  the  expense  of  the  community — that 
the  moat  aevere  and  extensive  distress 
had  resulted  from  those  laws  during 
the  last  three  years-~that  they  had  led 
to  an  immense  deatruction  of  manufac- 
turing capital — to  aevere  privationaon  the 
part  of  the  labouring  claaaea,  and  to  a 
derangement  of  the  cunencjf,  which  had 
injurioualy  afiected  both  public  and  private 
credit.  The  petitionera  alao  atated,  that 
the  lawa  tended  to  encourajge  rival  manu- 
facturera  in  other  countriea;  and  they 
concluded  by  praying  for  a  repeal  of  ao 
injurioua  a  ayatem  of  monopoly.  The 
petition  waa  aigoed  by  25,000  persona, 
which  waa,  in  fact,  the  entire  adult  male 
population  of  Leeda. 

Lord  Aihburion  expreaaed  hia  regret 
that  the  Ministry  had,  by  the  announce- 


ment they  had  made  on  the  sobjeet  of  tha 
Corn-laws,  stirred  up  so  much  ill  blood 
and  bad  feeling  in  the  country  as  would 
be  sure  to  result  from  the  agitation  of  tli# 
question,  particularly  at  the  present  period* 
when  the  country  waa  already  diatracted 
by  divisions  on  church-rates  mid  poor- 
laws.  He  should  observe,  that  the  agri- 
cult  urbts  of  this  countrv  bad  not  at  any 
time  for  centuries  been  left  without  some 
protective  lawa.  At  ao  remote  a  period  as 
the  year  1403,  the  importation  oif  foveigQ 
com  waa  prohibited,  wlien  the  prioe  wm 
under  1 5f.  10|d.  -a  aufficiently  high  aam 
for  that  time ;  but  in  the  year  1670,  iaa- 
portation  waa  prohibited  until  the  priea 
reached  53t.  4d.  There  waa  a  forther 
increaae  in  the  protective  duty  in  the  reign 
of  King  William,  and  aubeeqnently  at 
varioua  perioda  lawa  had  been  paaaed  of  a 
aimilar  tendency.  The  fact  waa,  that  it 
waa  not  protection  that  was  novelty  ;  the 
novelty  would  be  in  withdrawing  protect 
tion.  It  should  be  remembered,  too,  that 
there  was  no  country  in  Europe  in  which 
there  were  not  some  provisions  made  for 
the  protection  of  native  agriculture.  If  it 
were  said,  that  other  countries  would  be 
ready  to  open  their  ports  for  our  manufae- 
tares,  in  case  we  admitted  their  com,  he 
thought  that  the  supposition  was  a  most 
erroneous  one.  He  would  be  ready  to  out 
the  whole  question  on  that  issue ;  ana  if 
he  could  be  assured  that  Prussia  or  France^ 
or  any  other  country  on  the  Continent, 
would* make  to  us  the  slightest  conceaaiona 
in  return  for  a  repeal  of  our  Corn-Iawa,ha 
j  would  not  preaa  hia  opiniona  on  the  aub- 
ject. He  waa  convinced  tbev  would  make 
no  conceaaiona;  and  it  would  be  idle  to 
entertain  any  hope  of  that  nature*  If  the 
Com-lawa  were  repealed,  a  email  country 
like  England  could  not  atill  hope  to  manu- 
facture for  the  reat  of  the  world.  Other 
nationa  ahould  have  their  share  of  trade ; 
and  the  moat  dependent  of  people  would 
be  thoae  who  looked  to  othera  for  their 
anpply  of  food.  Tliat  would  be  the  most 
miaerable  of  aituatiooa. 

The  Earl  of  Hleklow  waa  aorprised  at 
the  tone  aaaumed  bj  the  noble  Earl  (Fits- 
William)  on  preaeoting  thia  petitioo,  inaa- 
much  aa  last  night  the  noble  Earl  aaid  hia 
opinion  eorraaponded  with  thoae  of  her 
Majeaty'a  Mioiatera.  Now,  her  Majeaty'a 
Ministers  were  opposed  to  that  which 
these  petitioners  prated  far,  via.,  a  total 
abolition  of  protection,  for  they  aaid  a 
protecting  daty  of  8s.  was  necessary,  and 
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when  these  Detitioners  found  thai  in  time 
of  scarcity  tnis  new  plan  would  6x  a  duty 
of  85.  per  quarter,  whereas,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  the  doty  would  he  only  Is., 
thej  would,  if  they  were  at  all  consistent, 
petition  against  the  ministerial  plan. 

The  Earl  of  Falmouth  did  not  think 
these  petitions  from  Leeds  would  oppose 
ihe  Ministerial  scheme,  as  they  would 
look  upon  it  only  as  a  step  towards  total 
abolition. 

£«rl  FiizwUUam  dei«eeated  such  a  dis- 
emnmk  on  Ihe  presentation  of  a  petition. 
Agreeably  to  the  rule  of  the  House  he  had 
avoided  catering  at  any  length  into  the 
craearioD^  but  had  merely  read  the  petition. 
Tboogh  be  thought  that  the  landed  interest 
wexm  laige  debtors  to  the  community,  yet 
be  doubted  very  much  whether  they  would 
so&r  any  thing  from  the  repeal  of  the 
oom^laws.  He  did  not  believe  that  mode- 
rate rents  would  be  much  affected  by  the 
propoaal  of  Ministers.  It  was  his  belief 
that  if  any  rent  now  existing  was  fair  and 
moderate,  in  comparison  with  the  averages 
which  have  prevailed  for  any  long  period 
of  years  (ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  years) — 
that,  looking  forward  to  any  equal  period 
oonuneDcing  now — wheat  being  importable 
at  a  fixed  duty  of  8s.  per  quarter— -the 
same,  or  very  nearly  the  same,  rent  would 
be  maintained.  He  founded  this  opinion, 
in  great  measure,  upon  the  improvements 
which  have  been  made  of  late  years,  both 
in  the  science  and  practice  of  agriculture, 
and  upon  his  expectation  that  those  im- 
proveaents  would  be  progressive,  fiut, 
vith  respect  to  rents  which  have  been  re- 
cently fixed^  in  consequence  of  advantage 
being  taken  of  the  high  prices  that  have 
prevailed  during  the  last  few  years,  he  be- 
lieved that  such  rents  must  give  way.  He 
thought  that  the  landed  interests  totally 
nisandentood  what  were  their  real  interests. 

The  I3uke  of  Wellingion  said,  that  not- 
wichstandinff  the  observation  of  the  noble 
Earl,  that  it  was  too  bad  to  defend  these 
Isws,  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  should 
per^  in  defending  them  as  long  as  he 
dioald  have  an  opportunity  of  addressing 
thdr  Loidships  on  the  subject.  He  thought 
it  was  too  bad  that  this  species  of  vitupera- 
tion which  had  been  pronounced  that  even- 
ing should  be  indiilged  in  against  the 
landed  interest,  night  after  night,  whenever 
the  noble  Lord  presented  a  petition.  If 
the  noble  Lord  thought  that  there  was  no 
spprdiension  of  failing  rents,  the  noble 
Mil  might  at  least  suppose  that  the  minds 


of  others  might  have  been  enlightened  on 
that  subject  as  well  as  his  own ;  and  he  (the 
Duke  of   Wellington)  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  might  attribute  to  others  some 
different  motives  from  those  which  he  im« 
puted  to  their  Lordships  on  other  occasions 
— other  motives  besides  the  desire  of  main- 
taining   those    advantages    which     they 
were  thought  to  derive  from  these  laws. 
But  if   the  noble  Lord  thought  that  the 
landed  interest  were  debtors  to  the  rest 
of   the  community,  perhaps  he  (the  Duke 
of    Wellington)  might  venture  to  com« 
pliment  the  noble  Earl  by  saying  that  he 
was  a  debtor  to  as  large  an  amount  to  the 
rest  of  the  public  as  those  noble  Lords  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  to  whom 
the  noble  Earl  addressed  himself.     But, 
whether  their  Lordships  were  debtors  or 
not,  he  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  perfectly 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Ashburton),  that  these  laws  were  not 
invented,  nor  had  they  been  maintained, 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  hieh  rents  in  the 
pockets  of  noble  Lords^  but  that  they  were 
invented  and  had  been  supported  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  and  supporting  agri- 
culture, and  of  maintaining  this  country 
independent  of  all  other  countries  and  parts 
of  the  world ;  and  it  was  also  perfectly  true, 
as  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  behind  him, 
that  such  bad  been  the  policy  of  England 
for  centuries,  sometimes  by  one  mode,  and 
sometimes  by  another,  sometimes  by  impo« 
sing  protective  duties  when  com  rose  above 
certain  prices^   and   sometimes  by  giving 
bounties,  and  occasionally  very  large  boun- 
ties, on  the  exportation  of  com.  But  what- 
ever had  been  the  means,  the  object  bad  sl- 
ways  been  to  support  the  agriculture  of  the 
country,  in  order  to  render  this  country,  in 
respect  of  its  subsistence,  independent  of 
other  nations.     This  was  the  object  of  the 
improved   system   introduced   in  the  year 
1828 ;    this  was  the  object  of  those  prin- 
dples   which   had   been   maintained   ever 
since ;     at  least  it  was  the  principle  on 
which  he  had  given  those  laws  his  support, 
and  on  which  he  had  roo^e  than  once  asked 
their  Lordships  to  render  this  cottt^try  de- 
pendent only  on  itself  for  subsistence^  This, 
he  said,  was  the  object  of  the  corn  laws,  and 
not  that  dirty  object  which  had  been  im- 
puted to  their  Ijordships,  and  which,  he 
must  say,  it  was  too  bad  to  impute  to  their 
Lordships — of  obtaining  large  rents  from 
their  land.     It  was  ahio  perfectly  true,  as 
had  been  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him,  that    there   was  not  a  country   of 
Europe  in  which  com  laws  did  not  at' that 
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moment  exist ;   but,  neverthelesSy  he  sup- 
posed that  if  it  were  proposed  to  repeal 
these  laws  and  adopt  the  measures  recom- 
mended by  the  petitioners^  their  Lordships 
would  be  told  of  the  quantities  of  com 
that  might  be  had  from  Russia  and  from 
Prussia,  and  other  parts  of  the  world.  But 
were  there  no  com  laws  in  those  countries  ? 
Had  the  noble  Earl  heard  of  no  laws  pro- 
hibiting all  exportation  of  com  to  other 
countries^     That  fact  altered  the  whole 
state  of  the  question  of  com  laws  in  this 
country.     The  effect  of  such  a  state  of 
things  would  be  tnost  seribus  if  there  came 
a  bad  season  here  and  thete  too.     Then^ 
a^n,  had  the  noble  Lord  not  heard  of  the 
high  duties  imposed  on  the  exportation  of 
com  from  those  countries  during  the  late 
wars  ?     Had  not  their  Lordsliips  got  evi- 
dence before  some  of  the  committees — had 
they  not  got  letters  from  some  merchants 
at  Dantzic  to  one  of  those  governments  oil 
the  subject  of  the  prices  of  com  in  England, 
and  on  the  rate  of  duties  imposed  at  that 
port  ?    and  was  it  not  stated  that  the  in- 
creased price  obtained  from  England  might 
be  expected  to  enable  those  merchants  to 
pay  the  duties  imposed  by  their  government 
on  exportation  ?     Let  it  be  observed,  that 
he  did  not  blame  the  sovereign  to  whom  he 
alluded    for    imposing    those    duties — ^he 
should  not  have  blamed  him  if  it  had  been 
an  act  of  war>  whereas  it  was  a  mere  mea- 
sure of  finance.     He  did  not  say  that  he 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  agreed. with  him 
in  hb  notions  of  protection ;    but  he  said 
that  when  he  considered  it  a  question  of 
protection^   that  sovereign  was  not  to  be 
blamed,  and  that  his  object  was  like  that  of 
their  Lordships,  to  secure  the  subsistence  of 
his  subjects,  and  not  to  cause  a  rise  of  rents. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  would  just  observe 
that  he  should  not  have  spoken  on  this  sub- 
ject but  for  the  tum  which  the  debate  had 
taken,  but  he  thouffht  it  would  have  been 
but  fair  in  the  noble  Eui  to  wait  till  the 
question  had  come  fairly  before  the  House> 
especially  as  the  noble  Earl  had  declared 
that,  in  case  of  th^  chahge  he  anticipated,  it 
would  not  have  a  material  effect  upon  rents, 
and  that  their  Lordships  ought  not  to  be 
attacked  in  this  way  night  after  night  with, 
out  the  subject  being  regularly  before  them. 
The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,    his   noble 
Friend  had  not  provoked  the  discuasion 
to-night     The  existing  Corn-laws  had  not 
achieved  their  prdessed  object,  steadiness 
of  prices.    Agreeing  as  he  did  with  the 
views  of  the  petitioners,  he  should  still 
prefer  a  fixed  duty  to  a  sliding  scale ;  and 


as  to  what  the  noble  Duke  had  Aid^  t%^ 
specting  the  duties  that  ouglit  to  be  im- 
posed hf  fordgn  countries  on  the  expor- 
tation of  their  eoro,  those  dudes,  it  must 
be  remembered,  were  paid  by  the  foreign 
merchant. 

The  Earl  of  Galloway  wished  to  ask^  if 
the  present  Cora-law  had  not  led  to  an 
adeouate  supply,  ho#  it  was  that  the  iioble 
Earl  opposite,  could  prove  that  the  im- 
t^roved  cultivation  had  effected  such  i^Ults 
that  no  reduction  of  rent  would  be  appre- 
hended fbt  at  least  fifteen  jrears. 

The  Earl  of  Warwkk  said,  that  in  his 
opinion,  the  Cora-la^  agitation  was  only  a 
prelude  to  an  attack  on  the  eurreticy.  He 
believed,  that  to  be  the  object  of  the  peti- 
tioners of  Leeds,  and  also  of  the  manufac- 
turers of  Birminghaih. 

The  Earl  tji  Haddinglon  begged  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  deep  intensst  tte- 
land  had  in  the  maintenance  of  the  Com- 
laws.  Ireland  was  peculiarly  an  Agricul- 
tural country,  and  quite  capable  of  beoem- 
ing  a  vast  granai'y  tb  this  cdttntry ;  but  if 
the  ptesent  protection  was  removed,  a  com* 
tilete  check  would  be  given  to  idl  her  pre« 
sent  cultivation. 

^  The  Marquess  of  Latifdomne  did  not 
ri»e  to  enter  into  the  discussion  that  hid 
been  partially  commenced  that  eveninA» 
because  he  was  perfectly  aware  that,  al- 
though such  discussions  woald  leke  f^ace, 
they  Were  generally  attended  by  the  effect 
bf  causing  asBUm{)tionB  to  be  made  by  no- 
ble Lords  of  some  points  without  any  op* 
portunity  being  afforded  to  prove  or  dis- 
prove those  assumptions  |  but  he  could  ndt 
allow  this  conversation  to  conclude  without 
stating  that,  whether  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (Loid  Ashburton)  did  or  did  not 
come  doivn  preftered  with  certain  state* 
ments  and  his  documents,  therd  was  one 
statement  made  by  him,  whichi  whether 
he  came  dowti  prepared  td  tnake  or  nut, 
and  which  Whether  he  thought  it  consis- 
tent or  not  with  that  calmness  that  he  had 
declared  the  other  night  ought  to  goveril 
those  discussions,  ought  to  be  noticed— he 
meant  the  statement  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  made,  whether  advisedly  and  consider- 
ately or  not  he  would  not  determine— that 
the  proposal  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  brought  forward  fbr  the  pUrtNNie  of 
agitating  the  country ;  he  could  not  allow 
the  discussion  to  dose  without  saying,  that 
there  never  was  an  affirmation  more  un* 
founded  in  fact  The  Govemnlent  might 
be  correct  or  not  in  their  view  of  this  ques- 
tiouy  they  might  or  might  not  be  wrong  ia 
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t&e  poXkf  of  lidd^fog  tihe  Views  Wbich  dp- 
peired  80  dangerous  tb  bis  noble  Friend 
oppdnle)  but  be  said  distinctly^  tbat  tbere 
nerer  bad  been  a  proposal  brougbt  forward 
tliat  bad  be^n  ipore  deliberately  iconsidered 
and  entertained  on  its  .own  merits,  tbat 
l^ad  bee^  less  bastily  detennined  on>  or 
that  bad  been  more  adopted  froi;n  a  cons}* 
deration  of  tbe  circumstances  and  the  feel- 
ings   of    the   country.     When  his,  noble 
Fqend  assumed  thai  such  a  proposal  could 
only  be  mode  for  kne. purpose  of  creating 
udden  dissension  and   to  encourage  the 
eouUition  of  passions,  .  bis  noble  Friend 
gave  in  the  course,  of  his  own  statement 
a  contradiction  lo  the  assumption^  because 
bis  noble   Friend  proceeded  to    rehearse 
scheme  after  scheme,  and  plan  after  plan, 
proposed  by  different  Ministers^  who,  hav- 
ing tlie  same  object  in  vieW|  the  protection 
df  tiie  trade  aiia  of  the  agriculture  of  this 
dnnitrr,  bad  foiibd  11;  neceSsdry .  with  their 
e^es  as  wide  opeh  as  thbsis  of  the  tibble 
USM  opodAke,  and  as  those  of  His  noble 
Ffl^lid  lit  the  bbad  of  the  (Grov^rnthent, 
Bid  Aadb  {irbposals,  and,  notWitHstaiidlng 
616  ifo^  and  ^arinth  of  fbelin^  dttehding 
these  diicosSions,  had^  nevertheless^  {$ro- 
dfited^  frbm  txine  tb  tltne  to  bcnisider  the 
j^^Dtl^hin  tb  be  giteii  td  agribiiltorb  As  it 
miglt  be  Miltabte  to  tbfe  ctttumstances  of 
tfab  mdmeilt;   abandoning  the  protectidn 
gitta  at  dne  ^ibd,  aiid  grafting  it  at 
another,  at  tbe  riilk  of  giving  rise  to  thbse 
diacusBions,  which  no  one  more  than  he, 
htfpei  ahd   wisfaed  ihatM  bd    conducted 
with  th«  absence  of  passion.    He,  how- 
ercTj  bad  never  h6M.  it  imputed  to  Lord 
Liverpool^  when  be  changed  the  system 
wbich  bad  existed  for  taany  years  before — 
tttended  tbongb  that  proposal  was  with 
tbe  ebttllition  of  passion  that  raged  through 
the  oountiy— no  one  bad  imputed  to  Lord 
Ltvetpool  any  other  motive  than  an  inten- 
tion to  introduce  a  system  better  suited  to 
the  ciTcamstances  of  tbe  country.     Many 
years  hsA  not  elapsed  before  another  Min- 
ister (Mr.  Canning)  saw  the  necessity  of 
introdu^g  another  alteration  3  no  one  had 
imputed  any  improper  motive  to  him,  al- 
though 1^8  proposal  was  attended  with  the 
same  eflEect  of  rousing  the  passions  of  the 
multitode.     Again,  no  one  had  accused  the 
noUe  Duke  opposite  of  any  thing  wrong  in 
introducing  a  third  modification  of   the 
system.     All  those  eminent  persons  who 
bad  moved  these  alterations  had  overlooked 
flSe  inconvenience  of  the  warmth  to  which 
(b^  flilbbssadn^ .  might  awaken.     And  were 
iBe  pi^iit  MinimrS  to  hdve  imputations 


cast  upon  th^m  becaute  they  considered 
the  same  question  when  circumstances  did 
arise  which  presJ^nted  a  combination  of 
consequisnces  not  only  with  resect  to  the 
st^te  of  the  com  but  of  other  duties,  and 
more  especially  to  the  protection  of  agri- 
culture itself;  and  it  had  been  a  peculiar 
characteristic  df  thdt  protection  that  it  had 
frequently  overshot  its  mark,  and  induced 
the  vbry  authors  df  the  sjrsteihs  to  turn 
rouhd;  and  endieavdttr  to  substitute  some* 
thing  that  would  more  certainly  cdnduds 
to  the  interests  as  well  bf  agriculture  as  of 
commerce.  He  was  the  last  person,  who 
would  say  that  the  duty  of  alteribg  the 
laws  ought  to  be  lightly  undertaken^  but 
at  the  present  time  circumstances  had 
arisen  in  the  commercial  world,  which 
rendered  it  necessary  to  reconsider  this 
protection;  for  if  it  were  given  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  wealthy  country  at 
all  times  the  provider  of  produce  for  its 
own  population,  it  would  wholly  ruin 
tbe  proprietors  of  that  country  it  was  in- 
tended to  benefit,  because  nd  protection 
could  be  more  injurious  tb  a  country  than 
that  which  should  induce  it  to  produce  at 
all  times  the  lai'gest  possible  quantity, 
since  such  a  prodhction  must  in  times 
of  plenty  give  rise  td  such  an  extreme 
prbduction  as,  not  being  able  to  be  exported 
must  ruin  the  producers.  He  would  al- 
ways^ therefore,  prdtest  against  the  doc« 
trine,  that  they  ought  to  make  any  country 
wholly  independent  of  other  countries. 
Undoubtedly,  this  protection  was  a  question 
of  degree,  that  question  might  be  argued  oii 
its  own  merits ;  and  it  must  be  argued  with 
reference  to  the  details  of  other  duties,  for 
he  held  that  it  was  a  sound  rule  to  ap-* 
ply  equal  protection  to  all  articles,  and  it 
would  be  unfair  tb  give  protection  to  one 
application  of  capital,  and  to  prevent  its 
extension  to  all  others.  To  the  discussion 
of  that  question  they  must  come  by  the  oc- 
currence df  a  painful  necessity,  and  he 
hoped  that  noble  Lords  would  not  seek  to 
embarrass  it  by  the  display  of  that  warmth 
which  the  importance  of  the  subject  was 
calculated  to  produce. 

Lord  Ellenborougk  said,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  been  anxious  to  exculpate  the 
Government  from  the  accusation  that  they 
had  brougbt  this  subject  forward  from  im- 
proper motives,  by  stating  the  consideration 
and  the  deliberation  which  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  given  to  it.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  upon  that  (yoint  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess,  but  it  was  a 
matter  of  more  than  mere  turiosity  to  know 
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at  wBat  period  those  deliberations  had 
taken  place,  and  it  would  be  conducive 
to  the  establishment  of  the  correctness  of 
history  if  the  noble  Marquess  would  enrich 
it^hy  stating  upon  what  day  her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  had  concluded  upon  bringing 
the  matter  forward. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  replied, 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  communicate 
the  particular  time  of  the  adoption  of  this 
proposal  by  her  Majesty's  Ministers ;  but 
the  subject  had  been  repeatedly  under  their 
consideration,  and  that  it  was  not  adopted 
till  recently  after  careful  investigation. 

Lord  AMurton  declared,  that  he  had  no 
intention  of  imputing  motives  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  And  as  for  any  future 
discusaoo,  there  was  no  chance  of  the  mat- 
ter coming  before  their  Lordships,  for  there 
was  no  property  in  commerce  or  in  agricul- 
ture that  would  not  be  put  in  jeopardy  by 
this  sudden  change,  and  it  would  never  be 
adopted  elsewhere. 

A  Noble  Lord  asked  at  what  period  of 
the  present  Session  any  notice  was  given  in 
either  House  of  Parlkanent  that  comd  have 
led  to  the  belief  that  it  was  intended  to 
brinff  this  matter  forward  ? 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  replied, 
that  notice  was  given  before  the  Easter 
holidays,  not  specially  referring  to  the 
Corn-laws,  but  generally  that  the  whole 
subject  of  the  trade  of  this  country  would 
be  broucht  under  consideration. 

The  Noble  Lord  was  understood  to  say, 
that  from  this  vague  notice,  no  Member 
dreemt  that  the  Corn-laws  were  to  be  al- 
tered. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Adjourned. 
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JitlKUTUt]  Bills.  RMd  a  flm  time :— Crimioal  Justioe  { 
fiorougiis  Improvements ;  DrBlnage  of  Towns ;  VMctn*' 
Mont  Buildings  Rcguladotti  Courthouses  (Irelnd).— 
Reiid  a  seoood  time:— Stamp  Duties  (Law  Proceedings). 
—Read  a  thizd  time : —Slave  Compensation  i  Anns  (Ire- 
land). 

PsCitknis  pKsented.  By  Mr.  Hutt,  Amn  Oateshcad,  for  the 
AboUtioa  of  the  Coro4aws.^By  Mr.  W.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
A.  Chapman,  Mr.  Lodduut,  Mr.  CreameU,  Captain  Map 
thew.  Dr.  Lnsbington,  and  sevend  other  hon.  Monhers, 
hoax  SL  Vfaieent,  the  Ship  Owners  Society,  London, 
Chamber  of  Commeroe  at  GUugow,  Liverpool,  and  many 
other  plaoes,  against  the  pbn  of  the  ChanoeUor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  rqfard  to  Colonial  Pioducek— By  Mr. 
Thonely,  Mr.  LaboucfacM:,  Mr.  Wood,  Mr.  day,  Mr. 
Aghonby,  and  several  other  Members,  ftom  Liverpool, 
London,  Kendal,  Cumberland,  Westmoreland,  and  other 
plaem,  for  the  Chaoesllor  of  Ow  Exchequer's  pton  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  Duties  on  Foreign  Produce.  —By  Mr. 
O.  Strickland,  and  Mr.  W.  WflUams,  ftom  Saddleworth, 
fod  CovcDtry,  for  •  ReviiiOB  oCttw  Impoft  DutiM, 


Corm-Laws.]  Lord  /.  RmswU 
that  in  fulfilment  of  the  prorotae  he  made 
on  a  former  evening^,  he  now  begged  to 
state,  that  in  proposing  that  the  House  ve» 
solve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  upon  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws, 
be  intended  to  propose  a  fixed  duty  or 
wheat  of  8i.  per  quarter,  upon  rye  6s.  per 
quarter,  upon  barley  4s.  6c2.  per  quarteft 
and  upon  oats  St.  Ad.  per  quarter. 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  said,  he  rap* 
posed  the  noble  Lord  considered  the  agri« 
culturlsts  of  this  country  no  longer  entitted 
to  protection.  When  the  proper  time  eama 
for  discussing  this  subject  he  should  be 
ready  to  meet  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  say,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
had  taken  this  course  at  bia  own  snggea- 
tion,  or  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
had  adopted  the  ad?ice  of  a  sage  and 
potent  councillor  known  in  caaes  of  deep 
emergency  with  a  significant  tosa  of  the 
shoulders  to  gi? e  strange  advice,  or  wbe« 
tber  it  were  in  consequence  of  the  return 
of  an  hon.  Gentleman  to  that  House  m 
the  cause  of  humanity,  to  whom  the  elec* 
tors  of  Nottingham  had  done  so  much 
honour ;  whether,  from  any  or  either  of 
these  causes,  or  whether  from  all  taken  in 
conjunction,  he  cared  not,  but  this  he 
would  prophesy,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  by  devices  or  tricks  of  this  aovt 
annihilate  the  landed  interest. 

Sugar  Dutieb—Ways  amp  Means.] 
The  order  of  the  day  on  going  into  Com« 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  having  been 
read. 

Lord  John  Runell  rose  and  said :  Sir, 
in  rising  to  move  that  you  do  now  leave 
the  chair,  I  think  it  incumbent  on  me, 
owing  to  the  notice  given  by  the  noUe 
Lord,  owing  to  the  discussiona  that  have 
taken  place  out  of  doors,  owing  to  the  at- 
titude that  has  been  assumed  by  Tarioua 
parties,  both  political  and  commercial, 
with  respect  to  the  question,  to  state  to 
the  House  the  general  reasons  that  have 
influenced  the  Government  in  the  adop- 
tion of  the  course  they  have  recommended. 
Sir,  I  agree  with  the  petition  presented  a 
little  while  ago  from  certain  iohabitanta 
of  Bath,  that  this  is  a  question  not  to  be 
looked  at  merely  as  a  commercial  and  fi« 
nancial  one;  because  if  it  wete  of  that 
character,  I  should  willingly  leave  it  in 
the  hands  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  nescr 
me,  by  whom  it  would  be  treated  with  by 
far  more  knowledge  of  the  subject,  end  fat 
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more  penpkmtty  in  stating  the  views  of 
tin  Gofcrnmeot  than  I  can  pretend  to; 
Irat  I  «»ii«der  it  is  a  great  national  ques- 
tion. And  there  neter,  perhaps,  has  been 
snbontted  to  Parliament  a  question  which 
will  be  more  importanti  not  merely  to  the 
fiaances  of  the  year,  not  merely  for  the 
coauneicial  reenlattons  of  the  present 
time,  hot  for  the  condoct  of  the  finances 
of  this  conntry,  and  for  the  regulation  of 
the  coaneiciiil  affairs  of  this  coootry  for 
a  bog  time  to  come,  than  that  which  I 
am  BOW  about  to  submit  to  the  House. 
Sv»  I  eannot,  however,  commence  my 
ohRnrations  on  this  subject  without 
adverting  to  that  which  I  know  has 
been  8sM»  and  which  nothing  but  the 
moat  inveterate  hostility  to  the  present 
Qovemment,  and  an  entire  ignorance  of 
tbe  charaeters  of  the  Members  of  that  Go- 
vemttent,  ean  any  way  palliate.  I  cannot 
commence  my  observations  without  ad- 
verting to  the  assertion  which  has  been 
made,  that  this  question  was  taken  up  at 
tbe  spur  of  the  moment  on  the  day  before 
my  r^C  hon.  Friend  brought  forward  his 
psoposaL  Sir,  1  say  that  a  long  habit  of 
haatility  to  the  Government|  and  a  total 
ignofanee  in  the  character  of  my  right 
mm.  Friend  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
qner,  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Go- 
vcnunent,.  may  afford  some  palliation  for 
sncb  assertions,  but  the  assertion  was  a 
most  unfounded  one,  and  one  which 
oeglit  never  to  have  been  attempted  to  be 
pe&ned  upon  the  country.  The  Govern- 
ssent  knew  full  well  this  was  a  subject  of 
the  deepest  interest.  They  were  fully 
aware,  fiem  the  commencement  of  the 
pteaent  year,  that  the  state  of  the  finances 
would  requife  some  course  to  be  adopted 
whidi  would  be  consistent  with  the  cha- 
meter  of  the  country  and  the  future  stabi- 
of  our  trading  and  commercial  inter- 
Sir,  this  question  naturally  occupied 
<if  our  time,  and  long  deliberation — 
dm  diflfaohies,  the  objections,  such  as  had 
been  slated  to-niaht  in  many  of  the  peti* 
tma,  were  carenilly  and  fully  weigned; 
tbej  nnde  a  great  impression  on  some 
Membeia  of  the  Government,  and  on  my- 
self; bat  aAer  a  certain  length  of  time  it 
waathoogfat  necessary  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion, and  the  general  decision  was  taken, 
apOD  grounds  which  I  shall  afterwards 
Mate  to  the  House,  that  the  two  great 
qwBstiDos  of  sugar  and  timber,  should  be 
todertaken  for  the  sake  of  the  revenue 
\j  Ibi  ClMmceUof  of  the  fijicbeq^ieri  snd 


that  I  should  give  notice  to  the  House 
that,  as  a  general  question  affecting  tbe 
p  otection  to  the  landed  interests^afiect- 
ing  the  general  welfare  of  the  country«^ 
that  I  should  bring  forward  a  proposal  for 
an  alteration  of  the  Corn-laws.  Sir,  that 
resolution  was  taken  some  time  before  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  gave  notice  of  his  resolu- 
tion with  respect  to  colonial  duties,  and 
that  notice,  I  observe  from  the  votes,  wss 
given  on  the  11th  of  March.  Sir,  I  thought 
it  not  right,  certainly,  that  the  question 
should  1^  brought  forward  before  we 
knew  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year  the 
real  return  of  revenue  as  compared  to  the 
expenditure ;  but  I  thought  it  right,  when 
these  resolutions  were  under  discussion,  to 
state,  which  I  did  emphatically,  that  all 
these  questions  relating  to  monopoly  and 
restriction  had  been  under  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  Government,  that  the 
Government  was  united  on  these  ques- 
tions, and  would  be  prepared  to  bring 
forward  other  measures  when  the  proper 
time  arrived.  I  must  state,  moreover, 
that  it  did  so  happen,  on  the  very  day  that 
the  budget  was  brought  forward  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  I  received  a  letter 
speaking  of  the  budget  as  a  matter  that 
had  been  settled  upon  from  the  informa- 
tion already  given ;  and  this  letter  came 
not  from  a  gentleman  living  some  fifty  or 
a  hundred  miles  off,  who  might  have  re* 
ceived  notice  of  what  was  intended  with- 
in a  short  space  of  time ;  but  from  the 
Governor-geueral  of  Canada,  who  bad 
been  informed  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government.  I  therefore  think,  after  this 
plain  statement,  that,  improbable  as  the 
story  was  before,  that  it  will  no  longer  be 
attempted  to  be  whispered  or  palmed 
upon  the  public  that  this  was  a  sudden  re- 
solution, adopted  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment, from  I  know  not  what  party  motives. 
Let  me  state,  moreover,  in  announcing  the 
decision  to  which  the  Government  has 
come,  that  we  were  not  ignorant  of  the 
vast  interests,  and  what  various  portions 
of  the  community  might  be  arrayed  against 
us.  We  have  seen  this  night  the  results 
which  a  combination  of  those  interests  can 
produce.  We  have  seen  with  how  much 
tenderness  those  who  import  timber  from 
Canada  view  the  interests  of  the  negroes. 
We  have  seen  with  what  horror  the  landed 
gentlemen  who  oppose  the  introduction  of 
foreign  com  at  a  fixed  duty,  which  I  do 
not  conceive  to  be  an  absence  of  proUot 
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tioDt  bat  which  I  think  will  gi?6 
protectioQ,  with  what  horror  thej  look 
upon  the  soSerings  of  those  men  who 
are  taken  as  slaves  to  foreign  coontries. 
All  this,  and  all  those  combinations  I 
am  prepared  to  meet,  and  I  know  at 
what  disadvantage  I  stand  herp,  not 
having  to  represent  gentlemen  belongmg 
to  an|  laige  branch  oT  commerce,  or  con- 
nected with  our  colonial  interests ;  not 
speaking  the  sense  of  members  of  a  great 
bodjf  combined  and  associated  together, 
havmg  their  subscriptions,  and  advertise- 
ments, and  meetings  regularly  marshalled 
before  the  eyes  of  the  public,  not  speak- 
ing of  any  other  body  than  that — and  a 
very  helpless  one  on  most  occasions,  the 
great  mass  of  her  Majesty's  subjects — 
whose  interests,  whose  welfare,  whose  for- 
tunes are  so  deeply  involved  in  the  deci- 
sion to  which  this  House  may  come.  In 
adverting  to  the  whole  of  this  subject  1 
must  not,  I  cannot,  allow  the  House  to 
separate  from  its  consideration  the  posi- 
tion in  which  tlie  Govern  men  t  was  placed 
with  regard  to  finance.  There  were  many 
questions  of  very  great  interest  relating  to 
our  foreign  affairs,  relating  to  our  colonial 
interests,  relating  to  the  state  of  the  coon- 
trv  at  the  time,  which  required  an  increase 
or  expenditure*  It  became  necessary i  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  to  have  a 
settlement  of  the  question  which  had  long 
menaced  the  independence  of  the  Otto- 
man Porte*  It  was  essential  to  the  honour 
of  ihe  British  name  that  they  rfiould  de« 
mand  redress  for  injoriea  inflicted  upon 
firitisb  subjects  by  the  subjects  of  the 
emperor  of  China*  It  was  necessary  to 
suppress  an  insurrection  that  broke  out  in 
Canada,  the  result,  as  I  think,  of  the  le- 
gislative arrangements  made  half  a  cen- 
tury ago.  At  one  time  onr  domestic 
tranquillity  was  threatened,  and  when  we 
resolved  to  me€t  the  danger  without  hav- 
ing recourse  to  a  law  of  extraordinary 
coercion,  it  was  necessary  to  have  a  suflB- 
cieni  force  belonging  to  her  Majesty's 
troops  to  nreserve  the  tranquillity  of  the 
coontrv.  With  respect  to  all  those  mea- 
sures, I  know  not  that  the  House  has  dif- 
fered  from  Ihe  opinions  of  the  Govern* 
ment  In  respect  to  some  of  them,  indi- 
vidual Members  may  have  disapproved  of 
the  course  pursued;  but  with  respect  to 
all  of  them,  they  were  supported  by  a 
great  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Of  oourae  if  toese  efforts  were  to  be  made, 
U  was  necciaary  to  endeavour  that  aucccM 


dionid  attend  those  efforts,  and  also  to 
consider  the  means  of  providing  for  the 
increased  co»t«  With  respect  to  the  auc* 
cess  of  those  measnietf  with  regard  to 
Eastern  affairs,  I  think  that  means  em- 
ployed,  to  the  extent  to  which  ihey  were 
employed  in  that  case,  bad  never  been 
attended  with  more  speedy  or  more  bril- 
liant  results.  In  Canada  the  insurrection 
which  had  raised  its  head  bad  been  efine- 
toally  put  dowui  and  tliere  were  now 
great  hopes  of  seeing  a  representation  in 
that  colony  firmly  h>yal  to  the  British 
Crown.  With  respect  to  our  domestic 
affairs,  tranquillity  had  been  established 
without  going  beyond  the  ordinary  law  of 
the  land.  With  respect  to  China,  affaire 
there  were  yet  in  an  unsettled  state,  b«t» 
as  far  as  the  expedition  was  concerned,  as 
far  as  our  naval  and  military  affaire  had 
proceeded,  our  success  was  unquestion* 
able,  and  our  forcea  have  been  attended 
with  their  usual  prosperity.  It  becane* 
then,  necessary  to  provide  for  the  cost  of 
all  these  efforts,  and  we  have  now  to  de- 
cide upon  the  principle  upon  which  this 
cost  is  to  be  defrayed.  We  have  in 
amount,  according  to  the  statement  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  of  2,400,000i.  of  excess 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  year.  I  can 
underetand,  whatever  plans  may  be  adopt- 
ed, that  the  opposition  in  this  House^  or 
a  party  in  this  House,  on  whatever  i^e 
they  may  sit,  may  say,  that  those  plana 
are  founded  on  mistake ;  that  the  princi- 
ple adopted  is  wrong ;  but  to  adopt  the 
scheme  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  of 
refusing  to  give  any  opinion  at  the  time 
the  Budget  was  brought  forward,  declining 
10  give  any  opinion  at  that  time,  and  now 
when  we  propose  to  go  into  a  comroitteo 
of  the  whole  Hoose,  merely  to  propose  to 
negative  and  reject  the  proposal  of  Go- 
vernment, without  affirming  upon  what 
principle  of  finance  they  are  prepared  to 
proceed ;  that  is  a  course,  which,  mach  aa 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  may  deride 
it,  I  do  not  think  becoming  any  great 
party.  Certainly  a  step  more  factious  I 
nave  never  obeerved  in  tnis  House.  Miod| 
I  am  not  saying  that  an  opposition  ought 
to  sute  the  measures  to  be  tsken  lor  re- 
storing the  finances*  I  am  not  nyinf 
that  they  ought  to  indicate  the  uxes  to 
be  laid  on,  or  that  they  should  indicate 
the  particular  sources  from  which  the 
public  fund  was  to  be  repaired.  But  this 
IS  a  question  with  respect  to  opposte 
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prilicipies  of  conduct*      We  have  foer 
ooones  to  penue;  one  wbich^  I  tbinki 
ought  et  once  to  be  rejected  ;— namely, 
that  of  attemptiogt  by  aoine  small  and 
petty  modes  of  taxation,  to  make  up  part 
of  the  deGcienoy  that  has  occurred.  .  An- 
other mode  iS|  by  means  of  a  loan  to  re- 
pair the  finances  for  the  present  year* 
We  have  considered  that  quest  ion ,  and 
we  thoaght  upon  the  whole  that  it  would 
not  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  public 
cradit,  aeeine  that  those  expenses  must 
be  continoedy  seeing  that  it  was  not  fit- 
tings at  the  present  time*  to  reduce  either 
the  navy^  the  arroy».  or  the  ordnancP|  of 
the  oonntry.-i-we  did  not  think  it  wise  or 
becoming  to  have  recourse  to  loans  to 
supply  the  deficiency.    If  that  is  a  prin- 
ciple which    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite 
think  ought  to  be  sustained,  I  hope  they 
will  no  longer  hesitate  in  declaring  their 
opinions.    But  there  is  another  course—' 
namely,  that  of  adding  very  greatly  to 
the  direct  taxation  of  the  country,  either 
by  a  new  income  or  preperty  tax,  or  by  a 
very  considerable  addition  to  the  assessed 
taxes.    But  when  we  came  to  consider 
this  eourse,  we  had  to  oppose  to  it  the 
aliemativet  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible#  by  diminishing  en  excess  of  pro- 
tective duties  which  existed  at  present^  to 
give  Ike  public  additional  means  of  pur* 
ebMing,  not  the  luxuries,  but  some  of  the 
proffiioeot  comforts    and  necessaries  of 
hfcp  end*  at  the  same  lime,  to  obtain  an 
inorsaee  of  revenue  which  should  enable 
OS  to  fill  up  the  deficiency  which  has 
taken  place.    We  came,  in  fact,  to  the 
opiiuoo  that  this  might  be  done;   and 
flnMn  the  moment  that  we  had  formed  our 
delibemte  opinmn  to  this  efiect>  it  would 
kev&  been  wrong  in  us  to  have  proposed 
to  the  House  the  imposition  of  an  addi- 
tmoal  direct  tax,  either  on  property,  or  ih 
Ike  shape  of  en  assessed  tax,  thus  im» 
poeiag  additional  burthefas  upon  the  whole 
of  Ike  people  of  this  eountry  whilst  it 
wee  obvious  that  there  were  other  ways 
ky  which  the    necessary  income  might 
ke  obtained,  and,    at   the    same   time, 
Ike  people  at  large  not  ke  oppressed, 
kal  ratker  relievedi    This  opinion,  lhere« 
fJMroi  Was  taken  op  by  her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemflMttt ;  this  course  was  resolved  upoti 
— ft  eoorae  and  a  principle  more  likely, 
perkape,  to  lead   any  Government  into 
difficttltiee  tkan  any  other  of  the  three 
alternative  courses  which  I  have  already 
aieiktioBed  to   the  Honsej   particnlarly 


when  having  to  meet  the  additional  feel- 
ing of  opposition  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  embodied  in  the  resolution  which  be 
intends  this  evening  to   propose  to  the 
House.    But  we  could  not  shrink  front 
this  resolution,  when  once  its  advantage 
to  the  country  was  agreed  upon*     When 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  shows,  that  according  to 
his  calculations,  a  large  additional  income 
may  be  derived  from  timber  and  sugar  by 
means  perfectly  legitimate,  and  often  re- 
Borted  to  heretofore  in  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  the  couutry,  we  could  not  refuse 
to  propose  that  scheme  to  the  House* 
And  now  I  put  it  to  the  House,  whether* 
when  called  upon  to  consider  sugar  and 
timber  as  a  means  of  revenue,  I  should 
have  affirmed,  '*  Yes,   I  do  so  consider 
them  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  dara  not 
touch  the  project  on  acconnt  of  the  great 
particular  interests  which  would  be  afiect* 
ed  by  it.*'    With  regard  to  the  protective 
duty  on  corn,  my  opinion  is,  that  it  works 
no  advantage    to    the    landed   interests 
themselves,  who  so  pertinaciously  adhere 
to  it,  whilst  it  could  be  modified  with  ad^ 
vantage,  not  only  to  all  the  great  com- 
mercial   relations   of   this  country  with 
other  nations,  but  also  to  the  growers  of 
corn  in  this  country.     Now,  if  holding 
this  opinion,  I  were  to  shrink  timidly  from 
the  assertion  of  it,  I  should  have  met  the 
House  of  Commons  without  the  same 
chance  of  support  which  I  have  in  pro* 
posing  what  I  believe  to  be  good  and  right 
measures'^measures  which  1  believei  one 
day  or  other,  will  lay  a  new  foundation 
for  the  commercial  policy  of  this  country. 
We  could  not  have  met  the  House  with 
the  same  confidence  as  we  now  do,  if,  ap-^ 
proving  of  these  changes,  we  had  been 
alarmed  or  deterred,  by  our  fears,  from 
proposing  them.     I  shall  say  but  a  few 
words  respecting  those  parts  of  the  pro- 
posals of  her  Majesty's  Government,  which 
are  not  at  present  immediately  before  the 
House.     With  respect  to  the  timber  du- 
ties, I  have  been  in  correspondence  with 
my  noble  Friend  the  present  Governor  of 
the  Canadas,  in  the  course  of  which  I 
stated  to  him  the  intentions  of  her  Ma-' 
jesty's  Ministers  on  this  subject,  and  be, 
as  was  very  natural,  replied,  that  the  pro* 
jected  change  would  place    him  under 
great  difficulties.      There  was    another 
measure,  however,  which  had  been  in  dis- 
cussion between  my  noble  friend  and  my« 
self  before  he  left  the  countryi  the  paiti« 
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oulari  of  which  I  need  ool  now  roeDttODy 
which  it  was  thought  would  be  a  measure 
of  great  relief  and  additional  prosperity  to 
the  Canadas,  without  imposing  any  addi- 
tionai  burthen  upon  this  country;  and 
my  noble  friend  stated,  that  if  ne  were 
enabled  to  hold  out  a  hope  of  passing  this 
measure,  the  Canadas  would  on  the  whole 
be  gainers  bv  the  scheme.  With  regard 
now  to  the  anty  on  corn.  I  have  stated 
to  the  House  the  duty  which  I  mean  to 
propose — a  duty  framed,  not  as  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  supposes,  in  disregard  of 
the  principle  of  protection  to  the  landed 
interests;  but»  on  the  contrary,  such  a 
protectiye  duty  as,  considering  the  prices 
of  foreign  com,  and  the  expenses  of  im- 

Krting  It  to  this  country  and  preparing  it 
'  the  market,  would,  I  think,  generally 
keep  up  the  standing  price  of  com  to 
from  «505.  to  60s.  a  Quarter,  and  at  the 
same  time  not  expose  the  country  to  those 
ruinous  fluctuations  by  which  at  one  time 
importation  became  wholly  prohibited, 
whilst  at  others,  by  a  skilful  and  artificial 
arrangement  of  averages,  a  large  importa* 
tion  might  take  place  at  a  merely  nominal 
duty.  I  come  now  to  that  question  upon 
which  a  proposal  is  about  to  be  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means.  The  first  thing  which  I  think 
it  necessary  to  state  upon  this  subject  is, 
that  the  present  duties  on  foreign  soger 
bring  the  question  completely  within  the 
scope  of  the  principle  which  I  wish  to  see 
adopted — the  principle  of  abolishing  pro- 
hibition, and  constituting  fair  and  mode* 
rate  protection  in  its  stead.  I  believe 
that  the  principle  of  prohibition  is  inju- 
rious in  every  way  to  the  people  of  tnis 
country,  and  generally  prevents  the  im- 
portation of  the  article  itself  at  so  cheap 
a  rale,  and  so  good,  as  it  could  be  with- 
out it  The  present  duty  on  foreign 
aagar  is  6Sf.  a  hundred  weight,  which, 
except  on  very  rare  occasions,  as  for  in- 
stance in  the  course  of  last  year,  com- 
pletely excladed  it  from  the  market*  So 
mudi  was  this  the  case,  that  at  certain 

reriods,  I  think,  for  instaocoi  in  the  year 
815,  when  it  wu  thought  right  to  admit 
toniga  sugar  into  the  market  of  this 
counlry,  there  were  special  Acts  of  Par. 
nament  to  admit  it  at  a  lower  duty.  I 
an  not  now  arsning  whether  forei|n  sunr 
should  or  should  not  be  admitted  into  this 
country ;  but  the  case  is  certainly  one  in 
wbkii  tha  prinotpla  of  prohibition  daariy 


applies.  The  next  proposition  I  shall 
state  is,  I  think,  supported  by  what  is  re- 
marked in  various  petitions  presented  to 
the  House  this  evening— namely,  that  the 
duty  proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  give  such  an  amount  of  protection  to 
our  West- India  colonists  as  will  enable 
them  to  grow  their  sugar  with  profit  for 
our  market.  With  a  duty  of  37f.  per 
hundred  weight,  added  to  the  present 
average  price  In  bond  of  foreign  sugar, 
which  may  be  taken  at  22s.,  the  price 
would  be  59s. ;  but  allowing  for  the  rise 
which  would  necessarily  take  place  on  the 
increased  demand  consequent  on  the  re- 
duction of  duty,  the  mamet  price  could 
hardly  be  put  at  less  than  6U.  But, 
continued  the  noble  Lord,  this  is  the  very 
price  which  the  West-India  planters 
themselves  say  they  would  be  able  to  sell 
their  sugar  at ;  and,  it  may  be  asked,  if 
they  are  able  to  introduce  their  sugars  at 
61  f.,  why  should  it  be  necessary  to  intro- 
duce foreign  sugars  also  at  the  same  or  a 
higher  price  ?  To  this,  I  think,  the  an- 
swer is  very  plain.  What  the  West-In- 
dian growers  have  stated  with  regard  to 
the  amount  of  supplies  which  they  may 
be  able  to  produce,  may  be  proved ;  but, 
until  it  is  so,  it  is  mere  calculation  and 
assertion ;  and  if  it  should  happen  that 
the  price  of  their  suears  shoula  rise  to 
86s.  or  88s.  a  hundred  weight,  there 
would  be  no  remedy  against  that  high 
price.  These  high  prices  not  being  coun- 
teracted by  any  competition,  wouM  become 
that  grievance  to  the  people  of  this  coaa* 
try,  the  magnitude  of  which  ooold  hardly 
he  exaggerated.  Now,  with  regard  lo 
this  great  principle  of  eoopetitioo,  I 
think  that  if  I  were  to  quote  the  iottancea 
of  its  beneficial  operatwns,  they  would  be 
so  numerous  that  I  should  weary  the 
House  with  them.  But  I  know  no  rea- 
son why  I  should  not  state  sulBcieiit  lo 
apply  the  principle  lo  the  present  case. 
For  this  purpose  I  will  neniion  two  in- 
stances. In  1786,  the  earthenware  of 
England  was  admitted  into  France,  and 
the  result  was,  that  in  a  short  tisae  the 
earthenware  mannfactore  of  Franca  wao 
greatly  impcoved  by  the  spirit  of  imilaim 
and  competition.  Acain,  when  FlrsMh 
cloth  came  into  Bngtand,  the  BwMh, 
who  previously  pfodoosd  an  article  of  very 
inferior  qoality,  imitated  the  produce  of 
their  neighbours,  and  sold  the  imiutioo  as 
French,  prodoobf  it,  at  length,  m  obaap 
and  better  than  any  that  bad  bifpct  b««i 
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•een  in  the  couutry.  Similar  and  equally 
BOtorioiis  were  the  results  in  late  years  of 
the  great  and  hadable  exertions  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  free  trade,  made  by 
that  talented  man,  and  high  official 
authority,  Mr.  Huskisson.  For  instancci 
on  the  measure  for  admission  of  foreign 
silks  and  gloves,  Parliament  was  told 
that  English  silks  and  English  gloves 
were  of  so  inferior  a  manufacture  that  all 
those  engaged  in  that  manufocture  would 
be  rained  if  they  had  to  compete  with 
articles  of  foreign  produce ;  whereas,  on 
the  contrary,  a  great  improvement  and 
extension  had  taken  place  in  those  very 
branches  of  manufacture  which  it  was 
predicted  would  be  ruined  by  these 
changes.  And  what  will  be  the  case  with 
regard  to  sugar?  The  statements  which 
are  received  at  the  office,  at  the  head  of 
which  1  have  the  honour  to  be,  give  the 
most  gratifying  proofs  of  the  beneficial 
effects  which  the  abolition  of  slavery  has 
had  in  inciting  the  growers  to  increased 
regularity  and  improved  methods  of  culti- 
vation. As  long  as  slavery  existed,  nothing 
could  be  worse,  or  more  barbarous,  than 
the  modes  of  cultivation  pursued  in  the 
West-India  colonies.  The  abolition  of 
slavery  was  immediately  followed  by  im- 
proved methods  and  contrivances.  As 
an  instance  of  these  improvements,  I  will 
beg  to  read  a  passage  from  the  official  re- 
porU  to  which  1  have  alluded : — 

**  Mr.  Grant,  senior  stipendiary  magistrate 
in  Manchester,  states  a  tact  which  contaius 
BNicli  promise  in  it;  a  machine  for  peeling 
cofte,  'which  will  not  only  effect  a  greet 
saving  of  asanoal  labour,  but  will  expedite  the 
process  of  manoiacture,  perform  the  operation 
more  effectively,  and  sa?e  the  heavy  and  ex- 
pensive buildings  required  for  the  rude  and 
cumbrous  machine  now  in  general  use,'  has 
been  invented  by  a  Mr.  John  Humble,  of  St. 
AnaV.  fie  has  had  to  contend,  according  to 
Mr*  Gfaot,  with  '  strong  prejudices  and  ridi- 
ciale,  and  opposition  and  apathy,  before  he 
could  obtain  a  practical  trial  for  his  iuvention.' 
I  presume,  therefore,  that  it  has  been  tried  at 
last,  and  that  the  result  of  the  trial  has  been 
satisfactory,  but  no  further  particulars  are 
given.  If  there  is  one  thing  which  the  West- 
iadin  planters  should  desire  to  see  more  than 
mollier,  it  is  a  man  making  his  fortune  by 
sooM  patent  invention  for  the  abridgment  of 
labour." 

This  is  a  sample  of  the  efforts  at  im- 
provement which  are  now  making  by  the 
west-India  planters,  and  I  contend  that 
by  the  adoiission  of  some  competition  in 


the  home  market,  by  admitting  the  pos* 
sibility  of  sugar  and  coffee  from  elsewnere 
being  sold  in  this  country,  we  shall  be 
stimulating  the  inventions  of  these  per- 
sons, and  making  them  exercise  that  in« 
dustry  and  that  inventive  energy  which 
Englishmen  have  always  shown  themselves 
foremost  in  displaying  and  carrying  into 
effect  in  all  matters  of  practical  utility.  I 
have  now  stated  the  principle  upon  which 
I  wish  the  House  to  act  upon  this  subject, 
and  to  fix  the  duly  upon  foreigu  sugar  as 
low  as  they  think  it  could  properly  be  ad- 
mitted at;  what  that  duty  snoujd  be  in 
amount  I  will  not  now  discuss  further,  it 
being  a  proper  subjrct  for  the  Hou«e  to 
consider  when  it  shall  have  resolved  itself 
into  committee  on  the  subject.  I  now 
come  to  another  point,  one  on  which  I 
think  the  House  should  lay  the  greatest 
stress,  one  on  which  I  am  sure  all  parties 
attach  the  greatest  interest.  A(\er  dis- 
cussing auestions  on  which  so  much  op« 
position  has  been  manifested  in  this  House, 
I  am  happy  to  dwell  for  a  moment  upon 
one  statement  which  I  think  will  be  grati- 
fving  to  all  parties— a  statement  showing 
that  the  great  act  of  emancipation  which 
this  country  so  nobly  carried  into  effect 
at  an  expense  of  20,000,000/.,  has  t>een 
most  successful  and  happy  in  its  reSQltato 
the  interests  and  happmess  of  800,000 
fellow-creatures.  It  is  impossible  to  read 
without  the  liveliest  satisfaction  the  official 
statements  on  this  subject ;  from  which  it 
appears,  that  the  negroes  are  many  of 
them  acquiring  all  the  comforts  of  life, 
and  proceeding  to  become  the  proprietors 
of  small  portions  of  land.  Perhaps  the 
House  will  permit  me,.»as  the  subject  is 
one  which  does  not  often  come  before  it 
in  the  ordinary  course,  and  on  which  no 
direct  motion  is  likely  to  be  made,  being 
a  matter  whose  operation  is  going  silently 
on,  without  the  necessity  for  much  legis- 
lation or  active  interference,  to  read  a  few 
of  the  statements  which  had  been  officially 
made  to  her  Majesty's  Government  by  the 
stipendiary  magistrates  appointed  to  the 
West-India  colonies,  showing  some  of  the 
results  of  the  Emancipation  Act  in  the 
respective  islands  in  which  they  were  em- 
ployed. The  first  passage  which  1  shall 
read  to  the  House  relating  to  the  crops  in 
Jamaica  is  rather  unfavourable: — 

"  Our  accounts  from  Jamaica,  as  far  as  they 
relate  to  the  sugar  crops,  are  unfavourable. 
The  crop  of  1839  fell  considerably  below  the 
average  of  the  four  years  of  aj^renticeship, 
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wliich  was  itMlf  considerably  below  tbe  avei^ 
^ge  of  tbe  six  yesM^  preceding.  The  crop  of 
^840  appei^ri  to  have  been  shorter  still — in 
twelve  districts  out  of  twenty,  Yery  much 
shorter:  and  even  this  is  not  expected  to  be 
equaUeo  by  that  of  1841.  The  exact  amount 
or  the  deficiency  the  reports  furnish  no  data 
for  estimating.'^ 

In  connection  with  ibis  statement,  how- 
ever, it  is  gratifying  to  learn  from  the 
same  authority,  that  '^  throughout  Ja- 
maica, it  is  an  object  of  ambition  with  the 
peasantry  to  possess  cottages  and  gardens 
of  th^ir  own  ;"  and  to  show  the  extent  to 
which  this  feeling  has  prevailed  since  the 
year  1838,  Sir  C.  Metcalfe,  in  a  despatch, 
i|ated  December  14i  1840,  informs  us,  that 
the  n9mber  of  freeholders  assessed  as  hold- 
ing freeholds  under  forty  acres  was,  in  1838 
2,014,  in  1840  7,842,  being  an  increase 
of  5,854*  Now,  whatever  deductions  in 
regard  to  motives  may  be  drawn  from 
them,  I  think  these  statements  are  in 
tbem99lve8  highly  important;  fpr,  if  we 
wish  foreign  nations  to  follow  our  example 
in  the  emancipation  of  negro  slaves,  it  is 
highly  important  to  show  them,  that  the 
people  to  whom  that  ^reat  boon  has  been 
grapted,  are  sensible  of  its  value,  and 
are  improving  in  every  way  under  its 
influence.  In  Barbadoes,  according  to 
th^  repprt  of  the  stipendiary  magistrates, 
the  labourers  are  allowed  the  use  of  a 
cottage,  and  a  spot  of  eround  (aboqt  a 
qu^irter  of  an  acre)  rent  free,  but,  in  re- 
turn, they  are  expected  to  wbr|^  regularly 
fbr  tne  estate. 

*i  Thev  work  under  verbal  agreements  from 
day  to  day ;  and  the  ordinary  r?ite  of  wages  is 
about  \i,  sterlinc^  for  a  day  of  ei^ht  or  nine 
hours ;  not  so  high  as  in  Jamaica.  Task-work 
is  hardly  anywhere  resorted  to.  The  labourers 
ave  perfectly  quiet  and  peaceable ;  and  though 
the  pglice  magistrates  (who  are  most  of  them 
nlstnters),  do  not  give  them  a  high  character 
for  industry,  or  regularity,  or  duty  to  their  su- 

Feriors,  ih^  main  fault  imputed  tp  them  comes, 
think,  to  little  more  than  this,  that  they  have 
no  abstract  love  of  field  labour,  and  no  such 
solicitude  fbr  their  master's  interests  as  should 
induce  them  to  work  harder  on  bis  account 
than  they  need  to  do  on  their  own.  It  seems, 
however,  to  be  universally  admitted,  that  they 
%re  raising  their  ycale  of  (^o^n forts,  and  improv- 
\n^  in  their  habits  and  \SLMes ;  and  that  they 
supply  themselves  with  the  me^ns  of  satisfying 
thefr  new  wants,  by  f  lir  working  at  no  extrava- 
gant rate  of  wages." 

Of  Antigua  we  read  as  follows: — 

M  T-he  trat)siiion  from  shivery  to  freedom, 
9tt44«A  M  it  was,  settled  kindly  upon  Antigua. 


The  people  continued,  for  the  most  par(,  to 

reside  on  the  estates  as  before,  and  to  work  for 
them  i^t  moderate  wages  j  itnd  whatever  may 
have  been  said  about  the  want  of  continuous 
labour,  the  broad  result  was,  that  the  average 
sugar  crop  of  the  first  five  years  of  freedom, 
ending  in  1888,  exceeded  by  about  one-ninth 
the  average  of  the  last  five  years  of  slavery, 
ending  in  1833.  Since  that  time  there  ba9 
be^n  a  gradual  improfement  ipthe  general  ooiv* 
dition  of  the  island^  bift  no  very  striking 
change.  Offences  have  decreased  in  number, 
marriages  have  become  more  frequent,  anq 
concubinage  more  disreputable  ^  schools  and 
friendly  societies  have  oeen  extended,  with 
good  effiscts;  the  dislike  to  field  labour  has 
been  observed  to  be  going  off;  and  the  chil- 
dren (who  bad  at  (irst  been  withdrawn  en* 
tirely  from  all  work  on  the  estates)  wcire  again 
beginning  to  be  employed.  Imports  have  in- 
creased ten  per  cent ,  and  it  is  said,  that  not 
six  people  in  the  island  would  have  the  former 
state  clothings  back  again  if  they  could.'' 

But  the  accpunts  firom  British  Qtitana 
are  still  more  striking  :— 

<'  By  all  accounts,  the  change  for  the  better 
is  universal  and  rapid,  and  apparently  without 
any  material  drawback.  The  worst  that  can 
be  said  is,  that  tbe  women  are  working  much 
less  than  they  used  to  do  ;  that  the  boys  and 
girls,  between  ten  and  fifteen,  are  mostly  at 
school,  and  are  afterwards  brouflht  up  to  do- 
mestic service,  or  to  some  trade,  instead  of 
performing  the  light  work  of  the  estates :  and 
that  the  men  wiU  not  alwf^s  work  *  when  their 
pockets  are  full.'  But  while  they  are  at  work, 
they  work  as  well,  or  better,  than  they  used  to 
do,  and  they  work  enough  to  enable  them 
not  only  to  eat  and  drink  what  they  like  best, 
and  to  dress  as  well  as  their  masters,  biit  in  a 
great  many  cases  to  purchase  their  acre  of 
land,  at  a  cost  of  IS/.,  on  which  to  erect  aeot« 
tagc  that  will  cost  about  501.  Their  provision 
grounds  are  in  better  cultivation  than  they 
were ;  the  imported  produce  consumed  by  them 
has  increased  largely ;  money  ciraulatcs  mora 
extensively  $  new  stores  have  risen  up  in  great 
numbers ;  cottages  and  hamlets  arc  rising  in 
all  directions  on  plots  of  land  purchased  for 
the  purpose  by  the  labourers ;  marriages  and 
births  are  on  the  increase,  mortality  on  the 
decline ;  schools  and  churches  more  numerous 
and  better  attended,  the  gaols  almost  empty, 
and  the  courts  of  session  have  scarcely  any- 
thing to  do.  Two  or  three  oases  have  occurred 
in  which  several  labourers  have  clubbed  to* 
gether,  and  paid  down  large  sums  of  mmicy 
for  estates,  with  the  intention  to  cultivate  sugar 
on  their  own  account :  and  these  enterprises 
appear  to  be  regarded  as  promising,  though 
the  fruits  have  not  yet  had  time  to  appear." 

One  of  theae  purchaaes  Qf  land  was 
to  the  value  of  90^000/.,  which  wns 
clubbed  together  for  the  purpose  by  a 
oumber  of  aegroea.    And  as  ttn  inaiaote 
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of  the  vahie  whioh  was  attaebed  lo  the 
frae  laboor  of  these  men,  it  was  men- 
tionedx  that  on  frequent  oecasions  of  task- 
work, as  much  1^9  4^.  (^.  9,  dc^  was 
ea^fueiU  I  will  now  read  aaotber  stat^- 
sa«ii|  (ton  a  moat  r^apectahta  Gentleman, 
Mv.  J.  Canciler.  a  memiier  of  the  Sooiet^ 
of  Friends,  the  aoeuraoy  of  which  cannot 
be  dottbtod.  and  the  contepts  of  which  are 
most  (jrtiifyipg, 

^  I  hare  exaroiaed  '  M^neea's  Statistics  of 
the  British  Empire/  published  in  1834,  in 
whi^  he  gives  a  prospective  state^nent  of  what 
maj  be  expected  in  the  West-India  colonies  in 
the  year  1840.  He  there  places  tl^e  nuipber 
of  piwdial  labourers  as  likely  to  work  for 
wages  at  much  too  high,  and  places  the  wages 
they  are  likely  to  receive  at  much  too  low.  An 
attentive  inquiry  leads  roe  to  the  conclusion, 
Ibatj  comprising  all  who  work,  we  may  esti<- 
■laite  the  effective  field  labour  done,  as  equal 
lo  diat  ef  one-third  of  the  predial  population, 
or  about  90,000  persons,  working  live  days  in 


this  view  of  the  case  I  am  borne  out  by  the 
opinion  of  Thomas  M^Comart,  the  cnstar  of 
St<  Tbonutf  in  the  East^  attorney  to  Andrew 
Arehdeckne,  Esq.,  of  your  country,  with  whom 
I  talked  the  matter  over  in  his  own  parlour. 
A  vnch  larger  number  of  people  than  this  is 
actually  engaged  in  field  labour,  but  many  are 
woman  who  are  not  robust,  children  under 
fourteen  years  of  age,  and  infirm  old  persons. 
Many  do  not  work  five  days  in  every  week-  and 
the  vrages  that  many  receive  fire  much  less  than 
Is.  6tl.  jmi  day ;  butj^  taking  all  these  circum- 
stances into  consideration,  this  computation,  I 
am  satisfied,  will  be  found  moderate  and  be- 
low the  truth.  Now,  90,000  persons  working 
five  days  in  the  week  at  Is.  6d,  per  day,  will 
receive  1,755^000/.  per  annum ;  and  if  we  de- 
doct  fW>m  this  the  rent  of  67,^00  prwdial  cot- 
tages and  provision  grounds,  on  the  calcula- 
tion of  M*Queen,  of  rotir  persona  to  a  cottage 
and  gronndy  which,  at  2s.  per  week,  would 
aawttat  to  850,898/.,  we  have  a  surplus  of 
1»4<H»I^'-  fMid  annually  in  wages  to  prtedial 
Uhowien  alone ;  and  if  we  add,  on  the  same 
pnociple,  the  net  wages  paid  to  non-preedial, 
we  4kal|  hav^  a  total  of  1,7^0,000/.  paid  an- 
nnaliy  to  all  the  labourers.  The  provision 
groonds  attached  to  the  cottages  furnish  more 
tbMi  bread  kind  enough  for  all  ihe  fiimilies 
eottfliemted,  giving  ihsaa  a  surplus  of  provi* 
sioM  ta  ha  disposed  of  at  the  market  towns 
for  woiiey,  and  leaiting  them  nothing  to  buy 
btti  whftt  (hey  pail  salt,  that  is,  salt  fish,  to 
seaaoR  and  improve  their  food,  clothing  (of 
whioh  th^  want  but  little),  and  such  luxuries 
as  they  may  choose  to  procure.  Now,  I 
woold  ask,  where  besides,  in  the  whole 
wide  world,  is  there  a  peasantry  that,  with 
so  IHllo  toil,  has  such  a  oemmand  over  the 
geo4  ihifiis  of  Ibis  \i<e?  These  people  keep 
patdtijr^  whioh  fe^  oo  the  refMsci  of  the 


eoooa  not,  alter  they  have  boiled  il  fht 
lamp  oil  I  they  keep  pigs,  whioh  feed  on 
weed  bine  and  garbage,  and  fatten  fl\iring 
fovir  months  ip  \he  year  on  the  fruit  of  the 
maugoe  tree,  which  spreads  itself  every- 
where,  in  heage-rows,  and  in  all  woodlands, 
and  yields  an  ineredible  sopofy  of  food.  They 
keep  goats,  whioh  roam  where  they  please; 
and  many  of  them  keep  horses,  asses,  and 
mules,  which  they  teiher  at  home,  or  safer  to 
trespass  on  the  open  pasture^  Under  slavery 
all  th^  people,  except  young  children  aa4  ^h^ 
sick  ana  infirm,  were  poinpelled  to  labo^r.  Op 
the  calculation  here  made,  only  one-third  of 
the  population  is  considered  to  be  thus  em- 
ployed, leaving  children  at  liberty  to  go  lo 
school,  mothers  at  liberty  to  tend  their  infants, 
and  ample  time,  independent  of  the  Sabbath, 
for  recreation  and  rest  to  all  classes.  The 
people  pf  Jamaica  prove  this  statement  to  be 
correct  by  the  manner  in  which  they  now 
live ;  they  do  not  work  very  hard.,  they  live 
well ;  they  dress  handsomely,  they  send  their 
ebildren  to  school,  they  attend  a  public  woi^ 
ahip,  after  walking  and  riding  ih,  eight,  and 


the  week,  at  li.  fid  sterling  per  day ;  and  in  1««  »*»«>  '^  ^^  »« i  *hey  bmld  oh^peU  at  Iheir 


own  expanse,  support  ent^reW  many  of  the 
missionaries,  and  dp  works  of  roer<;y  in  s.ns- 
taining  their  siqk  relatives  and  friends.  Sla- 
very, indeed,  has  left  a  taint  which  will  re- 
quire at  least  a  generation  to  purge  away. 
Much  darkness,  superstition,  and  heathenish 
immorality  remain }  but  the  change  for  the 
better  is  fast  going  on.  We  have  every  thi^e 
greatly  to  encourage  uSj  both  in  the  civil  and 
religious  condition  of  the  people.*' 

Such  is  |he  gra(iiyiog  aoQQun^  ii^hich 
we  have  of  the  stale  of  things  \n  Jamaica 
at  the  present  moment.  The  aecounis 
which  we  receive  from  ihe  governors  and 
others  in  other  colonies  are  eaually  satis- 
factory arid  encouraging,  with  regard 
to  the  argument  which  is  (o  ha  deduced 
from  these  statements,  1  woulc)  beg  i\\e 
House  to  consider  whether  thay  think 
that  the  happy  condition  of  the  Negeo 
population  depends  upon  a  very  high  and 
excessive  price  being  given  for  free  labo|ir. 
Upon  this  point  I  nave  asked  those  who 
have  complained  of  a  short  amount  pf  la- 
bour why  they  die)  not  give  liigher  wages; 
and  to  this  question  the  answoi'  WM  given 
that  increased  wages  would  not  hold  out 
an  indtieement  to  regular  labour,  but  only 
lo  occasional  exertion,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  tneans  qf  enjoyment  during  an  inter- 
val pf  idleness :  ar\d  this  fact  was  V8^4  ^8 
an  argument  for  the  necessity  of  immigra* 
tion,  If,  then,  the  duty  qu  fureigu  9Ugar 
be  redueec}  below  63s.,  is  there  any  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  people  of  Jamaioa 
would  not  continue  to  labouc,  and  to  be 
as  vvell  off  as  any  population  on  the  face 
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of  the  globe?    Upon  this  point  I  miut 
•ey  that,  njoiced  ai  I  am,  and  at  all  mint 
be,  at  the  termination  of  the  existence  of 
ala? ery  in  the  West-Iodies,  I  do  not  think 
it  incumbent  upon  us  to  force  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  there,  which  is  not  necessai^ 
fer  the  people  of  Jamaica,  whilst  the  arti- 
cle, itself  IS  very  necessary  to  the  comfort 
of  the  people  of  this  country.    Having 
done  all  that  we  could  in  the  generosity 
of  our  nature  for  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try— ^having  granted  them  their  freedom, 
and  gi?en  them  a  good  and  wholesome 
administration  of  justice,  together  with 
other  advantages  of  the  like  kind,  I  do 
not  think  that  we  should  be  justified  in 
giving  our  atteniioo  exclusively  to  their 
mterests,  and  in  endeavouring,  by  a  mis- 
taken  policy,  to  force  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  in  the  West-Indies,  whilst  the  peo- 
ple of  (his  country  were  suffering  from 
want  of  die  common  comfoits  and  neces- 
saries of  life.    I  have  told  you  of  the  ex- 
treme comfort  enjoyed  by  the  people  of 
Jamaica,  and  the  happy  prospects  in  other 
West-India  islands;  and  I  will  now  give 
you  a  statement  of  another  kind,  that  of 
a  gentleman  of  good  authority,  relating  to 
the  state  of  the  labouring  population  in 
B<riton:~ 

^In  the  cotton  mills  slone,  about  05,000/. 
less  have  been  paid  daring  the  last  twelve 
months.    Many  of  the  nulls  have  heen  en- 
tire^ stopped  for  all  or  part  of  the  time,  and 
with  only  two  exceptions,  all  have  worked 
short  time  for  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
past  year.    I  have  made  a  very  careful  calcu- 
fation  from  extensive  personal  inouiry,  and 
assert  most  confidently  thai,  altogether,  there 
must  have  been  at  least  130,000/.  less  paid  in 
wages  in  the  Bolton  Union.    Now,  add  this 
180,000/.  less  in  wages  to  the  195,000/.  more 
for  food,  and  there  is  a  total  loss  to  Bolton  of 
ZtSfiWU.  What  are  the  consequences?  There 
are  now  in  Bolton  1.125  houses  untenanted, 
of  which  about  fifty  are  shops,  some  of  them 
in  the  principal  streeu.— Here  is  a  loss  to 
the  owners  of  10,000/.  to  19,000/.  a-year.  The 
•hopkeepert  are  almost  ruined  by  diminished 
letums  and  bad  debts.    There  were,  a  short 
time  ago,  three  sales  of  the  eifects  of  shop- 
keepeis  in  one  dsy«    Distraints  for  cottage 
renu  ooeur  daily.    The  anears   of  cottage 
rents,  and  the  debts  to  shopkeepers,  are  in- 
calculable, but  they  amount  to  many  thou- 
sand pounds.    The  pawnbrokers'  shops  are 
Slowed  full  of  the  clothtng,  fomitore,  and 
even  bedding  of  the  destitute  poor.^Fever  U 
also  prevalent.    Mr.  R.  S.  Kay,  one  of  the 
medical  ofloers  of  the  union,  and  a  young 
praoUtioner  of  great  promise,  lately  took  the 
infection  of  maUgnant  tvphos  fever,  and  last 
fell  a  victim  to  hu  haiassiog  dnUes. 
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This  gentlemen  had  latterly  worked  alflseet 
day  and  night.    A  short  time  ago  500  petsoos 
were  relieved  by  the  Poor-law  gnardmns  ta 
one  day,  in  amounts  varying  from  six  to  eigbW 
teenpence  per  head  per  week.   In  many  cases 
two  or  three  femilies  are  crowded  into  ono 
house.    In  one  case,  seventeen  persons  wwre 
found  in  a  dwelling  about  five  yards  square. 
In  ano^er,  eight  persons,  two  pair  of  looms, 
and  two  beis,  m  a  cellar  six  feet  under  gronod, 
and  measuring  four  yards  bv  five.    There  are 
scores  of  families  with  little  or  no  beddisig, 
having  literally  eaten  it,  i.  e.  pawned  or  sold 
it  for  food.    The  out  door  relief  to  the  poor  is 
three  times  greater  in  amount  than  on  the 
average  of  the  three  years  ending  1838.  South 
of  Bolton,  four  miles,  a  large  spinning  esU- 
blishroent,   giving  employment  to  800  and 
subsistence  to  1,300  persons,  has  been  entirely 
stopped  for  nine  months.    The  proprietor  has 
upwards  of  100  cottages  empty  or  paying  wo 
rent,   and,  although  possessed  or  immense 
capital,  finds  himself  unable  to  continue  work- 
ing his  milb  to  advantage.    Entering  Bolton 
from  Manchester,  another  mill,  requiring  180 
hands,  has  been  entirely  standing  for  ei|^teeii 
moDtlis.    In  the  centre  of  the  town,  another, 
250  hands,  stopped  several  weeks.    North  of 
Bolton,  one  mile,  a  spinning,  manufacturing, 
and  bleaching  establishment,  on  which  1,S00 

Krsons  were  dependent  for  subsistence,  has 
en  entirely  standing  for  four  months.  $•• 
veral  machine  makers  and  engineers  are  now 
employing  one  or  two  hundred  hands  lem  than 
usual,  at  wages  varying  firom  15i.  to  40t.  a 
week.  A  public  subscription,  amoonting  lo 
nearly  3,000/.  has  just  been  raised  to  miti|ate, 
in  some  degree,  the  sulTerings  of  the  destitnte 
poor;  in  met,  to  deal  out  a  scanty  pitUnce, 
just  sufficient  to  keen  them  from  actual  star- 
vation, to  a  body  of  workmen  who  possem, 
perhaps,  greater  skill  and  industry  tlmn  any 
population  of  similar  numbers  on  the  (ace  of 
the  globe,  but  who  are  forbid,  by  the  inhuman 
policy  of  our  landowners,  to  exchange  the 
produce  of  their  labour  for  food  in  the  open 
market  of  the  world.** 

There  are  other  similar  accounU 
from  Manchester  and  other  manafac- 
toring  towns,  from  which  it  appears 
that  generally  work  is  falling  off,  and 
the  people  with  difficolty  obuio  wages 
sufiBcieot  to  snpport  life,  and  that  bad 
as  the  present  staU  of  things  is,  there 
are  still  appfeheosions  that  they  nsay 
get  moch  worse.  I  ask  yoo,  then,  ae  the 
repreaenutives  of  thb  country,  with  all 
yoor  humane  views  in  regard  to  the  West 
Indies,  not  to  be  so  misled  u  to  force  the 
people  of  this  country  lo  refuse  themselves 
the  nee  of  some  of  the  moat  essential 
articles  of  the  most  asoderate  and  tem- 
perate diet,  whilst  the  people  of  Jamaica 
—for  whom  you  woakl  call  apoo  tbem  to 
make  this  sacrifice*— are  a  people  with 
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trhorn  the  uofortunate  people  of  Bolton 
aod  Manchester  would  gladly  and  willingly 
chaoge  placet.   We  are,  in  fact,  as  I  con- 
sider, ia  a  very  great  crisis  in  respect  to 
our  mamifaetarea.    Whether  it  be  owing 
to  the  ineiease  of  manufacturing  enter- 
prise in  Germany,  Switzerland,  and  France 
—-whether  it  be  owing  to  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  of  America 
to  inipoae  still  further  restrictions  upon 
the   admission    of   oor    manufactures — 
wfaetiier  it  be  that  the  manufactures  of 
this  ODUDtry  have  already  been  carried  to 
SQch  an  extent,  that  unless  new  markets 
be  opened  for  its  produce  it  cannot  be 
anstaioed  on  the  footing  it  has  acquired 
— ^whether  be  it  from  one  of  these  circum- 
staaeea,  or  from  all  combined,  the  fact  is 
ttiB,  I  fear,  undeniable,  that  there  is  very 
great  danger — ^tbat  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  working  population  of  this  country, 
so  far  from  being  able  to  enjoy,  not  the 
liunries,  but  the  ordinary  necessaries  and 
Gomibrts  of  life,  will  be  obliged  to  resort 
to  the  relief  given  to  the  poor  as  paupers 
befire  the  close  of  the  present  year.  And 
I  adc  the  House  whether  at  such  a  time  as 
this,  it  will  refuse  to  the  people  of  this 
conotry,  so  circumstanced,  that  legitimate 
naans  of  relief  which  a  wise  modification 
of  fiseal  imposts  would  be  calculated  to 
aSbffd  them.    I  have  often  witnessed  with 
vain  that   too  many  working  men  are 
induced,  for  the  temporary  gratification  of 
their  appetites,  to  spend  a  large  portion  of 
their  wages  on  intoxicating  liquors.     But 
1  am  gli^  to  say,  that  this  is  not  now  the 
charge   which    I   can  bring  against  the 
workiog  population  of  this  country,  whose 
anfortoiiate  condition  I  now  refer  to.     I 
find  that,  instead  of  spirituous  and  inioxi- 
cating  liquors,  these  men  now  in  great 
part  resort  to  tea,  cofiee,  and  sugar,  as  a 
means  of  obtaining  some  little  comfort, 
and  of  invigorating  their  frames  for  the 
toils  of  the  day.     I  say,  that  this  is  a 
disposition  which  should  be  encouraged, 
fs  the  poor  man  to  go  into  the  g^cer's 
shop  (a  ease  which  I  have  heard  occurred 
last  year,)  and,  after  hearing  the  price  of 
sugar,  turn  away  in  sorrow  and  despon- 
dence because  the  article  is  placed  beyond 
his  rea^h  ?    That  has  been  the  esse  under 
yonr  present  law — that  has  been  the  efiect 
und^r  your  present  duty.    You  may  tell 
me  of  yonr  expectations ;  that  you  have  a 
promise    of    reduction    from    merchants, 
associations,  and  colonial  clubs ;  but  sup- 
posing   these   promises    fail,    and    that 
VCM.LV1II.    {25-} 


Parliament,  on  the  faith  of  them,  have  not 
changed  the  duties,  why,  in  the  coarse  of 
the  next  autumn,  your  labouring  people 
will  be  suffering  the  same  privations  from 
the  want  of  this  necessary  of  life  as  they 
are  now.    But  we  are  told,  that  though 
there  may  not  be  a  sufficient  supply  from 
the  West-Indies,  yet  that  in  the  East* 
Indies  that  deficiency  would  be  supplied, 
and  that  a  great  capital  would  be  sent 
from  England  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
it.    It  is  very  possible,  that  your  financial 
laws  and  restrictions  may  so  order  it,  that 
in  the  course  of  years  the  sugar  planter 
in    the    West  Indies   may  find    himself 
defeated,  not  by  the  competition  of  the 
foreigner  at  thirty  shillings  the  hundred 
weight  duty,  but  by  the  competition  of  the 
East-India  proprietor  at  twenty-four  shil- 
lings duty,  and  with  a  freight  very  little 
above  the  charge  which  the  West-India 
planter  has  to  bear.    That  you  may  find 
to  be  the  case,  but  you  will  then  have 
created  a  new  and  more  formidable  mo- 
nopoly— not    one    upheld  by  a  certain 
number  of  planters,  not  existing  in  such  a 
place    as. the  West  Indies,  with    which 
Parliament    is  perfectly  competent  and 
formidable  enough  to  deal,  but  a  mo« 
nopoly  backed  by  a  formidable  government 
— backed,  not  only  by  those  interested  ia 
East- India  Sugar,  but  by  all  who  take  a 
part  in  the  Governn^ent  of  the  East- Indies. 
Then,  again,  will  arise  other  questipns: 
supposing  the  production  of  East^Iodia 
Sugar  should  entirely  extinguish  the  mo- 
nopoly of  the  East — not  entirely  new,  but 
of  a  most  difficult  kind — questions  which 
I  never  hear  without  some  apprehensions 
for  the  result  of  your  interference.    You 
would  have  the  question  of  how  to  deal 
with    a  population  receiving  three- half- 
pence a  day,  and  which,  when  transferred 
to  Demerara,  you  have  been  compelled  to 
force  to  labour  by  corporal  punishment : 
you  will  have  the  question  how  far  it  is 
proper    to    interfere,    not    with  such  a 
simple  system  of  slavery  as  was  established 
in  the  West  Indies,  but  with  the  whole  of 
the    relations  and  complicated  state  of 
society  in  the  East  Indies ;  and  you  will 
finally  have  the  question  how  far  you  are 
justified  in  giving  an  advantage  to  the 
East  Indies  as  against  the  free  labourers 
of  the  West.    Therefore  I   should  fear 
that  no  legislation  could  be  adopted  which 
would    rest  on  a  stable  and  permanent 
foundation  if  the  East  Indies,  and  die 
East  Indies  alone,  were  to  furnish  the 
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whole  topply  to  this  country.  Now,  then, 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  hai 
proposed  a  resolution  ytaiing  hit  objec- 
tions to  the  particular  measure  of  the 
government  in  very  guarded  terms.  He 
does  not  say  directly — he  does  not  wish 
the  House  to  say — that  this  country 
should  never  admit  foreign  Sugar.  He 
does  not  choose  to  say,  that  slave- labour 
Sugar  should  be  prohibited  and  never 
come  JDto  the  market  wiih  free-labour 
Sug:ftr,  but  he  says,  very  cautiously, 
*'This  House  is  not  prepared  (especially 
with  the  present  prospects  of  the  supply 
of  Sugar  from  the  British  Possessions)." 
'Sow,  I  can  well  understand — though  I 
think  it  a  most  mistaken  feeling — that  a 
man,  having  such  a  scruple  of  conscience 
— such  a  horror  of  slavery  and  of  slave- 
grown  articles,  as  not  to  consent  to  con- 
sume them — should  not  give  his  vote  that 
these  should  be  admitted  for  consump- 
tion. I  can  imagine  such  a  man,  saying, 
"  Be  the  hated  traffic  prohibited  for  ever, 
and  whatever  the  price,  I  will  have  free- 
grown  Sugar ;  but  free-grown  Sugar  it 
must  be,  or  I  will  not  consume  it.**  But  the 
noble  Ix>rd  says  no  such  thing.  He  says 
that,  with  the  present  prospects  of  sup- 
ply, **  this  House  is  not  prepared  ** — to  do 
whatN  '**  to  adopt  the  measure  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Government."  I  under- 
stand that^  as  a  great  party  move  perfectly 
well.  It  leaves  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Sandon)  quite  at  liberty  to  say,  hereaAer^ 
the  Increased  supplvwe  calculated  upon  is 
not  forthcoming ;  the  hopes  entertained  by 
our  friends  were,  we  admit,  over  sanguine ; 
Lord  Harewood  and  others  of  our  sup- 
porters were  mistaken  in  their  views,  and 
we  now  submit  a  measure,  not  the  same 
as  that  introduced  by  her  Majesty's  former 
Government  —  that's  gone  by;  we  de- 
feated th  emon  that  queition,  but  we 
feel  compelled  now  to  bring  forward  a 
proposition  which  will  admit  slave*grown 
sugar/'  There  is  not  a  word  in  the  reso- 
lution of  the  7th  of  May,  1841,  which 
provides  for  adopting  a  new  measure, 
should  the  other  prospects  which  it 
alludes  to,  of  a  more  favourable  nature,  be 
secured.  I  say  the  noble  Lord,  with  his 
views,  was  right  in  moving  the  resolution 
in  its  present  shape :  but  if  it  meant  to 
embrace  the  sentiments  of  those  who  pro- 
test against  slave-^rown  sugar,  it  should 
have  been  totally  different.  If  you  mean 
to  raise  a  question  as  to  the  amount  of 
protection,  your  courie  ie  clear,  when  my 


right  hon.  Friend  (The  Chancellor  of  Um 
Exchequer)  moves  his  resolutions  in  si 
committee  of  the  whole  House;  bnl  this 
resolution  seems  to  forbid  enteftaining  Um 

3uestion  of  introducing  foreign  sitffar,  niid 
oes  not  forbid  it.  This  resolution  looks  at 
if  It  were  full  of  humanity,  and  yel  hne 
a  comer  left  open  for  the  introdnction  of 
free  trade  principles.  In  fact,  Sir,  thia  reso- 
lution is  totally  unfit  to  be  proposed  befofw 
you  leave  the  chair,  and  ought  not  to  be 
adopted.  With  regard  to  the  former  pert 
of  the  resolution,  it  is  stated,-^ 

*'  That  considering  the  efforts  and  sacrifices 
which  Pariiament  and  the  coantry  have  made 
for  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade  and  slavery, 
with  the  earnest  bone  that  their  exertions  and 
example  miKbt  lead  to  tlie  mitigatioo  and  final 
extinction  of  those  evils  in  other  countriesi  this 
House  is  prepared,  kc." 

What  do  those  words  mean  ?  Is  it  in- 
tended to  convey  by  them  that  whatever 
may  become  of  the  commerce  of  the  coiin« 
try,  you  are  prepared  to  refuse  admisaioo 
to  all  slave-gfown  sugar  ?  If  that  is  the 
ease,  what  do  you  say  to  various  other  ar« 
tides  now  imported  into  this  country  ?  I 
shall  leave  out  of  the  question  cotton  and 
other  articles,  on  the  ground  that  they  do 
not  compete  with  products  supplied  by 
free  labour  of  our  own.  This  mey  be  con* 
sidered  some  ground  lor  their  excltMioo, 
though  I  do  not  consider  it  a  sufficient  000^ 
when  the  question  is  based  on  morel  end 
national  considerations.  The  question,  as 
the  petitioners  from  Bath  state,  should  he 
considered  not  merely  es  one  of  commeree, 
but  in  e  national  point  of  view,  and  turaa 
upon  the  practicability  of  abolisbiog slavery 
in  every  pert  of  the  globe.  But  there  ere 
articles  which  you  admit  the  produce  of 
slave  labour,  though  similar  ones  are  sup* 
plied  by  free  labour.  There  is  one  re* 
markable  instance  erising  certainly  from 
an  evasion  of  the  law,  and  which  wee 
broueht  to  light  by  the  import  committee 
which  baa  been  so  oflten  mentioned  of  tetc. 
I  allude  to  the  importation  of  Brexiliau 
oofiee  by  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  I  have 
teken  the  followmg  return  from  the  ate- 
tistical  volume  latety  preaented  to  the 
House  :-»-* 

Now,  what  is  the  history  of  this  1  This 
ooflTee  is  the  produee  of  slave  labour, 
though  imported  by  the  Cepe  of  Good 
Hope.  Doea  the  noble  Lord  (Sandon) 
propose  to  levy,  for  the  future,  15^.  a  lb« 

*  See  Table  following  pegs. 
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QQ  thi$  coffee  ?  Does  he  tbink»  that  the 
|>er8Qi|f  consucnjDg  this  coffee  will  be 
wJlliog  to  pay  it  ?  Or.  cap  be  imagine, 
that  tboae  wbo  would  not  receive  alaye- 

frowD  coffee  will  look  upon  it  as  perfectly 
armlets  when  filtered  by  a  voyage  to  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hopef  Well,  then,  you 
have  slave-grown  coffee  coming  into  this 
poontry,  and  ifyoo  intend  to  prohibit  it, 
yoa  can  impose  the  high  duty  I  have  men- 
tioned above,  and  you  will  then  have  the'sa- 
tisfaction  of  reflecting,  that  you  have  raised 
the  price  of  coffee  as  well  as  of  sugar.  But 
if  you  adhere  to  your  present  resolution, 
you  will  fiill  far  short  of  the  demands  of 
what  you  are  pleased  to  call  an  enlight- 
ened  humanity.  Where  is  the  philanthro- 
pist who  will  tell  me  '*  I  have  a  cup  of 
ffood  slave-grown  coffee,  and  by  putting  a 
fuipp  of  free  labour  sugar  into  it  I  shall 
make  the  potation  quite  innoiious — and 
any  person,  whatever  may  be  his  regard 
for  the  negro,  and  however  much  he  may 
prefer  the  mterests  of  a  man  with  a  black 
skin  to  one  with  a  white,  will  be  exposed 
to  no  reproach — no  remorse  of  conscience 
— if  he  qualifies  his  beverage  by  the  addi- 
tion I  have  mentioned."  There  is  another 
instance  of  your  acting  contrary  to  your 
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prpfessec)  principles,  in  the  case  of  sugar* 
You    are   great  refiners  of  sugar  in  this 
country.     Men  of  great  capital  are  en« 
gaged  in  that  trade,  and  you  earry  it  on 
for  the  purpose  of  exportation  to  foreign 
countries.     How  do  you  justify  that?    If 
it  is  wrong  to  deal  with  countries  whei^ 
slave  sugar  is  manufactured,  how  can  yon 
defend  your  conduct  in  acting  as  it  were 
as  *'a  go-between"  with  foreign  coun* 
tries  ?    But  there  is  a  still  stronger  case ; 
for  it  appears  in  evidence,  that  the  plant* 
era  of  the  West  Indies,  wishing  to  obtain 
advantage  of  the  low  duty  of  this  country, 
do  advisedly  send  slave-grown  sugar,  when 
refined,  nrom  this  country  to  the  We»t  In- 
dies.   But  you  (the  Opposition)  will  stop 
that  and  twenty  other  things  of  the  same 
kind.     Let  the  noble  ViKount  (Viscount 
Sandon)  stop  likewise  the  importation  of 
coffee  from  the  Brazils  by  tne  Cape  of 
Good  Hope;  let  him  stop  all  communica- 
tion with  slave  colonies;  let  him  interrupt 
and  vex  our  commerce ;  yet  I  defy  him, 
keeping  the  character  of  this  nation  as  a 
commercial  country  in  view  with  common 
humanity  to  the  artisan  of  this  country, 
to  carry  into  effect  a  total  non-intercourse 
with  the  slave-g^wing  countries.     Well, 
then,  I  come  to  the  conclusion  which  one 
can  hardly  help  arriving  at,  that  this  reso« 
lution,  well  as  it  sounds— philanthropic  aa 
it  may  appear,  is  in  effect,  good  for  no- 
thing; but,  as  it  serves  a  party  movemenCf 
and  tends  to  no  other  purpose  than  to 
embarrass  the  financial  plan  of  the  year, 
by  collecting  together,  in  opposition  to  it, 
all  those  who  have  an  interest  in  the  pro- 
ductions of  the  West  Indies,  and  who 
would  fain  have  something  as  like  a  mo- 
nopoly as  they  can,  and  those  who  enter- 
tain a  feeling,  which  does  them  the  highest 
credit,  and  which  must  always  be  looked 
on  with  the  greatest  respect,  of  abhorrence 
to  slavery.     But  if  we  consider  the  ques- 
tion as  a  party  question, !  am  obliged  to  put 
another  to  the  House — where  is  the  party 
which  has  been  ever  anxious  and  foremost 
in  assisting  the  abolitionist  cause.     I  have 
been  looking  to  records  of  speeches — not 
of  those  made  in  our  day,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reproaching  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posed to  me — and  I  find  in  them  Colonel 
Tarleton,  giving  the  number  of  ships  and 
men  employed  by  the  port  of  Liverpool, 
in  carrving  on    the   Slave-trade  on  the 
coast  of  Africa  and  the  West  Indies.  Tha 
opposition  was  so  great  from  Liverpool  sod 
.  I  other  placesi  and  the  opposition  in  this 
OS 
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House  was  so  overwbelmiog,  that  Mr. 
Pitt,  notwitbataoding  bis  eloquent  speeches 
in  the  cause,  found  himself  deserted,  like 
other  Tory  leaders,  when  he  exceeded  the 
liberality  of  his  colleagues ;  and  the  Slave- 
trade  continued  until  the  Whigs,  in  1806, 
putajiend  to  the  abhorred  and  horrible 
traffic.     With  regard  to    slavery,  also, 
though  attempts    were  made    by    Tory 
governments  to  mitigate  the  most  revolting 
features,  such  as  the  corporal  punishment 
of  women,  and  other  improvements  which 
were  never  carried  practically  into  effect, 
it  was  not  until  another  Government  was 
called  to  power,  that  slavery  was  finally 
alx>lished,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)   who  now  sits  opposite,  as  the 
organ  of  Earl  Grey's  Government,  pro. 
posed  a  grant  from  this  House,  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  that  stain  on  our  country  and 
our  commerce.    If  we  have  made  these 
efforts  with  effect,  and  found  an  absence 
of  any  really  practical  plans  for  securing 
so  noble  an  object  on  the  part  of  our  op- 
ponents— when  I  see  a  resolution  of  this 
kind,  I  am  tempted  to  say  to  those  who 
never  did  anything  effectually  for  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Slave-trade*  or  of  slavery, 
"  you  now  oome  forward  for  a  party  pur* 
ptM  wkb  an  affeotalion  of  humanity  to 
which  ^our  past  conduct  does  not  give 
yoa  a  lust  title."    Sir,  I  believe  I  have 
stated  toe  reasona  why»  on  general  grounds, 
the  proposition  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
should  be  sopported,  and  why  the  resolution 
of  the  noble  Lord  should  be  rejected.  There 
are  various  other  questions  which  would 
remain  even  if  the  House  went  into  com* 
roittee  on   the  subject.    With  regard  to 
the  protecting  duty  we  propose,  that  is 
a  matter  of  detail  open  to  discussion  in 
committee.    With  regard  to  other  propo- 
sitions made  and  supported  by  plausible 
reasons,  such  as  that  for  the  reduction  of 
the  duties  on  colonial  sugar,  I  should  say, 
as  my  own  opinion,  that  while  I  do  not 
think  that  the  revenue  would  benefit  to 
the  extent  sUted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  oiher  night   by  a  reduction  of  the 
duties,  yet  these  are  the  articles  with  re* 
gard  to  which  all  roust  look  forward  with 
anxiety  to  the  time  when  such  a  reduction 
may  be  effected.    There  is  no  article  con- 
nected with  the  comfort  and  welfare  of 
the  people  on  which  it  is  more  advisable 
to  effect  a  reduction  of  duty  than  this; 
and  though  the  revenue  may  for  a  time 
suffer  by  such  a  change,  it   would   be 
speedily  reimbursed  by  the  iocreutd  con- 


sumption.    There  are   other   qoestiana, 
particularly  that  arising  from  our  relatioo 
with  the  Brazils.    Supposing  we  were  stble 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  our  colouial  sogstr^ 
"we  should  then   have  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  whether  the  Brazilian   Govern- 
ment was  disposed  to  renew  their  com- 
mercial treaties,  and  on  what  terms,  and 
we  should  besides  be  in  a  position  to  point 
out  to  them  the  risk  which  that  govern- 
ment and  every  other  government  moat 
run   which  has  a  large  proportion  of  ita 
subjects  retained  in  obedience  solely  by 
coercion ;  we  should  be  able  to  show  them 
not  only. the  moral  mischiefs  and  the  guilt 
of  slavery,   but   how,   under   a  different 
course,  tlieir  commercial  and  agricultonJ 
prosperity  might  be  secured,  and  their  re- 
lations to  this  country  l>e  rendered  amic- 
able and  permanent.     But  if  you  adopt 
the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lora,  and  at 
once  announce  your  determination  to  re- 
ject all  slave-grown  sugar,  what  will  the 
Brazilians — who  may  not  criticise  the  re« 
solution  so  nicely  as  I  have  done,  do? 
Will  they  give  up  slavery  ?    Will  they  re- 
nounce piracy  ?    Will  they  not  sell  their 
sugar  ?    Ay,  sell  it  thev  wUl,  and  sell  it 
they  can ;  hiit  they  will  sell  it  to  other 
naUons.     Bfeichanu  who  deal  with  the 
Brazils  tell  you  that  many  articles  will  go 
there  from  Germany,  and  printed  goods 
from  Switzerland,  in  exchange  for  sugar 
produced  by  slave  labour,  which  will  not 
ba  in  the  .least  diminished.     In  fact,  the 
only  advantage  gained,  would  lie,  that 
the  commerce  now  carried  on   with  us 
would   be   transferred   to  other  nations. 
And  what  is  all  that  you  can  effect?    Yoa 
do  not  change  the  Brazilians  into  free  la- 
bourers, but  you  send  their  sugar  and 
coffee,  the  products  of  slave  labour,  to  be 
consumed  by  other  countries.    I  cannot 
see  thiftt  anything  would  be  gained  to  the 
world,  or  that  the  negro  slave  in  Brazil 
would  be  much  comforted  if  he  were  told— > 
'*  the  sugar  you  are  working  is  not  to  go 
into  the  mouth  of  the  English  shopkeeper 
or  artisan ;  you  shall  work  and  be  flogged 
to  death  that  Germany  and  Switzerland 
may  enjoy  the  products  of  your  lalwur.'* 
I  own,  as  I  slated  at  the  commencement 
of  what  I  addressed  to  the  House,  that  I 
do  think  that  this  question  may  b  a  dif* 
ferent  point  of  view  from  the  noble  Lord's 
be  of  great  interest,  not  to  the  Brazils  and 
the  United  States,  but  that  with  regard  to 
the  continent  of  Europe,  the  ezample  you 
are  now  giving  would  be  of  the  nlmosi 
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importance.    If  they  see  that  this  great 
ccMomerctal  countryy    this  free    cotmtry, 
which  has  long  entertained  such  questions, 
has  come  to  the  decision  that  restriction 
and  prohibition  are  the  best  maxims  of 
commercial   policy,  they  will  quote  that 
example  for  their  own    guidance;    their 
manofacturers  will  quote  it  for  their  own 
reguhtionSy  and  those  of  the  people  under 
them  ;  and  restriction  and  prohibition  will 
thus  become  the  rule  of  all  the  intercourse 
of  the  world.     Now,  is  that  for  your  ad- 
vantage —  is  it  for  the  advantage  of  the 
world  ?    I  say,  for  your  advantage  it  cer- 
tainly is  not ;  for,  as  a  great  commercial 
iod   manofactaring   nation,   your    plain 
policy  is  to  promote  the  extension  and  dif- 
fasion  of  commerce   and    manufactures. 
No  more  is  it  for  the  advantage  of  the 
world ;  becaase  my  belief  is,  that  the  more 
free  and  unrestricted  is  intercourse,  the 
more  the  nations  of  the  world  are  mingled 
together  by  the  ties  of  peaceful  commerce, 
the  further  you  carry  your  bales  of  goods 
aod  cases  of  hardware,  the  more  widely 
wilt  yon  diffase  that  general  knowledge 
and  maxims  of  civilization  and  Christianity 
which  belongs  to  a  nation  which  stand  in 
the  front  rank  for  these  qualities.     You 
most  observe    that,    though    you    now 
stand  in  so  proad    and  eminent   a  rank 
in  this  respect,  you  are  liable  to  those 
vtciisitndes  which  may  alter  your  posi- 
tion.   Ton  do  not  stand  like  Rome— 

"  Rome,  it  is  thine  alone,  with  awful  sway, 
Tortile  mankind,  and  make  the  world  obey, 
Dispofiog  peace  ond  war  thy  own  majestic 
way.*' 

We  are,  on  the  contrary,  among  several 
nations  of  great  power,  of  great  civiliza- 
tioD,with  ia8titotion8,some  of  them  as  free 
as  oar  own,  many  of  them  having  ad- 
raoced  to  great  wealth,  and  competing 
with  and  rivalling  you  in  the  arts  of  peace 
lod  the  productions  of  commerce.  Give 
tbema  right  example,  and  you  will  still 
lUod,  not  only  their  equal,  but  the  fore- 
Qoit  amongst  them.  Take  a  contrary 
course,  and  say  this  is  the  day  on  which 
JOB  have  resolved  on  restriction  and  prohi- 
bition ;  tell  them  your  merchants  of  the 
East  and  West  Indies,  your  timber  mer- 
cbants  of  North  America,  and  the  land- 
owners of  vour  own  soil  have  raised  mono- 
poly as  the  standard  under  which  they 
nean  to  march,  and  by  which  they  will 
abide,  and  you  will  rapidly  spread  your  ex- 
UDple;  and  when  you  may  wish  to  retrace 
;oar  steps,  you  will  6nd  the  lesson  you 


have  taught  too  well  appreciated  ever  to  be 
forgotten.  Having  these  views  of  the  state 
of  this  country, — having  these  views  of  the 
state  of  our  colonies  and  of  the  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe, — it  was  our  bounden  duty 
to  slate  them  to  Parliament.  And  as  they 
formed  the  subject  of  our  advice  to  our 
Sovereign,  we  felt  bound  to  produce  the 
results  of  that  advice  to  the  House,  and 
to  let  this  House  determine  thereupon.* 
If  you  should  adopt  the  plan  which  we 
propose,  we  look  confidently  forward  to 
the  increased  prosperity  of  the  country. 
If  you  do  not  take  that  course,  on  this 
House  be  the  responsibility  of  rejecting 
our  measures.  We  have  discharged  the 
only  doty  incumbent  on  us, — that  of  not 
having  concealed  onr  opinions,  and  done 
our  best  for  the  service  of  our  country. 

Viscount  Sandon  rose  to  move  the 
amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
He  said  it  was  not  in  his  power,  nor  did 
he  feel  it  his  duty,  to  follow  the  noble  Lord 
into  all  the  various  topics  which  he  had 
thought  proper  to  bring  before  the  House. 
Indeed  he  had  been  for  some  days  labouring 
under  indisposition,  and  on  that  ground 
must  beg  the  House  would  excuse  an  im- 
perfect discharge  of  the  duty,  which  he  had 
undertaken.  But  under  any  circumstance  he 
should  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
the  wide  field  of  discussion  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  thought  proper  to  traverse.  He 
would  not  be  Ira  from  the  proper  subject  of 
that  evening's  debate,  from  which  the  no- 
ble Lord  round  it  more  convenient  to 
escape,  as  soon  as  he  could,  to  other  and 
more  exciting  topics.  He  could  not  but 
observe  on  the  novelty  of  the  present  pro* 
ceeding.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer came  down  with  a  distinct  propo- 
sition, and  when  a  notice  of  an  amend- 
ment upon  that  proposition  was  given,  ano- 
ther Member  of  the  Government,  in  anti- 
cipation of  defeat,  gave  notice  beforehand 
of  another  amendment;  an  amendment 
which  could  only  be  put  to  the  House« 
in  case  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
was  rejected.  In  general,  it  was  not  the 
practice  of  those  who  expected  to  win 
the  battle,  to  secure  for  themselves,  at 
least  so  ostentatiously,  a  way  of  retreat. 
For  his  part  he  should  confine  himself  to 
the  distinct  proposition  before  the  Houso, 
the  proposition,  on  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  called  on  them  to  ex- 
press an  opinion,  viz.,  a  reduction  of 
duty  on  foreign  sugar,  and  would  not  enter 
into  the  question  of  that  more  general  pro- 
position which  was  involved  in  the  amend* 
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ment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  which  wotiU^ 
he  bad  no  doubt,  hy  the  defeat  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
duer,  find  place  for  a  separate  discussion. 
The  noble  Lord  had  dealt  in  a  great  deal  of 
declamation  which  was  beside  the  subject, 
without  touching  the  main  question  at  iffiue. 
The  question  was  simply  this,  whether  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^ 
quer  would  or  would  not  gire  a  fresh  stimu- 
lus to  the  Slave-trade,  and  whether  there 
was  anj  overweening  consideration  in  the 
present  condition  of  the  supply  of  sugar  to 
this  country,  which  should  compel  us  to  hate 
recourse  to  so  lamentable  a  conclusion  of  all 
our  efforts  in  the  cause  of  abolition.  He 
had  never  assumed  the  positioo,  and  indeed 
he  knew  no  one  else  who  had  assumed  the 
position,  which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
so  much  pains  to  ridicule  and  refute,  that 
this  country  was  bound  to  consume  nothing 
but  what  was  provided  hy  free  labour.  He 
had  never  heard  the  warmest  abolitionist 
jurofess  it ;  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
it  out,  and  it  was  not  necessary  for,  or  in 
any  way  involved  in  his  proposition.  But 
thi&  he  thought,  he  had  a  right  to  ask, 
that  we  should  not  without  the  shadow 
of  necessity  for  the  interest  of  our  own 
population,  give  a  fresh  stimulus  to  that 
execrable  traffic,  whicii  we  had  incurred, 
and  were  incurring  such  heavy  sacrifices 
to  put  down;  and  that  to  the  detriment 
of  an  experiment  on  free  labour  in  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  in  our  [own  possessions, 
from  the  success  of  which  we  hope  for  the 
most  beneficial  effects  to  the  whole  negro 
race.  This  question  he  had  a  right  to 
have  answered— -where  was  the  necessity, 
where  was  the  prospect  of  starvation  prices 
with  regard  to  sugart  which  should  compel 
her  Majesty's  Government  thus  to  come  for- 
ward and  throw  overboard  the  arffumenls 
they  had  used  last  year  in  resisting  tnis  veiy 
uroposition  when  made  by  the  Member  for 
^'tj^^n,  and  to  sacrifice  at  once  the  noble 
fruits,  which  we  hoped  to  reap  from  all 
our  sacrifices,  in  the  imitation  by  foreign 
nations  of  our  successful  example  }  Let 
the  noble  Lord  look  at  the  prices  of  su- 
gar a  few  months  back,  and  at  those  which 
now  prevailed,  and  he  would  sec  what 
ground  for  apprehending  hish  and  burden* 
tome  prices  now  existed.  He  had  treated 
with  great  levity  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  upon  this  point,  because  foraooth 
they  were  made  by  mercantile  AMociotioiu ; 
and  had  talked  with  great  scorn  of  all  such 
Associations,  and  had  assumed  to  himself  the 
nosition  of  one  who  stood  up  on  behalf  of 


that  body  of  the  community  which  was  pro- 
tetted  by  no  Assnctatioii.     Surely  when  lia 
took  this  tone,  he  forgot  the  great  Anti-cam* 
law  league,  with  all  its  emissaries  and  all 
its  engines,  whose  doctrines  ho  wu  propa* 
gating,  and  whose  language  he  was  ae^ 
suming.     But  it  did  seem  fittingi  thai  lliej 
should  really  know  whether  the  aMumed 
pro^wct  of  starvatioD,  in  Mard  losiinr* 
was  borne  out  by  the  fact     He  knew  UiAt 
it  must  be  tedious  to  listen  to  stalemeiita 
which  he  had  no  doubt  Hon.  Memberallad» 
in  one  way  or  another,  already  been  made 
acquainted  with,  but  it  was  neeesAry  in 
this  case  that  they  should  be  repeated.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not  dis- 
pute that  there  were  35,000  tons  of  sugar  in 
hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  year.     Ho 
would  hardly  dilute,  that  5,000  tons  might 
be  ex^iected  from  the  West  Indies  b^ond  the 
quantity   which   they  supplied  last  year ; 
this  would  furnish  115,000  tons.  Mauritiua 
had    ahready    shipned   20,000    tons,    and 
20,000  more  were  known  to  he  ready  for 
libipment.   Above  50,000  tons  have  already 
reached  this  country  fnim  the  EasUlndiea 
and  the  remaindei    will  not  make  up  leas 
than    70,000    tons     from     that    quarter* 
Thus,  there  was,  he  might  sav,  a  certainty 
that    between    the   1st  of   January    vai 
the  31st  of  December  of  this  year  260,000 
tons  of   sugar    will  have    reached    this 
country,  being  60,000  tons  more  than  ihia 
country    had    ever   consumed  in  any  one 
year.     Supposing  that  there  was,  which  he 
did  not  believe,  any  ezaggeration  in  this  eel* 
culation,  still,  making  every  poonUe  al. 
lowance,  was  not  there  afforded  perftel  se- 
curity for  an  ample  supply  of  sugar  for  the 
consumption  of  the  eountsy,  and  that  at 
modetute  and  reasonable  prices  f    And  Was 
this  a  stote  of  things  so  disoouraglng,  as  to 
induce  them  tojgive  up  ai  once  all  diailoe 
of  the  success  oT  their  mat  experiment  on 
the  cultivation  of  sugar  by  free  negro  labour 
in  their  own  colonies?  'Woold  the  neUe 
Lord,  or  the  rirtt  hon.  GenUefloan,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trad^  or  would 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tdl  us  thai 
what  they  were  about  to  do  was  to  be  no 
eno6uragemeot  to  the  slave-importing  and 
slave-employing  countries?    why,  it  waa 
their  own  argument  last  year  that  it  would. 
But  moreover  he  had  thought,  that  thoj 
were  about  to  offer  it  as  a  boon  to  tlie 
Braxils,  and  as  a  temptation  to  that  oooatry 
to  renew  the  oomnerdal  treaty  with  thai 
country,  which  was  about  to  expire.     Did 
they  mean  that  it  should  be  a  boon,  or  did 
they  notT   If  they  did  not,  they  weie  do* 
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lildii^  ibe  Bnunligiis  and  the  merchants 
who  traded  with   Brazil,  to  whom  they 
hM  it  out  aa  a  boon }    and  if  they  did^ 
whatever  the  amount  of  that  boon  was,  it 
muil  b«b  whatever  might  be  the  intentions 
of  her  Blijeatj's  Ministers,  by  so  much  to 
iIm  advantage  of  the  slave-importing  part 
of  the  world y  and  to  the  disadvantage  of 
our   free    possessions* — The    noble    I.ord 
aeemed  now  to  treat  it  as  a  matter  of  slight 
importance  that  those  colonies  should  grow  a 
staple  commodity  at  all,  and  to  think  it  was 
uf  DO  consequence^  so  that  we  got  sugar^  and 
the  negroes  were  at  their  ease,  whether  or 
sot  the  sugar  was  the  produce  df  the  free  la- 
bour of  the  West  Indies.    Such^  at  leasts 
was  not  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Gurney,  one  of 
the  most  eminent  amongst  those  who  had 
promoted  the  great  experiment  of  emancipa- 
tion. In  his  interesting  letters  from  the  West 
Indies,  he  tells  us,  how  he  had  impressed 
upon  the  nmoes  in  Jamaica  the  import- 
ance, for  the  happiness  of  their  brethren  in 
other  countries,  that  by  assiduous  cultivation 
of  their  great  exportable  staple, — sugar, 
they  should  show  to  the  world,  that  an 
emancipated  colony  might  still  be  a  rich 
and  a  profitable  possession;   and  he  tells 
ua  how  sensible  they  seemed  to  this  ap- 
peal.    He  knew  that  if  we  were  unable 
to  ahow  to  France,  to  Spain,  to  the  United 
States,  that  emancipation  and  a  continued 
Gultlvadon  of  die  staple  products,  that  free^ 
dom  and  prosperity,  werecompatiUe,  our  ex- 
ample and  our  efforts  would  not  only  be 
lost  upon  them,  but  that  they  would  only 
serve  as  a  beacon  to  warn  others  from  fol- 
lowing in  the  same  course ;  that  we  should 
have  rivetted  the  chains  which  we  wished  to 
strike  off.  Now,  these  were  the  grounds  on 
whidi  he  (Lord  Sandon}  rested  his  opposi- 
tion to  tiie  nroposition  of  the  Government, 
and  he  couid  see  no  reason   in   the  cir- 
cumstance of  a  few  months  of  high  prices, 
which  had  already  gone  by,  and  which  he 
had  shown  could  not  return,  for  taking  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    It  grieved  him  to  see  the  noble 
Ixnd  come  forward  to  disturb  the  picture  of 
nroapezity  and  success  which  he  himself 
had  been  depicting  as  existing  in  the  West 
Indies,  and  which,  if  continued,  afforded 
the  best  and  most  promising  hopes  as  to 
the  future  destinies  of  the  negro  popula- 
tion in  every  part  of  the  world.    As  a  pure 
mercantile  q^uestion  between  a  colonial  and 
foreign  artiae,  the  protection  that  was  at 
present  afforded  to  the  West-India  colo- 
nies, he  admitted  fully,  was  ^eater  than 
it  iieed  be;    be  would  admit   at    once 


that  it  was  so;  but  this  question  was 
one,  which,  under  existing  circumstances, 
stood  by  itself — it  was  a  question  which 
they  had  set  apart  as  connected  with  a 
great  experimental  measure  from  which 
they  still  hoped  success,  on  the  success- 
ful issue  of  which  the  eyes  of  America, 
in  particular,  as  well  as  of  the  rest  of 
the  world,  were  fixed,  and  which  pecu- 
liarly affected  the  future  interests  and  des- 
tinies of  the  negro  in  every  part  of  the 
globe.  On  the  ground,  then,  of  a  little 
pressure  which  they  had  felt,  and  which 
had  been  caused  by  circumstances,  of  the 
recurrence  of  which  there  was  but  little 
chance,  he,  at  least,  was  not  disposed  to 
consent  to  their  stultifying  themselves  in 
the  eyes  of  the  world,  and  abandoning 
the  course  in  which  they  had  embarked. 
He  might  be  told  that  they  would  not  be 
doing  so :  but  these  were  the  very  expres- 
sions used  before  a  committee  of  this  House 
last  year  by  a  gentleman,  who  held  a  high 
station  in  the  commercial  world,  and  one 
who  had  recently  sufiered  a  defeat  in  an 
endeavour  to  enter  Parliament  in  support 
of  the  present  Government,  Mr.  Larpent. 
I  That  gentleman,  in  recommending  the  ad- 
mission of  the  productions  of  the  East  In- 
dies, rested  his  recommendation,  among 
other  grounds,  on  this;  that  otherwise 
there  was  daneer  that  prices  should  rise, 
and  a  clamour  should  be  raised  for  the  in- 
troduction of  sugar  from  Brazil  and  Cuba, 
which  he  said  "  would  stultify  all  your  pro- 
ceedings in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Slave-trade." 

But  it  was  not  only  the  actual  effect  upon 
prices,  resulting  from  the  admission  of 
foreign  sugars  at  the  duty  proposed  by 
the  Government,  which  was  to  be  con- 
sidered. The  moral  effect  of  the  pro- 
position upon  the  minds  of  the  culti- 
vators of  our  own  free  sugar  must  be 
taken  into  consideration,  when  estimating 
its  consequences,  and  the  moral  effect  upon 
their  minds  would  be,  to  convey  the  convic- 
tion that  with  that  House  cheapness  was  all 
in  all,  and  that  it  would  be  prepared  here- 
after to  abandon  altogether  all  protection 
to  the  interests  of  free  labour,  for  the  sake 
of  making  sugar  a  little  cheaper.  Why  was 
it,  let  him  ask  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  could 
see  nothing  but  hypocrisy  in  this  motion  ? 
Was  it  not  one,  the  ground  of  which  was 
simple  and  intelligible,  and  plainly  avowed; 
and  which,  as  it  was  the  very  ground  occu- 
pied by  the  noble  Lord  himself  last  year, 
he  supposed  he  might  presume,  might  be 
sincerely  and  honestly  maintained  ?    Wba^ 
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right  had  the  nohle  Lord  to  deny  to  him 
(Lord  Sandon),  and  those  who  supported 
his  amendment,  the  same  regard  for 
the  interests  of  humanity  which  had  ac- 
tuated the  government  of  the  nohle  Lord 
last  year  in  resistins  the  proposition,  which 
they  now  brought  forward?  But  was  tnis 
feeling  confined  to  those  who  oppose  her 
Majesty's  Government?  Was  it  a  mere 
factious  feeling?  It  was  that  which  was 
common,  at  least,  to  the  An ti- Slavery  So- 
ciety, who  had  expressed  the  same  oppo- 
sition to  the  course  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  this  Society,  consisting  of  per- 
sons who  have  no  personal  or  political 
interest  in  opposing  the  proposition,  and 
most  of  whom  were  supporters  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  but  who,  overlooking 
all  party  considerations,  had  come  for- 
ward to  express  the  same  feeling  which 
was  imbodied  in  his  (Lord  Sandon's) 
amendment.  But  the  question  brought 
before  the  House  as  the  plan  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  with  regard  to  sugar, 
was  presented  in  the  shape  of  a  measure 
of  finance;  and  if  it  had  been  one  of 
finance  alone,  they  (the  Conservatives) 
would  not  have  interposed  to  prevent  the 
full  consideration  of  it  in  committee  in  the 
usual  course.  But  because  he  conceived  it  to 
be  not  a  mere  question  of  finance — and  be- 
cause he  felt  that  they  would  not  be  justi- 
fiedi  merely  in  consequence  of  circum. 
stances  such  as  had  temporarily  existed,  in 
throwing  aside  their  own  ereat  experiment 
with  regard  to  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
their  colonies  that  they  had  felt  them- 
selves called  upon  to  interpose,  and  oppose 
even  the  consiaeration  of  it  in  Committee. 
But  looking  at  it  merely  as  an  acquisition 
of  finance,  he  did  not  see,  how  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was,  by  means 
of  the  proposition  he  had  laid  before 
the  House,  to  make  up  his  budget. 
He  intended  to  raise  700,000/.  more  in 
the  present  year  than  the  last,  by  means 
of  an  alteration  in  the  duty  on  sugar.  Last 
year  180,000  tons  of  sugar  were  consumed, 
and  to  get  his  700,000/.  additional,  he  must 
expect  an  increased  consumption  of  nearly 
20,000  tons  of  foreign,  or  nearly  30,000 
tons  of  British  sugar,  the  one  pa3ring  37«.  6^. 
the  other  25s,  per  cwt.  and  for  so  large 
an  expected  increase  of  consumption,  so 
much  beyond  all  example,  he  saw  no  reason 
in  any  fall  of  prices,  such  as  would  be  the 
consequence  of  the  proposed  change  of 
duty.  How  was  this  revenue  to  be  secured  ? 
He  was  now  speaking  as  if  onlv  one  rate 
p(  dutjr  on  foreign  sugar  had  been  pro* 


posed ;  and  this,  until  this  morning,  was  the 
case.  One  rate  had  been  contemplated  for  the 
rich  sugars  of  Cuba,  and  the  poorer  sugars 
of  Brazil ;  the  result  of  which  would  have 
been,  that  this  boasted  boon  to  the  Brasik 
would  have  been  monopolized  by  Cuba,  to 
the  higher  saccharine  qualities  of  which, 
both  British  and  Brazilian  sugars  must  have 
given  way.  In  the  interval,  however,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  discovered 
his  mistake,  and  he  had  endeavoured  to 
remedy  it  l^  imponng  an  additional  duty 
of  6s.  on  the  fine  white  Cuba  sows.  But 
even  this  will  not  help  him ;  it  womd  neither 
maintain  his  financial  calculations,  nor  en« 
able  the  British  and  Brazilian  sugars  to 
maintain  the  competition,  for  the  dmeren- 
tial  duty  which  he  proposes,  being  far  bebw 
the  real  difference  in  the  saccharine  quali- 
ties, or  amount  of  sugar  contained  in  the 
cwt.,  the  real  duty  on  the  Cuba  sugar,  as 
proposed,  would  be  little  more  than  that 
on  British  sugar,  value  for  value,  and 
much  less  than  that  on  Brazilian  sugar  j  and 
no  moderate  consumption,  therefore,  of  this 
apparently  higher  taxed  sugar  would  go 
far  to  swell  the  revenue  to  the  required 
amount.  To  shew  that  he  had  not  over-esti- 
mated this  difference  in  the  qualitiesof  Cuba 
and  Brazilian  sugar,  he  would  refer  to  a 
statement  of  the  prices  for  the  last  month  at 
Hamburgh,  where  there  was  no  duty,  but 
which  was  a  free  port,  of  the  Havannah 
sugars  and  the  Brazilian.  He  found  there 
that  the  white  Havannah  sugars  ranged  from 
27s.  7d.  to  38s.  5d.;  the  Brazilian  (Rio) 
white  from  21«.  Id  to  25s.  1  Id.  The  difo* 
ence  between  the  best  qualities  of  each  thus 
appears  to  be  between  12s.  6d,,  between  the 
worst  6s,  6d,  between  the  best  and  the  worst, 
1 7s,  5(L  The  Brazilian  and  Babia  ranged 
from  225.  2(/.  to  2Ss.  Id,,  the  difference  of 
the  best  qualities  being  thus,  lOs.  4c/,  of  the 
worst  5s,  5d. ;  difiference  between  the  best 
and  worst  I6s,  Zd,  These  then  were  the 
prices  and  relative  values  in  the  Hambursh 
market,  and  this  must  be  taken  as  a  fieor 
estimate  of  the  relative  saccharine  quali- 
ties, and  would  show  the  erroneous  cal« 
culations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex« 
chequer  even  in  their  corrected  shape. 
He  was  aware,  that  there  must  always  be 
some  uncertainty  in  any  estimate  of  the  ef- 
fect of  these  changes  of  duty ;  and  if  we 
had  a  surplus,  instead  of  a  deficiency,  to 
deal  with,  it  might  be  indifferent  whether 
we  exactly  made  up  the  estimated  result ; 
but  Gentlemen  should  recollect,  that  here 
we  had  a  positive  deficiency  to  deal  withj 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  ea« 
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to  fiU  up ;  and  he  (Lord  S.)  thought 
had  Aamn,  that  the  result  was,  to  say 
the  leaat,  doubtful,  even  as  a  measure  oi 
finanoe.  The  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer 
migfat  iacrease  the  coosninption  of  Cuba 
•agar*  bat  he  could  not  iDcxease  much  the 
ooDaofflptkm  of  Bnudlian  sugar;  because 
belbre  Biasilian  sugar  could  ,oome  into  the 
hone  naribst,  the  whole  of  the  West  and 
East  India  sugar  must  be  consumed,  and 
of  this  there  was  now  every  prospect  of  hav- 
ing at  least  60,000  tons  more  than  th^ 
whole  consumption  of  the  year  would  re- 
qttive.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
SMDoaad,  hoped  that  a  diminution  in  prices 
ansmg  6om  his  measure  would  increase 
eoBflomption*  but  according  to  the  calcu- 
lalioiis  of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  what 
was  the  extent  of  the  reduction  expected  to 
be  gained  Imn  the  Government  proposi- 
tion ?  Why,  1#.  6d,  the  cwt. ;  and  it  was 
finr  this  diminution  they  were  called  upon 
to  adopt  a  step  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  shuung  every  interest  connected  with 
the  West  and  East  India  colonies.  Reduc- 
ing, then,  the  price  of  sugar  by  Is.  6d, 
per  cwt.,  was  the  remedy  by  which  the 
nnaerios  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
mberies  which  the  noUe  Lord  had  so  feel- 
ingly described,  were  to  be  alleviated ;  but 
the  noUe  Loid  had  no  right  to  attempt 
to  TOQse  the  passions  of  the  country  or  the 
intcnst  of  this  House  by  the  miseries  of 
the  handlDom  weavers  and  other  operatives 
in  the  manufacturing  district^  unless  he 
was  prepared  to  connect  those  miseries 
with  the  price  of  sugar,  and  to  show  that 
redociog  the  prioe  by  1#«  6d.  a  cwt.  would 
beaiemedy  for  the  evils  which  he  detailed. 
It  was  trifling  with  them,  and  unworthy 
of  the  ndUe  Lord,  topretend  that  any  such 
reduetion  could  add  much  to  either  the 
comfort  or  happiness  of  the  suffering  po- 

Glation  of  this  country,  and  if  it  could, 
fore  long  the  influx  of  free-labour  su« 
gar  from  our  own  eobnies  would  bring 
the  price  of  that  article  down  to  within 
a  trifle  of  what  the  noble  Lord  desired, 
and  his  object  would  be  attained  without 
the  mischiefs  vrhich  could  not  be  denied  to 
bdoDg  to  the  present  proposition.  It  was 
ratber  hard  that  a  Gentleman,  who  had 
civeii  notioe  of  a  proposition,  should  have 
ma  apeedi  anticipated  in  the  way  his  had 
been  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  it  was  still 
more  unfiur  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  imagine  for  him  (Lord  Sandon)  topics  on 
whidi  be  never  intended  to  touch.  The 
course  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord  obliged 
Urn  to  trett  tfie  sulfjeot  in  a  more  desultory 


manner  than  he  could  wish*  but  he  trusted 
the  House  would  excuse  him.  Let  them 
consider  the  question  in  a  commercial  point 
of  view.  We  were  told  of  the  vast  interests 
at  stake  in  the  commerce  with  Branl,  and 
he  did  not  deny  their  importance.  But 
what  were  the  ooipmercial  interests  at  stake 
on  the  other  side  ?  What  were  the  exports 
of  British  manufactures  to  the  East  and 
West  Indies  ?  Had  not  they  been  progress 
sively  on  the  increase  since  emancipation 
in  the  one  case,  and  encouragement  to  the 
growth  of  sugar  in  the  other  ?  East-India 
sugar  was  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  produce  of  the  West  Indies  in  1836, 
and  what  was  the  result  ?  Why,  that  the 
real  and  declared  value  of  BritiiJi  manu&c- 
tured  goods  exported  to  the  East  Indies 


In  1837         .        .         .    ^3,612,735 

1838  3,876,196 

1839  .         4,748,607 

Not  having  the  returns  of  the  last  year,  he 
could  not  state  exactly  what  the  value  of 
the  exports  were ;  but  he  knew  that  the 
real  and  declared  value  of  the  exports  to  the 
East  Indies  from  Liverpool  alone  last  year 
was  4,366,344Z.,  or  within  a  trifle  of  the 
amount  of  the  whole  of  the  exports  to  that 
country  during  the  year  preceding.  Novv, 
this  progresnve  improvement  in  our  ex« 
ports  in  this  quarter  since  the  equalization 
of  the  sugar  duties,  proved  sufficiently  the 
importance  to  our  manufacturers  of  having 
so  good  a  remittance  from  India,  in  ex- 
change, as  sugar.  What  was  the  state  of 
our  intercourse  with  the  West  Indies  dur- 
ing the  same  period?  The  amount  of  the 
real  and  declared  value  of  our  exports  to 
the  West  Indies  was— 


In  1837 
1838 
1839 


„£'3,456,745 
3,393,441 
3,986,598 


or  almost  4,000,000^.  Our  trade  with  our 
emancipated  West-India  colonies  had  been 
increased,  and  this  was  owing  principally, 
he  believed,  to  the  chanee  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  condition  of  the  negro  popula« 
tion,  and  went  far  to  prove  the  advantage 
of  dealing  with  freemen  instead  of  slaves. 
While  slavery  existed,  the  negro  pqpulo* 
tion  were  supplied  only  with  the  com* 
monest  and  poorest  description  of  goods, 
but,  now  that  they  were  free  and  obtained 
high  wages,  they  exercised  their  own  fan- 
cies  with  regard  to  articles  of  dress,  and 
what  was  the  result  ?  Why,  that  the  de- 
mand for  bettor  descriptions  of  Britidi  ma* 
nufactured  goods  applicable  to  the  puiposet 
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of  dreiB  had  greatly  inereased.  .  In  this  way 
tha  operations  of  the  manufketuren  of  this 
country  were  extended  more  widely  and 
employment  increased^  and  ^et  thii  was 
the  tiade  the  stahility  of  which  her  Ma- 
Jetty's   Government    proposed   to   shake. 
The  eacport  ttade  with  the  East  and  the 
West  Indies  in  1839  in  point  of  value 
Was  worth  little  lets   than   9,000,000/.) 
and   in   1840   undoubtedly   much   more. 
No  doubt  the  export  trade  with  the  Bra* 
ails  was  also  valuable  and  deserved  en- 
oouragement ;   but  was  it  to  be  compared 
with  the  exnort  trade  of  the  East  and  West 
Indies  P     The  whole  value  of  the  export 
trade  with  the  Braailsin  1839  was  ffiven  in 
the  official  tables  at  2,650,000/.,  and  to  that 
might  be  added  about400,000/.  for  Cuba.  A 
friend  of  his  connected  with  the  Brazils,  told 
himi  indeed,  that  the  value  as  given  by  the 
official  returns  was  much  underrated,  and 
ho  showed  him  good  grounds  for  belieying 
that  it  was:    but    even   admitting  this, 
would  not  the  same  observation  be  applicable 
to  the  returns  of  the  value  of  the  export 
trade  to  the  West  or  East  Indies?     As  a 
standard  of  comparative  value  between  the 
exports  to  the  different  countries,  the  returns 
were  quite  sufficient,  and  comparison  was 
all  that  was  here  in  question.  He  could  only 
say,  that  the  manufacturers  of  this  country 
would  not  be  alive  to  their  own  interests 
if  for  the  sake  of  extending  foreign  markets 
they  sacri6ced  the  growing  and  permanent 
advantages  which  tne  markets  of  our  own 
possessions  aflbrded  to  them.     He  (Lord 
oandon)  knew   the  apprehensions  enter- 
tained by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  lest  he  should 
be  fettered  and  embarrassed  by  our  high 
duties  on   Brazilian  sugar  in  his  coming 
nego^tions  with   the  Brazilian  govern- 
ment.    He  (Lord  Sandon)  knew  that  he 
thought^  that  that  government  would  be 
disposed  to  place  discriminating  duties  upon 
our  manufactures  in  favour  of  those  of 
countries  which  admitted  her  produce  on 
more  favourable  terms  j  butj  he  believed 
these  apprehensions  to  be  exaggerated.  The 
Brazilians  sold  to  us  much  of  their  produce ; 
for  their  sugar  they  found  a  ready  market 
elsewhere*  They  bought  our  manufactures 
.  now  in  preference  to  those  of  other  coun* 
triesy  because  they  were  cheaper  and  better ; 
they  would  not  refuse  to  buy   them  as 
long  as  they  were  cheaper  and    better, 
and  as  long  as  they  could  pay  for  them, 
.  which  indirectly  they,  though  not  directly, 
,  found  the  means  of  doing.      He  (Lord 
;  Sandon)  was  aware  that  this  circuitous 


payment  was  not  so  convenient  to  the 
British  merchant,  and  he  regretted  it; 
but  there  were  greater  considerations  at 
the  present  moment  which  forbade  him  to 
apply  the  remedy  proposed*  One  point 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  received  with  great  rapture  and  ap- 
plause by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  |  but  he 
thought,  when  examined,  it  would  be  found 
to  have  nothing  in  it.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  it  was  all  very  fine  for  the  West^India 
proprietors  to  talk  about  free  labour,  but  it 
was  very  well  known  that  they  sent  honne 
their  own  sugar,  and  sent  out  sugar,  the 
produce  of  slave  labour,  for  consumption  in 
the  West  Indies  in  its  place.  Now  the  fact 
was,  that  the  West-India  proprietors  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  matter.  The 
West  Indies  refine  no  sugar.  What  refined 
sugar  they  used,  had  been  always  brought 
from  England,  and  as  long  as  Uiere  was  a 
surplus  supply  of  British  sugar  enough 
for  the  consumption  of  Great  Britain  it 
was  colonial  sugar  that  returned  there. 
But  when  that  surplus  ceased,  the  refined 
sugar  sent  into  our  own  colonies  for 
their  consumption  was,  by  an  act  of  the 

Sreaent  Government,    foreign  sugar  un* 
oubtedly,  but  had  the  planter  or  the  pro* 
prietor  anything  to  do  with  that  ?  Nothing 
whatever;   he  did  not  export  it  to  the 
oolonies-^the  merchant  or  refiner  did  it,  as 
an  article  of  trade,  and  was  alone  responsi- 
ble for  it.   But  did  the  West  Indian  ask  for 
it.     On  the  contrary,  they  remonstrated 
minst  it;    Jamaica  had  memorialized; 
Demerara  had  actually  prohibited  its  in- 
troduction.    But  her  Msjesty's  Govern- 
ment refused  to  listen  to  these  remon- 
stranoesi  and  then  taunted  the  West  Indian 
with  the  result  of  their  own  act.  This  dap- 
trap»  therefore,  successful  as  it  might  ap- 
pear at  the  moment  when  it  was  delivered, 
when  examined  was  found  to  be  destitute  of 
the  slightest  real  bearing  on  the  question. 
— If,  then,  he  had  succeeded  in  persuading 
the  House  that,  financially,  the  prospect 
was  one  of  at  least  doubtful  result — ^that 
it  must  either  encourage  slave-grown  sugar 
to  a  large  amount,  or  that  the  revenue 
could  not  be  made  up,  for  no  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  free  labour  sugar  pay- 
ing the  lower  duty,  would  be  expected, 
adequate  to  make  up  the  sum  required^f 
he  bad  succeeded  in  showing  that,  com- 
mercially, there  was  no  sufficient  induce- 
ment to  take  the  proposed  step,  and  that 
the  consumer  could  not  be  materially  be- 
nefitted by  its  adoption,  surely  he  was 
entitled  to  say,  that  not  even  a  temptatioa 
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ifrts  offered  to  concut  in  the  proposidoti  of 
the  Gofennnent  fbr  giving  faoilities  to  the 
■dmianon  of  foreign  silgar,  as  long  as  such 
a  step  would  tend  to  defeat  the  great 
experiment  whieh  they  were  enharked  in, 
fat  ohtaining  tropical  produce  by  means  of 
free  emaneipated  labour,  and  as  long  as  there 
was  a  fair  hope  and  prospect  that  that 
experiment  would  be  successful.  With 
thete  Tiews  and  feelingsi  he  could  not 
have  said  less  than  he  had  done;  and 
thanking  the  House  for  the  attention 
which  thejr  had  paid  to  him,  he  begged 
leave  to  move  his  amendment,*— 

'  **  That,  considering  the  efforts  and  sacrifices 
which  Paritament  and  the  country  have  made 
fbr  the  abolition  of  the  Slave-trade  and  slavery, 
with  the  earnest  hope  that  their  exertions  and 
example  might  leao  to  the  mitigation  and  final 
extinction  of  these  evils  in  other  countries, 
this  House  is  not  prepared  (especially  with 
the  present  prospects  of  the  supply  of  sugar 
from  British  possessions)  to  adopt  the  measure 
proposed  by  ner  M^esty*s  Qovemment  for  the 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar/' 

Mr.  Hi^g  rose,  to  second  the  resolution 
moved  bv  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool—- a  resolution  which  not  only  dis- 
approved of  the  specific  measures  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  declared 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration by  the  House ;  and  he  thought 
thalibeHouse  would  be  of  opinion  that  this 
was  ibe  fit  and  proper  way  to  deal  with  a 
proposal  which  would  involve  in  ruin  the 
most  ntluable  of  our  foreign  possessions, 
would  violate  the  plighted  faith  of  the 
eooiitry,  and  which  disregarded  the  most 
saered  dictates  of  humanity.  He  would 
not  have  vetituted  to  have  obtruded  him- 
self on  the  attention  of  the  House,  were 
it  not  for  the  relation  in  which  he  stood 
towards  a  part  of  the  empire  whose  inter- 
^ta  would  be  most  seriously  affected  by 
these  measures ;  iind  under  these  circum- 
Stancea  he  ventured  to  hope  for  the  kind 
indulgence  of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Hogg) 
was  not  vetied  in  parliamentary  tactics, 
bat  he  certainty  had  expected  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  fbr  the  Colonies 
would  have  heard  what  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  to  propose,  and 
the  reasons  he  had  to  urge  in  its  support, 
before  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  have 
addressed  the  House.  The  resolution  of 
which  the  noble  \a^A  opposite  had  given 
notice,  indicated  the  consciousness  of 
Gomiog  defeat,  and  to  prevent  that  defeat 
being  converted  into  utter  discomfiture, 
4he  noble  Lord  bad  deemed  it  necessary  to 
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rise  before  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  fbr 
Liverpool,  and  to  address  to  the  House  one 
of  those  spirited  and  party  speeches  whieli 
no  man  could  pronounce  with  greater 
force,  ability,  or  effect.  The  noble  Lord 
felt  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was,  as  it  had  been  designated  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
barren  and  sterile  indeed.  The  nobte 
Lord  felt  that  it  was  expedient  to  makd  a 
sort  of  supplementary  speech  to  bolster  up 
the  deficiencies  of  what  was  courteously 
called  the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  before  it  was  safe  to  allow  the 
subject  to  be  submitted  to  discussion  in 
the  House.  In  the  course  of  that  supple- 
mentary speech  the  noble  Lord  had  evinced 
the  greatest  sensibility  and  fear,  lest  it 
should  be  supposed  in  the  House  and  in 
the  country,  that  the  recent  defeats  of  the 
Ministry  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the 
measures  thus  suddenly  proposed.  No 
such  suggestion  had  proceeded  from  hia 
(Mr.  Hogg's)  side  of  the  House,  as  the 
noble  Lord  took  good  care  to  have  the  first 
word,  and  to  address  the  House,  not  in  re* 
ply  to,  but  in  anticipation  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool. Whence  then  this  sensibility  as  to 
an  imputation  which  had  not  been  made? 
He  (Mr.  Hogg)  knew  not  from  whatinter- 
nsl  monitor  had  proceeded  the  suggestion 
which  the  noble  Lord  was  thus  anxious  to 
repel.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  sus- 
tamed  repeated  and  signal  defeats  in  mea- 
sures brought  in  by  them  as  a  Qovern- 
ment,  and  close  following  those  defeats, 
they  had  introduced  three  of  the  most  im- 
portant measures  that  could  afltect  the  in- 
terests or  agitate  the  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try. The  introduction  of  slave-grown  su- 
gar—the timber  duties — and  the  Corn- 
laws.  And  instead  of  submitting  thetn  to 
deliberate  discussion  on  the  broad  grounds 
of  national  policy  and  justice,  had  huddled 
them  together  without  notice,  hnd  appa- 
rently without  consideration,  in  a  Budget 
speech.  The  noble  Lord  after  expressing 
his  anxiety  that  it  might  not  be  supposed 
that  these  measures  in  any  way  emanated 
from  the  recent  defeats  of  his  Government, 
went  at  length  into  the  financial  difficul- 
ties of  the  country,  and  addressing  himself 
to  his  (Mr.  Hogg's)  side  of  the  Hous^, 
said  '*  you  never  objected  to  the  expendi- 
ture that  has  been  made,  and  the  course 
vou  now  adopt  is  factious/'  And  the  no. 
ble  Lord  then  proceeded  at  some  length  to 
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mediate  the  coodact  pumed  by  the 
oppotition  tide  of  the  Houtet  and  to  favor 
tbem  with  a  lecture  ai  to  the  course  they 
ought  to  have  adopted.  He  (Mr.  Hogg) 
admitted  with  paia  aod  regret  the  financial 
diSeultiea  of  the  countrjf.  He  would  not 
dwell  upon  them  in  detail,  but  would  con- 
initt  the  Budget  of  1830,  thelatt  brought 
forward  by  a  Contervatire  Qovemment, 
with  the  Budget  of  the  present  year.  In 
tile  Budget  brought  forward  in  1830, 
there  was  an  excess  of  revenue  over  ex- 

6»nditure  of  2,667 ^OOO/.  In  the  present 
ttdget  the  revenue  fell  short  of  the  ex- 
penditure by  2,421,776/.,  thus  making 
the  defidency  in  the  present  Budget  as 
coutnttted  with  that  of  1830  upwards  of 
.5/)00,000/.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  in  his  financial  exposition,  at- 
tempted to  mix  up  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  country  with  tne  question  of  finance, 
and  urged  as  a  legitimate  conclusion,  that 
the  whole  of  that  policy  had  been  ap- 
proved of  by  his  (Mr.  Hogg*s)  side  of  the 
House,  because  they  had  not  withheld 
their  assent  from  certain  armaments  and 
expeditions  rendered  necessary  by  the 
course  which  Government  had  pursued 
—nay  he  even  had  the  hardihood  to 
refer  to  China.  It  is  true  that  Conserva- 
tives did  not  object  to  the  expedition  sent 
to  that  country.  He  himself  was  ready  to 
admit,  that  this  country  could  not  have 
communicated  with  the  emperor  of  China 
with  honor,  or  wiih  effect,  except  in  the 
presence  of  an  armed  force.  But,  did  it 
therefore  follow,  that  he  approved  of  the 
policy  which  rendered  tnat  armament 
necessary  ?  Sorely,  the  noble  Lord  must 
ill  recollect  the  debates  which  had  taken 
plaee  in  that  House  last  Session,  when 
ne  ventured  to  state,  that  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Qovemment  had  always  been 
approved  of  by  those  who  sat  on  his  (Mr. 
Hogg's)  side  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  then  adverted  to  the  deliberations  of 
Government  on  these  subjecu,  and  said, 
that  the  Cabinet  had  long  had  them 
under  their  consideration,  and  were  all 
acreed  as  to  the  introdoctkNi  of  the  prin* 
ciples  of  frse  trade,  at  least  to  the  extent 
of  the  propositions  now  beCwe  the  House. 
If  this  were  trae,  then  he  said  that  the 
Hosae,  and  the  eountryi  and  the  commer- 
eial  iotereste  of  the  empire,  especially  of 
that  pan  of  it  with  which  he  (Mr.  Hogg) 
Wis  nsove  immediately  connected,  had 
just  and  strong  grounds  of  complaint. 
|If  bad  biiM  with  pitaaure  and  received 


with  gratitude,  die  measure  of  justice  con* 
ceded  bv  the  present  Government  to  iDdm 
in  1836.  He  was  always  pleased  aod 
proud  to  bear  hb  testimony  to  the  vsJoe 
of  that  measure.  In  1836,  the  duties  on 
sugar  from  the  East  and  West  Indies 
were  equalized,  and  a  great  and  rata- 
able  boon  was  thereby  conferied  odftbe 
East  Indies.  It  was  not,  however,  more 
than  six  weeks  since  a  discussion  had 
taken  place  on  the  mm  duties,  and  if  at 
that  time  the  Government  had  determined 
on  the  introduction  of  a  measure  like  tbe 
present,  the  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade  was  bound  by  official  duty  to  have 
then  g^ven  the  House  some  intimalion  of 
it.    It  was  misleading  tbe  Haaae  and  the 

{rablic  not  to  do  so.  It  was  grossly  mis- 
eading  the  public.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  then  said,  as  yet 
we  have  only  nominally  equalised  the 
duties  on  East  and  West-Inoia  sugar— 
until  we  have  equalised  the  duty  on  the 
whole  produce  of  the  sugar«cane— anttf 
we  have  equalised  the  duty  on  rum,  I 
cannot  say  that  we  shall  have  done  justice 
to  India,  or  put,  thst  countrv  in  a  poei* 
tion  to  supply  the  people  of  cngland  with 
cheap  and  free  labour  sugar.  Upon  the 
faith  of  that  declaration,  capital  to  an  im- 
mense amount  had  been  sent  out  to  India 
— machinery  had  been  exported,  and 
manufacturers  had  been  shipped  to  that 
quarter  of  the  world  with  the  intention  of 
bringing  home  sugar  in  return.  All  this 
good  would  now  be  marred— great  Ices, 
perhaps  absolute  ruin,  would  be  entailed  oo 
individuals,  and  yet  the  aoble  Lord  so* 
lemoly  assured  the  House,  that  tbe  pre- 
sent measure  had  long  been  determined 
upon.  How,  he  asked,  could  the  noble 
Lord  Justify  thb  concealment  which  had 
misled  the  mercantile  world,  and  induced 
individuals  to  embark  in  a  coarse  of  en* 
terprise  that  could  only  end  in  mm  ? 
What  was  the  erincipal  argument  ad* 
duced  by  the  noUe  Lord  in  support  of 
this  measure  ?  He  sakl  the  object  be  had 
in  view  was  to  give  cheap  sugar  to  the 
consumer,  and  yet  in  tbe  same  breath  he 
ridiculed  the  apprehensions  of  the  West* 
Indians,  and  contended  that  the  proposed 
measure  would  not  cheapen  sugar  mora 
than  If.  6d,  per  cwt«  Great  indeed  most 
be  the  pressure  of  difficulties  when  a  mfaMl 
so  acute  as  that  of  the  noble  Lord,  could 
be  driven  to  such  inconsislency.  The 
next  point  to  which  the  noUe  Lord  ad* 
fertadi  was  the  advantage  to  bt  derirctl 
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from  fair  competition^  not  only  to  the  coo- 
tumer»  but  also  to  the  producer  of  sugar 
in  the  East  and  West  Indies.  The  noble 
Lord  did  not  attempt  to  push  this  argu- 
ment quite  so  far  as  it  was  carried  before 
the  loport  Duties  Committee.  There  it 
wasbroadly  coDteoded,  that  the  best  mode 
to  pttt  down  the  slave-trade*  and  to  en- 
ooorage  the  production  of  free-labour 
SQgar,  was  to  expose  it  to  competition  with 
sugar  the  produce  of  slave  labour.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Hogg)  begged  the  atleotion  of 
the  House  to  the  iustauces  referred  to  by 
the  noble  I^rd,  in  order  to  show  the  bene- 
6cial  operation  of  free  competition.  He 
refefred  to  Ike  manufacturers  of  earthern- 
ware  and  gloves,  which  he  stated  had 
thriven  wh^  exposed  to  competition  be* 
tween  England  and  France.  But  he 
would  ask,  did  it  therefore  follow  that  two 
coontries  could  compete  with  each  other 
under  circumstances  wholly  different,  when 
the  supply  of  late  in  one  was  restricted, 
and  almost  prohibited,  and  in  the  other 
unlimited?  Did  it  therefore  follow  that 
the  West  Indies,  where  slave  labour  was 
prohibited,  and  free  labour  scarcely  to  be 
nad,  could  contend  in  the  production  of 
sugar  with  Cuba  and  the  Brazils,  where 
there  was  no  restriction  as  to  labour  either 
slave  or  free  ?  He  felt  bound  to  say,  that 
it  was  absurd  to  contend  that  the  cases 
were  in  any  manner  parallel.  But  what 
said  Mr.  Hume,  the  great  champion  of  free 
tilde,  when  examined  before  the  Import 
Duties  Committee  ?   His  words  are : — 

^  The  laws  in  this  country  having  deprived 
the  planter  in  Jamaica  of  that  means  (meaning 
flave  Ulwar)  of  raising  his  produce,  I  conceive 
that  this  is  a  question  taken  out  of  the  cate- 
gory of  uise  trade." 

Agaiu,  what  did  Mr.  Hume  say  as  to 

the  introduction  of  slave-labour  sugar? 

He  said : — 

**  That  if  our  colonies  could  not  supply  su- 
gar sufficient  for  our  consumption,  then,  but 
not  before,  the  public  must  make  up  their 
mind  as  to  the  distinction  to  be  maintained 
between  free  and  slave-labour  sugar.'' 

The  noble  Lord  then  referred  with  some 
exultation  to  the  practice  which  has  pre- 
vailed of  late,  of  importing  coffee  from  the 
Brazils  into  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope^  and 
shipping  it  from  thence  to  this  country  for 
consumption.  He  (Mr.  Hogg)  confessed 
himself  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  argu- 
ment could  be  derived  from  that  practice. 
His  reply  was,  that  the  whole  proceeding 
was  a  fraud  upon  the  revenue»  and  that  the 


right  hon.  Qentlemaui  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  introduced  a  bill  last 
Session  for  the  express  purpose  of  putting 
a  stop  to  that  fraud.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  rested  the  Qovem- 
ment  proposition  upon  three  grounds; 
the  scarcity  in  the  supply  of  sugar,  the 
high  price  of  sugar,  and  the  financial' 
difficulties  of  the  country*  He  (Mr< 
Hogg)  would  not  dwell  further  on  the 
question  of  finance,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  had  already 
shewn  the  House  that  there  was  no  reason 
to  apprehend  a  scarcity  of  sugar,  or  a 
continuance  of  the  late  high  prices.  He 
(Mr.  Hogg)  had  taken  every  means  to  in- 
form himself  accurately  as  to  the  prospects 
of  supply  for  the  present  year,  and  the 
result  was  very  nearly  the  same  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  noble  Member  for 
Liverpool.  The«tockon  the  1st  of  January 
lastwas  35,000  tons;  the  estimated  imports 
from  the  West  Indies  115,000  tons;  from 
the  Mauritius  35,000  tons ;  and  from  the 
East  Indies  60,000  tons,  making  a  total  of 
245,000  tons ;  while  the  consumption  of 
the  United  Kingdom  had  never  reached 
200,000  tons,  leaving  a  surplus  of  45,000 
tons,  which  must  be  exported  to  the.  Con« 
tinent,  where  it  would  meet  the  sugars  from 
the  Brazils  and  Cuba,  and  thus  tend  to 
keep  down  the  prices  in  the  home  markets.* 
The  last  Gaaette  average  price  for  British 
plantation  sugar  was  37s.  7|<l.  per  owl.,' 
l>eing  a  progressive  fall  of  12s.  since  the 
commencement  of  the  year,  and  reducing 
the  price  of  sugar  to  a  trifle  more  than  6d. 
per  pound  to  the  consumer.  There  was, 
therefore,  for  the  present  year  a  supply 
exceeding  the  consumption,  nearly  one- 
fourth,  and  prices  moderate,  with  a  falling 
market.  Thus  much  as  to  the  argument 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
founded  on  the  scarcity  and  high  price  of 
sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentiensan  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  in  making 
his  statement,  said :  "  In  fixing  the  rales 
of  duties,  I  still  leave  60  per  cent,  in 
favour  of  British  colonial  sugar.''  That 
no  doubt  was  true  in  fact,  but  practically  it 
afforded  no  protection  at  all,  when  the  qoal. 
ities  of  the  sugars,  and  the  quantity  of  sac- 
charine matter  which  they  contained,  were 
taken  into  consideration,  and  it  was  only 
that  very  morning  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  apprised  the  House  of  his 
intention  to  alter  his  announced  scale  of 
duties.  This  was  not  the  first  occasion 
when  her  Majesty's  Government  had  pro* 
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an  important  meatare,  and  aubae- 
qaently,  on  obtaining  information  reipect- 
iog^  it,  had  made  moat  malertal  alterationa. 
It  waa  only  that  day  they  bad  learned 
that  there  va^  to  be  any  distinctioo  with 
reapect  to  the  clayed  augara  of  Cubi^  and 
Brazil,  and  he  had,  therefore,  a  right  to 
aappoaa  that  the  measure  had  been  intro- 
duced in  hatte  and  with  precipitation, 
otherwise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  have  failed  to  ha?e  been  adequately 
informed  on  the  aobyect.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  broadly  stated  in  his  Bud* 
get  apeech  that  he  would  reduce  the  duties 
upon  all  foreign  augar  lo  365.,  which  would 
have  been  an  absolute  bonus  to  the  slave- 
labour  augar  of  Cuba  and  Qrazil.    The 
differenoe  between  the  fine  sugars  of  the 
Havaanah,  and   the  ordinary  brown   or 
Muscovado  Weat  Indian,  was  more  than 
13a.  per  cwt.;   so  that  a  man,  by  pur-> 
obaaing  fine  Cuba  sugar,   though  nomi- 
nally dearer,  would  in  reality  get  a  greater 
quantity  of  saccharine  matter  than  he 
could  obtain  for  ^he  sama  money  of  free 
labour  augar.     He  (Mr.  Hpgg)  had  been 
informed  by  a  gentleman  well  acquainted 
with  the  trade,  that  one  cwt.  of  colonial 
sugar,  when   refined,  yielded  61  lb.  re- 
lined,  4dlb.  baatard»  t}4lb,  molasses,  and 
^Ib.  waste,  while   ope  cwt>  Havaouah 
yielda  001b.  refined,  lOib.  bastard,  and 
lOlb.  molasaea.    To  abow  that  d6f.  would 
bo  an  inadequate  protection,  he  begged 
again  to  refer  the  House  to  the  evidence 
befora   the    Import   Duties    Committee. 
What,  ha  asked»  was  the  request  urged 
by  the  Brazilian  merchants  who  appeared 
before  that  committee?    In  such  cases 
men  generally  asked  for  a  little  more  than 
they  were  likely  to  get;  but  all  they  ven- 
tured to  aik  for  was,  that  the  duty  on 
foreign  grown  sugar  should  be  reduced  to 
t'iSs.,  and  the  Government  at  once  con- 
oeded  the  whole  of  their  demand.    He 
believed  that  this  country  would  be  in- 
undated with  foreign  sugar  at  a  protecting 
duty  of  36<. — yes,  be  believed  it  woi^ld. 
He  did  not  stand  there  to  pretend  that,  in 
oppoaing  the  introduction  of  a)ave«growo 
sjigar,  he  woulc)  not-enbance  the  price  of 
sugar.     He  did  not  think  that  the  West 
Indiea  could    ever  compete  with  slave- 
grown  sugar,  and  that  the  East  Indies 
could  not  for  many  yeara  to  come.    To 
ahow  the  Houae  the  eatraordinary  power 
of  production  of  Cuba,  that  Island  pro* 
dootd  one*fourth  of  the  consumption  of 
tbo  world,  while  it  wai  an  aatoundingi 


Cacti  that  twenty  yeara  ago  Cuba  imported 
sugar  for  her  own  consumption.    A  great 
deal  of  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  ad* 
vantage  that  wou|d  result  to  the  revenue 
from  the    increased  consumption,  occa* 
sioned  by  a  diminished  price  of  sugar,  and 
upon  the  consequent  benefit  that  woul4 
arise  to  the  manufacturing  interests  from 
increased  exports  to  augar- producing  couur 
tries.    Of  course  every  one  must  admit 
the  general  principle,  tnat  reduced  prici^i 
tended  to  increase  consumption.   He  (Mr. 
Hogg)  fully  admitted  every  thing  that  had 
been  said  in  that  and  preceding  debates 
as  to  the  necessity  and  expedienc^v  of  re- 
ducing, as  far  as  was  practicable,  toe  price 
of  every  article  consumed  by  the  lower 
classes.      He  admitted  further  the  high 
moral  obUgation  which,  under  the  changed 
habits  of  the  people  with  respect  to  temr 
perance,  now  existed  to  cheapen  to  the 
utmost  the  price  of  sugar.    He  felt  that 
the  result  would  be,  to  iucrease  the  con^ 
sumption  of  tea  and  coffee,  and  to  prevent 
the  working  classes  having  recourse  to 
ardent  spirits.    It  appeared,  however,  that 
alterations  in  price  did  not  afiect  the  con- 
sumption so  much  as  the  House  had  been 
led  to  suppose.     In  1830,  the  price  of 
sugar  was  243.  I  Id.  per  cwt.,  and  the 
consumption  was  3,722,044  owt.  In  1831, 
the  price  was  23s.  8d.,  and  the  consump* 
tion  was  3,781,011  cwt.     In  1828,  the 
price  was  as  high  as  31s.  8d.  and  the  con- 
sumption was  3,601,419  cwt.,  and  in  1827, 
when  the  price  was  35s.  9d.,  tho  con* 
sumption  was  3,340,927  cwt.     Now  the 
highest  price  was  in  1827,  when  sugar 
was  35$,  9d.,  and  the  lowest  price  v^as  in 
1831,  when  sugar  was  only  23$.  8d.,  and 
yet  the  consumption  in  1827  fell  short  of 
the  consumption  in  1831  by  only  a  little 
more  than  400,000  cwt.;   although,  in 
the  latter  year,  there  was  a  four  years  in- 
creaae  of  population ;    so  that  the  cpn- 
sumption  of  sugar  in  this  country  seemed 
to  depend,  of  course,  to  a  certam  extent, 
on  price,  but  a  great  deal  more  on  com- 
mercial prosperity  and  high  wagea.    With 
commerce  prosperous,  and  wages  high, 
sugar  would  always  be  consumed  to  a 
great  extent  in  this  country,  if  the  price 
were  not  absolutely  extravagant.     With 
respect  to  the  increased  demand  for  our 
manufactures  in  Brazil,  consequent  upon 
the  reduction  of  the  dut^  upon  foreign 
sugar,  he  (Mr,  Hogg)  believed  that  Go- 
vernment were  calculating  rather  loosely. 
If  we  admitted  slave-grown  sugsr  into 
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ihif  eountry,  we  should  get  it  chiefly  Arom 
CubtL,  where  it  was  cheapest,  and  not 
from  the  Breeils.  In  proof  of  this  he 
begged  to  state,  that  aUnoa|h  the  Ameri- 
cans who  traded  with  the  Braatis,  expe- 
rienced the  same  difficulty  that  we  did  in 
obtaining  returns  from  that  country,  yet 
they  were  in  the  habit  of  returning  empty, 
rather  than  bring  a  cargo  of  sugar  which 
Ih^  found  they  could  import  cheaper 
from  Cuba ;  so  that  the  great  and  won- 
derful advantage  of  increasing  the  export 
of  our  manufactures  to  the  Brazils,  was 
nearly  imaginary.  Thus  the  bounty  g^ven 
to  sugar  was  exactly  in  proportion  to  the 
eneooragement  given  to  slavery  by  the 
country  which  produced  it.  Cuba,  where 
the  slave«trade  raged  in  all  its  horrors, 
would  benefit  most;  next  the  Braxils, 
where  slave«)abour  exclusively  prevailed ; 
while  our  own  colonies  from  which  slavery 
was  eaeloded,  would  be  ruined  by  the 
enactment.  With  the  perminion  of  the 
House  he  would  give  the  exports  to  the 
Braxils,  the  foreign  West  Indies,  including 
Cuba,  .the  West  Indies  and  the  East 
Indies,  from  1830  to  1839.  He  found, 
on  referring  to  the  oliicial  returns,  that  in 
1830  the  exports  to  the  Brazils  amounted 
to  2,400,000/.^in  1831,  to  1,393,000/. 
---in  1834,  to  2,460,000^— in  1837,  to 
1,824,000/.-^  in  1839,  to  2,650,000/., 
which  ha  begged  the  House  to  bear  in 
mind  was  the  greatest  amount  of  exports 
ever  sent  to  the  Braxils,  as  shown  by  the 
official  returns.  The  exports  to  Cuba, 
which  would  benefit  more  than  any  other 
part  of  the  world  by  the  proposed  altera- 
tions, were  very  tnfling.  They  are  not 
stated  separately  in  the  official  returns, 
but  are  included  in  the  exports  to  the 
foreign  West  Indies.  In  1839,  the  total 
only  amounted  to  891,826/.  of  which  he 
believed  one-fourth  did  not  belong  to 
Cuba.  Now  contrast  the  above  with  the 
exports  to  the  Bast  and  West  Indies.  In 
1830,  the  exporu  to  the  £ast*Indis  Com* 
panv's  territories,  including  Ceylon,  were 
3,8d5,000/,  In  1835,  the  year  before  the 
equalixation  of  the  Sugar  Duties,  they 
amounted  to  3,192,692/. -<- in  1836,  to 
4,285,829/.,  and  in  1839,  to  4,748,607/. 
The  exports  to  the  West  Indies  in  1830, 
amounted  to  2,838,090/.,  and  in  1839, 
to  3,M6,598/.  It  thua  appears  that  the 
exports  to  the  East  and  West  Indies, 
inoluding  the  Mauritius  and  Ceylon,  in  the 
year  1839  amounted  to  8,735,206/.,  while, 
the  same  period,  the  exports  to  the 


Braxils  amounted  only  to  2,650,7131.  li 
Would  be  seen  that  his  statement  varied 
much  from  that  made  by  theChanoellotof 
the  Exchequer  upon  the  same  point.  Ho 
(Mr.  Hogg)  took  bis  information  iVom 
official  returns  laid  before  the  House,  and 
he  coni\esse4  himself  at  a  loss  to  know 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  his 
figures  when  he  stated  to  the  House  thai 
in  1839  the  eiiports  to  the  Braaila  had  ex« 
ceeded  5,000,000/.,  and  amounted  to 
nearly  as  much  as  the  exports  to  the  Bast 
and  West  Indies,  during  the  same  year 
put  together.  [Here  some  hon.  Member 
said,  from  the  Evidence  before  the  Import 
Duties'  Committee.]  Yes,  (continued  Mr. 
Hogg)  he  was  aware  that  some  such  alle« 
gat  ion  had  been  made  before  thatcom- 
mittee,  but  why  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  making  an  official  state* 
ment  to  that  House,  refer  to  official  returns, 
and  not  take  his  facts  from  loose  allegn* 
tions  made  by  interested  merchants.  He 
had  one  more  observation  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  evidence  before  that  com* 
mittee.  Mr.  Cookshott,  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses, when  wisliing  to  shew  how  much 
the  price  to  the  consumer  would  be  re« 
duced  if  the  introduction  of  Foreign  sugar 
was  permitted,  stated,  that  be  bad  then  a 
veasel  at  Falmouth  with  265  tons  of  Braxil 
sugar,  which  he  would  be  glad  to  delivier 
at  25«.  for  the  white,  and  21s.  for  the 
brown,  equal  in  quality  to  Britiah  colonial 
at  6lj.  and  57f .  in  bond.  He  added,  thai 
if  he  were  permitted  to  land  his  sngara  at 
a  duty  of  24s.  the  difference  in  price  to 
the  consumer  would  be  36s.,  while  he  him- 
self would  have  a  fttir  mercantile  profit. 
So  these  Brazilian  merchants,  who  modest« 
ly  ask  the  committee  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  Foreign  sugar  to  36s.,  giving  to  Britiah 
sugar  a  protection  of  12f.  admit  tliem- 
selves,  that  with  a  difference  of  36i.  they 
could  rcflixe  remunerating  prices.  Mr.- 
McQueen,  a  gentleman  of  great  intelli- 
genoe,  who  was  examined  before  the  East 
India  Produce  Committee,  of  which  he 
(Mr.  Hogg)  was  a  member,  stated  that  one 
acre  of  Land  in  Cuba  would  produce  ^» 
much  sugar  as  six  of  the  moat  fortile  aceu 
in  the  East  Indies.  The  Ooveroment  mea- 
sure  disreii^rded  all  the  considerationa 
suggested  by  the  report  of  the  Import 
Duties'  Committee,upon  which  it  professed 
to  be  founded.  That  committee  had  r«« 
oommended  that  a  change  should  be  efiec* 
ted  '*  in  snch  a  manner  that  existing  inter* 
,  csta  may  auffer  as  little  as  possible  in  Uio 
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UinttlioQ  to  a  more  equitable  and  liberal 
state  of  tbiogs/'  That  was  the  principle 
that  UDtil  now  had  always  been  acted 
upon ;  that  was  the  principle  which  had 
been  acted  upon  by  Mr.  Rice,  as  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  in  1836.  When  in- 
troducing the  bill  for  the  Equalization  of 
the  Su^ar  Duties,  that  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  be  admitted  the  principle 
and  fairness  of  giving  adequate  notice  to 
the  interests  affected,  and  he  contended 
that  the  discussions  which  had  taken  place 
in  Parliament  had  afforded  what  was  equi- 
valent to  two  years  notice  of  the  ioteutioo 
of  Government  to  introduce  the  measure 
then  under  consideration*  Upon  the  same 
occasion  Mr.  Rice  most  strongly  expressed 
his  opinion  against  the  introduction  of  any 
foreign  grown  sugar,  not  actually  the  pro- 
duce of  the  British  territories  in  India, 
and  said,  that  it  would  be  a  fraud  in  legis- 
lation  to  admit  foreign-grown  East-I^dia 
sugar,  thereby  excluding  the  produce  of 
our  subsidiary  States.  The  Cabinet  in 
1836,  therefore,  could  not  have  had  the  re- 
motest intention  of  allowing  the  introduc- 
tion of  foreign  sugar,  still  less  slave-grown 
sugar  into  this  country.  But,  was  such  a 
question  suggested  in  1836  ?  It  was — the 
price  of  sugar  was  then  high,  it  exceeded 
63f.,  and  the  expediency  of  reducing  the 
duty  on  foreign  sugar  was  contended  for, 
both  on  the  grounds  of  lowering  the  price, 
and  of  eaeouraging  our  trade  to  the  Bra- 
sBa*  The  right  boo.  Gentleman,  the  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  bad  not  stated 
bow  be  expected  to  realize  the  additional 
revenue  of  700,000/.  He  (Mr.  Hogg) 
feared  that  it  could  only  be  effected  by  dis- 
lodging British  sugar,  paying  a  duty  of 
24s.,  and  introducing  so  much  foreign 
sugar  at  a  duty  of  36s.,  as  would  make  up 
the  required  sum.  This  was  the  only  way 
in  which  the  proposed  alteration  could 
•erve  tbe -revenue,  and  it  would  be  easy  to 
aatinate  what  a  vast  amount  of  British 
plantation  sugar  must  be  dislodged  in  the 
home  market.  When  referring  to  the  pre- 
sent time  as  chosen  for  these  changes,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  had  said  most  deploringly , 
'•  Look  at  tbe  present  state  of  affairs !  A 
most  important  crisis  has  arrived  I**  What 
the  nature  of  that  crisis  might  be,  whether 
financial,  commercial,  or  political,  he  (Mr. 
Hogg)  could  not  pretend  to  say  ;  but  the 
pressure  of  that  crisis  was  the  reason  as- 
signed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
bringing  forward  these  propositions  at  the 


present  time.    The  noble  Lord  (Lovd  J* 
Russell)  in  his  speech  that  evening,  bad 
dwelt  with  satisfaction  on  the  state  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  the  West  Indies.    He 
had  described  the  comforts,  almost  the 
luxuries    enjoyed    by    the   emancipated 
negrp,  and  be  stated  that  the  great  mea- 
sure of  emancipation  had  been  attended 
with  a  success,  far  beyond  the  expectatJOu# 
of    its  most  sangume  advocateSa     But 
when  the  noble  Lord  thus  described  in 
glowing  language  the  condition  of  tba  a- 
bouring  classes,  he  had  altogether  forgot- 
ten to  advert  to  the  position  of  the  pro- 
prietors.   The   situation  of   the  labourer 
was  such  as  the  noble  I<iOrd  had  represen- 
ted, but  it  was  derived  from  the  power  he 
possessed  of  exacting  from  the  proprietors 
whatever  terms  he  thought  fit  to  demand. 
When  things  were  progressing  towards  the 
introduction  of  free  labour,  when  the  ex- 
periment which  had  been  made  was  abou| 
to  prove  successful,  when  the  labourer  was 
happy  and  contented,  and  when  the  pro- 
prietor was  making  every  effort  to  conform 
to    the    wishes    and  injunctions^  of   the 
Legislature.     When   he   was  submitting 
quietly  to  past  losses,  and  still  incurring  a 
large  expenditure,  in  the  hope  that  hie 
sugars  would  find  a  market  in  this  coun- 
try, was  that  the  moment  to  mar«  by  a 
measure  like  the  present,  the  hopes  and 
the  prospects  that  have  been  thus  fondly 
indulged  in.    The  noble  Lord  might  con- 
template with  satisfaction  the  condition  of 
the  emancipated  negro  now,  but  he  would 
beg  of  him  to  look  at  the  other  side  of  the 
picture,  and  to  consider  what  would  be 
the  state  of  that  negro  if  the  present  mea- 
sure should   pass  into  a  law.    Did  the 
House  suppose,  that  after  the  measure  of 
emancipation  was  carried,  any  West-India 
proprietor  would  have  continued  to  submit 
to  the  sacrifices  he  has  since  been  called 
upon  to  make,  could  he  have  anticipated 
the  introduction  of  such  a  measure  as  the 
present  ?    He  should  like  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  what  he  would  have  said,  if,  during 
the  discussion  on  the  Emancipation  Bill, 
which  he  has  told  us  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, and  the  West-India  proprietors  so 
strongly  opposed,  some  hon.  Member  had 
said  on  their  behalf,  that  just  as  they 
should  be  emerging  from  their  difficulties, 
how  did  they  know  that  the  Government 
would  not  come  forward  and  propose  the 
introduction  into  our  markets  of  the  slave- 
grown  sugar  of  other  countries  ?    If  any 
hon.  Member  had  ventured  to  risk  such  a 
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aomilioot  doabtleu  be  woald  ha?e  been 
iDdigaBolly  booted  down  by  the  House. 
Witb  respect  to  the  East  Indies,  be  (Mr. 
Hogg)  did  not  tbiok  tbat  the  operation  of 
tbe  proposed  measure  would  be  quite  so 
iDJonoas  as  in  the  West  Indies.  He  had 
•odeftvoured  to  6ght  the  battle  for  the 
East  Indies  when  claiming  for  the  produce 
of  that  country  the  same  duties  as  were 
imposed  on  the  same  produce  when  com* 
ing  from  the  West  IndieSi  and  had  op- 
poaed  many  friends  with  whom  it  was 
pttiaful  for  him  to  differ ;  but  he  had  done 
lo  believing  that  the  principles  for  which. 
he  contended  were  true.  He  then  con- 
tended, and  he  was  still  prepared  to  con- 
tend, that  the  same  duties  ought  to  be 
imposed  on  the  same  produce  when  im- 
ported from  different  dependencies  of  the 
same  empire,  but  tbe  course  which  he  bad 
then  parsued  should  not  prevent  him  from 
looking  at  present  to  the  condition  and 
interests  of  the  West  Indies.  Let  it  not 
however  be  supposed,  tbat  because  he  sup- 
ported the  resolution  of  the  noble  Ix)rd, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  he  was  an  ad- 
vocate for  restrictions  on  trade.  He  would 
have  no  restrictions  that  were  not  called 
for  by  some  paramount  national  policy,  or 
from  a  doe  consideration  for  some  exist- 
ing interests.  Tbe  great  object  of  the 
equalisatfen  of  duties  in  1836  was  to  se- 
cure cheap  and  free-labour  sugar  to  the 
consumers  in  this  country,  and  he  had  al- 
ready shown  from  what  passed  on  that  oc- 
casion, that  Government  could  not  then 
have  had  any  intention  of  introducing 
foreign,  and  still  less  slave-grown  sugar 
into  this  market.  He  would  now  beg  tbe 
attention  of  the  House  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  June 
last,  in  the  debate  upon  Mr.  Ewart's  mo- 
tk>n  for  the  reduction  of  duty  upon  foreign 
sugar.     Mr.  Laboubhere  then  said, 

^  He  must  adroit,  tbat  there  were  circum- 
stanees  connected  with  tbe  subject— circum- 
stances  which  bad  led  numerous  bodies  of 
persons,  interested  in  tbe  great  brancbes  of 
trade  to  petition  Parliament,  which,  at  tbe 
present  moment  rendered  it  natural  and  pro- 
per, even  more  than  at  any  other  time,  tbat 
tbe  question  sboald  be  seriously  considered 
by  tbe  House  of  Commons/' 

And  again, 

**lf  on  looking  at  this  question,  be  were  to 
do  so,  merely,  in  a  financial  and  commercial 
point  of  view.    If  be  were  to  apply  to  it  only 
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tbe  ordinary  rules,  by  which  the  House  ought 
to  be  guided  in  discussing  matters  of  mis 
kind — rules,  which  involved  tbe  extension  of 
a  due  protection  to  tbe  Colonies,  to  tbe  con- 
sumers of  colonial  produce,  and  to  the  trade 
of  this  country,  be  should  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  tbat  an  abundant  case  had  been 
made  out  for  a  reduction  of  tbe  duty  upon 
foreign  sugar,  to  such  an  extent  as  should 
admit  of  its  importation  into  this  country.  But 
could  they  for  a  moment  induce  themselves 
to  say,  tbat  the  whole  question  of  sugar,  and 
of  the  sugar  trade,  was  one  of  that  simple 
nature.  Could  they  for  a  moment  induce 
themselves  to  say,  that  this  question  was  not 
one  which  they  were  bound  to  consider  in 
connection  witb  many  others.  Could  they 
bring  themselves  to  believe,  that  they  would 
be  meetinfi;  tbe  real  wishes  of  their  constitu- 
ents, or  that  they  would  be  doing  their  duty 
to  the  country,  if  in  dealing  with  this  question, 
they  excluded  the  consideration  of  other  mat- 
ters of  a  very  important  nature,  which  they 
were  bound  to  bear  in  their  minds  when  they 
attempted  to  deal  witb  anything  affecting  the 
interests  of  tbe  sugar  producing  colonies." 

And  again, 

''He  owned  he  was  not  able  to  make  up 
his  mind  that  that  was  a  course  which  he 
ought  to  recommend  to  tbe  House.  He  did 
not  beliere  it  was  a  course  that  would  be 
agreeable  to  their  constituents,  when  thev 
came  to  understand  all  the  facts  of  the  case.'* 

Speaking  of  the  other  articles  of  slave 
produce  admitted  into  this  country,  he 
said, 

"  He  was  not  prepared  |o  say,  tbat  upon 
this  subject  the  course  of  legislation  in  £ng« 
land  been  consistent,  but  be  thought  that  a 
broad  distinction  was  to  be  drawn  between 
the  importation  of  sugar  and  tbe  importation 
of  tobacco  and  cotton.  It  was  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  tbat  tbe  two  latter  commodities,  did 
not  enter  into  competition  witb  any  similar 
articles  raised  by  free  labour  in  our  own  co- 
lonies.'' 

Aud  again, 

**  He  found  also,  tbat  while  this  diminution 
was  going  on  in  tbe  supply  from  the  West 
Indies,  tbe  quantity  imported  from  tbe  East 
Indies  and  the  Mauritius  had  considerably 
increased ;  so  much  so,  that  last  year  there 
was  imported  from  those  distant  regions,  no 
less  a  quantity  than  1,131,000  cwt.;  tbat  fact 
undoubtedly  justified  a  hope,  that  we  might 
look  to  that  quarter  for  a  very  considerable 
supply  of  this  necessary  article  of  consump- 
tion." 

One  more  extract  and  be  had  done, 

"  But  be  that  as  it  might,  be  believed  that 
tbe  people  of  this  country  required  the  great 
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eiperiMftDt  which  they  had  underUken  to  be 
fairly  tried,  eod  he  was  satisfied  that  they 
would  think  it  was  not  fairly  tried,  if  at  that 
noment,  when  the  colonisti  were  straggling 
with  such  difficultiee  as  he  had  described,  and 
which  were  mainly  incidental  upon  the  altef- 
ations  which  the  experiment  necessarily  inlr<w 
duced  into  the  social  oondition  of  the  West 
Indies ;  we  were  to  open  the  llood*gates  of  a 
foreign  supply  and  to  inundate  the  British 
market  with  sugar,  the  produce  of  slave  la- 
bour," 

Such  were  the  opinions  expresed  by  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  only  ten  months  ago, 
•nd  they  were  then  responded  to  by  the 
whole  House.  He  (Mr.  Hogg)  begged 
to  assure  the  House,  that  the  sentimenis 
which  he  had  expressed  were  not  merely 
those  of  himself  as  an  individual;  the 
earoe  sentiments  had  already  been  com- 
municated to  her  Majeaty's  Government, 
hj  the  Court  of  Direotore  of  the  Bast 
India  Company  at  a  body.  The  view  of 
the  subject,  taken  by  the  Home  Govern- 
ment of  India  as  far  as  they  were  not 
controlled  by  her  Majesty's  Qovernment« 
would  be  seen  from  the  following  letter, 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  read.  It  is  dated  the  Qfth  of 
May,  and  addressed  to  W.CIay,Esq  ,M,P. 

^  Sir,— -In  reference  to  the  intention  which 
has  been  expressed  on  the  part  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  propose  a  reduction  of 
duty  upon  foreign  sugars  imported  into  Great 
Britain.  I  an  commanded  by  the  Court  of 
0tpeetora  of  the  East  India  Coropsny  to  call 
the  immediate  attention  of  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners for  the  Afairs  of  lndia»  to  the  fact. 
that  consequent  upon  the  recent  equaliuition 
of  the  duties  upon  East  India  sugar  with 
those  upon  sugar  from  the  West  Indies,  an 
impetus  has  been  given  to  the  production  of 
East  India  sugar,  which,  if  unchecked,  will 
assuredly  and  without  delay,  yield  to  thu  con- 
sumers of  this  country  an  ample  supply, 
and  enable  India  to  take  more  of  the  manu- 
faoturu  of  Great  Britain  in  return.  But, 
if  in  the  early  stage  of  the  great  measure 
of  equalisation,  from  which  so  much  benefit, 
both  to  ludia  and  to  England,  is  justly  amid- 
paled,  an  alteration  be  made  in  the  duties 
upon  foreign  sugar  with  the  view  of  bringing 
a  large  supply  of  it  into  competition  in  tl«e 
home  market  with  the  sugars  of  the  British 
possessions,  the  Court  apprehend  nothing  less 
Uian  a  total  defeat  of  the  hopes  and  expect- 
ations under  which  they  so  long  sought,  and 
at  length  successfully  accomplished,  that  act  of 
justice  for  India.  The  Court  desire  me  further 
to  submit  that  the  effect  of  any  such  change 
will  be  most  seriously  detrimental  to  cspital- 
istf ,  both  European  and  native,  who  have  been 


ted  to  embarit  their  property  in  the  ealtivalaoii 
of  sugar.  The  Court  rely  upon  the  Eloard  to 
interpose  with  a  view  to  obviate  the  injurious 
consequences  which  the  Court  deprecate,  and 
to  protect  the  people  from  severe  disappoint- 
ment just  at  the  moment  when  they  are  begin- 
ning to  reap  the  benefits  of  the  cqualitati^a  of 
duty  so  wisely  and  justly  aceoided  to  iheai  ky 
Parliament."    «  I  have,  k^" 

In  order  to  show  the  House  how  eevepe 
must  be  the  pressure  in  India,  if  a  men* 
sure  like  the  present  sbooM  be  earried 
without  adequate  notice,  he  begged  to 
state  to  the  House,  that  the  Bfitbb  mer- 
chants in  India,  made  advances  to    the 
Ryots,  or  native  enltivators  ef  the  soil,  lor 
sugar,  indigo,  and  all  other  produce.     He 
believed,   that  advances  for  the  coming 
year  to  an  immense  amount  must  already 
nave  been  made  on  the  faith  of  the  conti* 
nuance  of  the  present  duties,  and  from  all 
he  had  heard,  he  had  little  doubt,  that  the 
produce  of  India,  next  year,  uroold  not  be 
much  under  100,000  tons.     But  apart 
from  all  considerations  relating  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  East  or  West  Indies.     8op» 
posing,  that  the  present   prospects  at  to 
sugar  were  other  than  he  had  represented 
—suppose,  that  the  supply  from  our  own 
possessions,  was  not  likely  much  to  exceed 
the  consumption,  and  that  a  continuance 
of  the  late  nigh  prices  was  to  be  appro* 
bended.     He  asked  the  House,  whether 
they  would,  on  that  account,  consent  to 
repeal  the  great  and  glorious  measure  of 
emancipation  f    And  whether  they  would 
add  to  the  disgrace  of  such  a  proeeedin^, 
by  acting  indirectly,  and  repealing  it,  by 
the  provisions  of  a  customs  bill  ?     If  they 
did  regret  the  efforts  and  the  meriAcee 
they  had  made  for  the  aoppremion  of  the 
horrid  traffic  in  human  flesh,   let   them 
boldly  and  openly  declare  that  regret^ 
let  them  boldly  and  openly  avow  their  in- 
tention to  retrace  their  steps, and  lei  ibem 
give  to  the  West  Indies  with  the  rwt  of 
Ihe  world,  unrestricted  liberty  to  import 
slaves  fHwi  the  eoasi  ef  Afiica ;  and  let 
them  proclaim  to  the  people  of  England, 
that  the  doctrines  of  f^ee  trade  and  politi* 
cal  economy  were  paramount  to  the  dic- 
tates of  humanity,  and  the  holiest  obliga- 
tions of  religion.    Was  it  to  be  endnred 
in  a  Christian — nay,  was  il  to  be  endnred 
in  a  deliberative  assembly — that  after  they 
had  expended  twentv  millions  ef  money, 
in  the  extinction  or  slavery  in  onr  own 
possemlons,  and  more  than  twenty  mil- 
lions in  attempting  to  extinguish  il  abroad 
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— after  tbey  hacl  roaintaine4  8$Mlement9« 
and  tent  out  expeditions  at  a  frightful  ex- 
pendilure  of  life  and  of  tres^sure— 'after 
they  had  fearlessly  encountered  and  oon- 
tioued  to  encounter  the  risk  pf  war  with 
rofieigo  ceuntriea,  by  the  interference  of 
oor  eraizers,  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  gite  fresh  life  and  vigour  to  thai  revolt 
in^  Ireffie,  because  sugar  happened  to  be 
a  penny  a  pound  dearer,  and  t)ecause  her 
Binjesty*8  Ministers  bad  deranged  the 
finaaeea  of  the  country?  U  was  well 
koowo  to  Parliament,  and  to  the  country, 
wlien  slave-labour  was  abolished  within 
oar  posseasloos,  that  the  effect  must  inevt. 
lably  be,  at  least,  for  many  years,  to  di* 
oiinish  the  production,  and  consequently 
to  enhance  the  price  of  sugar.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  £|xcbequer,  suppose,  that  any  sueh 
paltry  consideration  could  have  influenced 
the  country  when  accomplishing  such  an 
object?  Or,  that  such  a  consideration 
could  influence  them  now  ?  It  mattered 
not  how  specious  might  be  the  grounds 
on  which  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  endeavoured  to  rest  the 
Goestion.  He  (Mr.  Hogg),  did  not  be- 
lie ve,  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
tolerate^  that  a  tottering  Ministry,  instead 
of  dealinj[  with  the  great  questiqns  of  the 
eom-laws  and  slaveriabpiir,  op  the  grotinds 
pf  natiooM  policy  and  justice,  nbould,  for 
porpoiea  which  they  did  not,  and  perhaps 
ciarts  not  avoWf  be  permitted  to  introdt^ce 
them  into  the  Badget,  as  mere  matters  of 
finance,  and  to  urge  jo  their  excuse^  a 
criaia  brought  abou(  by  their  own  mUrvle. 
They  all  ki^ew,  that  the  noble  l^ord  was 
nol  only  an  aUei  but  a  bpld  politician ; 
and  the  aoceeas  which  h^d  attended  him^ 
might  induce  him  to  think  he  inight  be 
not  only  bold,  hi9t  reekless.  Bitt  he 
wQold  veotore  to  tell  the  noble  Lord*  that 
be  would  find  that  night,  there  was  a  limit 
t4  the  ^nduFanee  of  the  couetiy,  and  to 
the  emfideace  of  those  who  surrounded 
hi«i.  If  ihia  were  a  mere  party  struggle, 
as  bad  been  inslnoatad  by  the  neble  Lord, 
GoverttBient  might  possibly  escape,  as 
they  bad  lately  done,  with  a  majority 
againat  them,  of  some  ten  or  twenty.  But 
being  a  queation  that  involved  the  honour 
of  the  nation,  the  feelings  of  huraanfty, 
and  the  preoepts  ef  the  Gospel,  he  felt 
eooident,  that  the  House,  without  refer- 
eaee  to  party  or  to  politics,  would  declare 
ibeir  opinion,  by  such  a  maiority,  that 
eawM  hordly  fall  to  prove  fatal  to  the  Go- 


vernmeitt,  and  wouldt  ^o*t  assuredlyi  be 
hailed  with  satisfaction  by  the  country. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the 
turn  which  the  debate  had  taken«  after  the 
speech  which  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  opening  of  the  discussion.  He 
was  not  at  all  surprised,  that  the  statesman- 
like views  which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
of  the  commercial  policy  of  the  country, 
had  been,  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  suddenly 
narrowed  down  to  a  question  of  mere  East 
and  West  India  interests.  Neither  was  he 
surprised  when  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
Just  sat  down  declared  himself  an  advocate 
of  fVee  trade  in  all  cases  in  which  no  exist- 
ing interests,  no  vested  interests  were  en- 
dangered. But  though  not  surprised  at 
what  he  heard,  he  must  confess  he  was 
struck  with  the  boldness  of  the  hon*  Mem- 
bers inconsistency.  But  the  other  day  he 
was  assailing  the  West  Indian  monopoly, 
in  conjunction  with  him  (Mr.  Hawes),  to 
day  he  was  its  advocate,  because  it  now 
was  a  usefbl  ally  to  the  additional  monopoly 
in  the  £ast.  The  hon.  Member  then 
m)unded  his  daim  to  the  admission  of 
East  Indian  Rum  to  the  English  market, 
upon  equal  terms,  on  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  and  the  interests  of  the  eonsuipeF. 
Both  are  now  forgotten  in  his  advocacy  of 
the  East  Indian  interest.  When,  however, 
the  question  of  free  trade  was  fblrly  brought 
before  the  House,  he  always  expected  that 
a  serious  effort  would  be  made  to  divert  the 
attention  of  the  House,  fh>m  those  interests 
which  immediately  affected  the  condition  of 
the  working  classes  of  the  country,  to  those 
of  the  monopolist.  In  that  expectation 
he  had  not  been  disappointed )  it  was  suf- 
ficiently apparent  in  the  speech  which  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  fbr  Liverpool,  in- 
tended as  an  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Becretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
as  VFoll  be  told  at  once,  that  this  was 
no  sugar  debate.  If  indeed  it  were,  cer- 
tain Tight  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
scarcely  be  expected  to  taKO  a  hostile 
part  in  it ;  for,  in  the  year  1828,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
had  assented  to  proporitions  infinitely  more 
favourable  to  the  introduction  of  slave- 
grown  sugar  than  the  present.  []Mr.  Goul^ 
ium :  No,  no.]  Well,  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  ibr  the  University  of  Cambridge 
had  not  consented  to  such  propositions,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harwich  had.  It  was 
either  the  one  or  the  other  of  them.  Now, 
however,  they  both  expressed  their  great 
honror  df  a  sbnilar  proposalt    Mr.  CImrles 
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Orant  now  Lord  Glenelg,  when  he  brought 
the  question  of  the  sugar  duties  before  the 
House,  stated  that  to  the  scale  of  duties 
which  he  then  proposed,  viz:  a  duty  on 
West  India  sugar  of  20«.,  and  to  quote  the 
report  in  'Hansard'  on  the  9th  June,  1828. 

"  His  next  proposition  was  that  the  duty  oo 
East  Indian  sugar  should  be  lowered  Ss,,  and 
that  foreign  sugar  should  be  admitted  at  a  duty 
of  28i.,  (and  Mr. Grant  added)  that  this  propo- 
sition was  favourably  considered  by  his  r^ht 
hoD.  Friend,  and  other  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment/' 

After  thu,  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  would  leave 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  reconcile  his 
present,  with  his  past  policy  upon  this 
question.  But  passing  from  this  topic  he 
certainly  expected,  that  the  noble  L^rd  in 
bringing  forward  his  amendment  on  this 
important  subject,  would  have  made  some 
reference  to  the  present  embarrassed  state  | 
of  the  trade  of  the  country.  No  one  could  j 
view  it  without  apprehension  and  alarm. 
He  must  know,  that  trade  was  greatly  de- 
pressed in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
but  there  was  not  a  word  from  the  noble 
Lord  on  this  subject— not  a  word  shew- 
ing that  the  noUe  Lord  had  any  plan, 
or  adopted  any  principle  calculatMl  to 
relieve  our  trade,  or  the  lufferinfis  from 
artisans,  or  meet  the  financial  difficul- 
ties of  the  country.  Now,  he  undertook 
to  say,  that  the  state  of  trade  was 
more  depressed  than  at  any  former  pe- 
riod. From  peculiar  circumstanees  oon- 
necied  with  the  United  States,  the  estports 
in  that  direction  had  lessened.  From  the 
state  of  our  relations  with  China,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  not  ventured  to 
condemn  the  fleneral  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  had  they  done  so,  the  interrup- 
tion of  our  friendly  relations  with  China 
from  whatever  cause  or  policy,  however 
mistaken,  now  added  to  the  depression  of 
trade.  Hence  the  pressing  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  was,  whether  that  could 
be  removed  by  emancipating  it  from  the  re- 
strictions which  now  fetter  it.  With  re- 
jpurd  to  our  trade,  there  was  eveir  reason  to 
suppose,  that  whilst  the  population  and 
capital  of  this  country  had  greatly  in- 
crcaaedy  trade  had  not  increased  in  the 
seme  proportion.  This  was  the  oonae. 
quence  of  narrowing  the  channels  of  com- 
meroe,  of  refusing  to  expand  our  Legislation 
in  coincidence  with  our  oommerciid  enter- 
prise, andof  ourpraetically  declining  to  open 

no  mode  of  making  trade  keep  pace  with 


population^  but  by  increaang  the  nuraher 
of  markets,  by  tempting  fbragnen  to  boy 
our  eoods  by  taking  theirs  in  exchange.  If 
the  House  referred  to  the  valtie  of  Britiah 
exports  in  1801,  a  time  of  war,  they  would 
find  the  amount  to  be  39,700,000/.,  wbkJi 
was  at  the  rate  of  2/.  8f  7d.  per  head,  lor 
the  wliole  population.  In  1840,  makine  m 
similar  comparison  of  exports  with  popiuiip 
don,  the  rate  per  head  would  not  be  move 
thaiv  1/.  1 7s.  It  appeared,  then,  thai  wldle 
population  and  capital hadincreased,tnMlelisid 
not  increased  proportionately;  and  soch  being 
the  case,  it  was  of  the  utmost  importane^ 
that  the  question  now  before  the  House 
should  not  be  treated  as  a  party  question, 
not  as  a  sugar  question,  but  as  a  question 
which  concerned  the  great  oommeiaal  and 
permanent  interests  of  the  country.  The 
noble  l^rd  who  introduced  the  amend, 
ment  should  have  put  forth  the  principles 
on  which  his  party  were  prepared  to  oeal 
with  the  great  interests  now  in  peril,  and 
then  the  country  having  them  and  those  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  before  them, 
might  temperately  consider,  and  calmly 
deode  between  them.  But  it  was  ne^ 
cessary  to  deal  with  the  objections 
raised'  specifically  to  this  plan  on  the 
ground,  that  it  would  increase  slaveiy 
and  the  slave-trade,  and  the  plea  oif 
injustice  to  the  West-India  interest.  The 
West-India  interest,  during  the  last  fifty 
years,  had  always  been  complaining  of  their 
sufferings.  They  had  been  mined  every 
year  during  that  period.  In  1798,  when 
the  slave-trade  flourished,  they  said,  that 
nothinff  could  save  the  planten  but  a  high 
price  of  sugar.  During  the  war  they  com- 
plained of  unusual  competition  from  foreign 
countries.  When  slavery  was  abolished, 
the  same  complaint  continued.  They  still 
demanded  protection— 4hat  was  to  say,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  should  be  taxed 
for  their  own  peculiar  benefit.  These  were 
not  mere  assertions,  but  statements  founded 
on  official  and  Westplndian  aotiiorhiss. 
The  plea  of  injustice  was  alwaya  raised  by 
the  west-Indian  interest,  whenever  any 
measure  endangering  their  monopoly  was 
proposed.  Twenty  millions  had  not  satis- 
fied them,  nor  wouU  twenty  millions  mors, 
so  long  ss  an  uniust  protection  enfeebled 
their  exertions.  Protection,  not  6ee  trsde, 
would  be  their  ruin.  When  he  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beveriey  speak  of 
making  common  cause  with  the  Wsst- 
India  intersst,  he  owned  he  tkh  astonished 
at  the  facility  with  whidi  he  changed  his 
opinions,    \vhen  the  questioo  of  eqnalt- 
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of  duties  on  East-India  pro- 
duce was  before  the  House^  no  man 
had  more  eloquently  contended,  than  the 
hon.  Memher,  that  the  free  trade  en- 
joyed hy  the  British  possessions  in  India 
was  the  foundation  of  their  prosperity.  All 
the  great  branches  of  its  staple  produce, 
were  supplanting  the  produce  of  slave  la- 
boor.  Indigo  from  the  East  Indies,  which 
was  of  comparatively  recent  introduction, 
had  already  supplanted  slave-grown  indigo, 
in  every  market  of  the  world.  East-India 
sugjsr  competed  with  West-India  sugar, 
even  while  slavery  existed,  and  the  cotton 
of  India  was  sold  at  a  lower  price  than 
slave-grown  cottouj  and  was  supplanting 
American  and  slave-grown  cotton,  in  au 
the  markets  of  the  East.  He  laid  it  down, 
then,  9S  an  incontrovertible  position,  that 
firee*iabour  and  free  trade,  was,  under  all 
drcumstances,  more  productive  than  slave 
labour  and  protection,  and  he  could  give 
no  hotter  illustration  of  this,  than  by 
referring  to  Porto  Rico,  one  half  of  which 
was  cultivated  by  free,  and  the  other  by 
dave  labour  ;  the  former  presenting  every 
where  the  most  cheerful  and  luxuriant 
prospects,  the  latter,  a  state  of  comparative 
misery  and  degradation.  In  that  portion 
of  the  island  cultivated  by  free  labour, 
Captain  Kinter,  in  his  account  of  Porto 
Rioo,  stated,  that  the  planters  were  flou- 
xidung  ;  and,  on  the  contrary,  in  that  part 
of  the  idand  cultivated  by  slave  labour,  he 
stslei!,  that  the  estates  are  mortgaged,  and 
the  planters  embarrassed.  And,  m  refer- 
ence to  Cuba,  he  would  just  remind  the 
House,  that  Admiral  Fleming,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  West*Indian  Committee, 
stated  it  to  be  his  opinion,  that  if  slavery 
were  pat  an  end  to,,  not  a  single  estate 
would  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation.  In 
httt  the  climate  and  the  soil  gave  these 
iifands  their  legitimate  and  only  advan- 
tages. He  b^eved,  therefore,  that  by 
a  redaction  of  duty,  they  were  taking 
die  eooTse  most  likely  to  promote  the  per- 
Manent  interests  of  the  free  labourers,  and 
to  enable  free  labour  to  compete  success- 
fiifly  with  slave  labour,  because,  by  the 
rbovbI  of  an  injurious  protection,  eater* 
pnse  and  skill  would  be  stimulated  health- 
bUf  and  successfully.  The  sugar  grown 
IB  the  West  Indies  would  have  to  rely 
only  cm  its  own  resources.  Economical 
prodnction  would  be  promoted,  and  the 
kgitimBtr  application  of  capital — sources 
ofwealtfa  which  neither  time  nor  circum- 
slaiioes  would  impair.  His  right  hon. 
Ffisodi  th«  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 


lets, he  ventured  to  anticipate,  would  take 
another  objection.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
was  impressed  with  the  idea,  that  the  re« 
duction  of  duty  on  our  colonial  sugar,  would 
encourage  the  slave  trade  and  slavery ;  to 
promote  either  the  one  or  the  other,  he 
deemed  a  sin — a  violation  of  the  law  of 
God.  In  fact,  his  right  hon.  Friend  took, 
in  common  with  many  others,  a  religious 
objection  to  the  supposed  result  of  this  mea- 
sure. Now,  granting,  for  the  sake  of  ar- 
gument, that  slavery  was  sinful,  and  its 
encouragement  the  consequence  of  this 
measure,  was  his  right  hon.  Friend  pre- 
pared to  contend,  that  the  importation  of 
slave-grown  sugar,  the  produce  of  countries 
as  independent  as  our  own,  and  its  con- 
sumption by  our  own  population  was  sinful 
and  that  he  was  entitled,  because  he  so 
viewed  it,  to  enforce  his  views  by 
act  of  Parliament?  Was  not  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  imposing  bis 
own  view  of  what  was  against  the  law  of 
God  upon  others — was  he  not  proposing  to 
legislate  on  the  very  same  basis  on  which 
had  rested  every  bigoted  and  intolerant 
measure,  introduced  into  this  House. 
Would  not  the  same  principle  be  equally 
good  for  the  enforcement  of  an  net  of  uni- 
formity, and  equally  so  for  the  insisting 
upon  any  matter  of  faith  or  ceremonial? 
How  far  were  they  to  go,  or  where  could 
they  stop  in  the  application  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple in  matters  of  trade  ?  Ought 
they  not  equally  to  exclude  all  kinds  of 
slave  produce  ?  Did  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  go  that  length  ?  He  had 
no  doubt  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  slave-grown  produce  in  his  pocket  in 
the  shape  of  snuff,  cotton  in  one  shape  or 
another,  about  his  person,  also  the  produce 
of  slave  labour.  There  was  as  much 
violation,  it  must  be  admitted,  in  using  one 
kind  of  produce  as  another.  This  objection 
he  humbly  considered  as  untenable,  and 
inconsistent  with  those  principles  of  religi- 
ous liberty  and  the  rights  of  conscience,  of 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  for  so  long 
a  period  been  the  eloquent  and  consistent 
advocate.  He  was  surprised  at  hearing 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say,  that  a  dimi- 
nution of  price  would  not  increase  con* 
sumption.  He  thought  the  increase  of 
consumption  capable  of  proof.  He  founds 
that  the  consumption  of  sugar  and  molasses 
included,  was,  in  1839,  upwards  of  201bs. 
per  head.  The  population  was  24,000,000, 
and  the  price  of  sugar  23«.  and  a  frac- 
tion in  bond.  In  1840,  the  consumption 
was  but  Idlb  per  head,  whilst  the  popula- 
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lion  had  augtnented  to  28,000,000.  And 
the  revenue  of  1840,  ds  compared  Mvixh 
1831,  showed  a  falling  off,  notwithstand- 
ing the  increase  of  population,  of  upwards 
of  200,000/.  But  if  the  consumption  of 
sugar  had  increased  with  the  increasing 
population^  the  Revenue  ought  to  have 
been  in  the  following  proportion.  As 
24,000,000,  the  population  in  1831,  is  to 
4,650,590/.,  the  revenue  of  the  sahie  year, 
so  is  28,000,000,  the  population  in  1841, 
to  5,425,000/.  But  the  actual  revenue  in 
1841,  was  only  4,449,000/.  or  upwards  of 
900,000/.  le&<  than  it  ought  to  have  been, 
according  to  the  consumption  of  1831 — a 
ye&r  selected  on  account  of  the  low  price 
of  su^r,  as  1840  is  selected  on  account  of 
the  high  price  of  sugar.  A  judicious  re- 
duction of  the  duty,  therefore,  by  the  ad- 
mission of  foreign  sugaf,  would  have 
been  the  means  of  preventing  any  de- 
falcation of  the  revenue.  But  to 'show, 
that  the  consumptive  abilicv  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  countiy  is  -underrated,  take 
only  the  quantity  of  sugar  allowed  to 
old  femde  paupers,  under  a  Poor-law 
dietary,  viz.,  seven  ounces  of  sugar  per 
week,  which  being  assumed  as  the  tru^ 
consumption,  aild  no  more,  of  the  popula- 
tion, would  give  a  consumptioki  equal  to 
287,000  tons  annually,  or  about  67,000 
tons  over  and  above  the  largest  probable 
importation.  If,  however,  a  revenue  were 
not  to  be  raised  from  foreign  sugar,  would 
hon.  Gentlemen  point  out  any  better 
source  fh)m  which  it  could  be  derived  i 
Our  finances  were  admitted  to  be  greatly 
in  arrear,  and  this  plan  presented  the 
means  of  repairing  the  damage  without 
the  Imposition  of  any  new  tax,  and 
with  the  prospect  of  an  extension  of 
our  comtnerce.  Under  the  present  scale 
of  sugar  duties,  adulteration  was  car- 
Hed  on  to  a  great  extent,  to  lower  the 
price,  as  was  proved  by  the  evidence 
before  the  Import  Duties  Committee. 
And,  Another  proof  of  the  oppression 
of  the  present  heavy  duty  was,  that  the 
coffee-house  keepers  of  the  metropolis  had 
stated  before  the  same  committee,  that 
they  should  not  be  able,  if  the  price  of 
sugar  continued  high,  to  supply  coffee 
without  advancing  it  price.  That  a  large 
class  would  thereby  be  unable  to  purchase 
it  for  their  coffee,  and  would,  consequently, 
be  deprived  of  the  beverage  altogether. 
He  thought,  consisidering  these  facts, 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  need  not 
have  talked  so  lightly  of  a  reduction  of 
Id.   per   pound,   when   the  article  was 


one  of  universal  consumption,  but  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  othet  dde  demanded  pro- 
tection fbr  the  West-Indiah  sugar  grower. 
Wherever  protection  had  beeti  adopted, 
its  removal  had  been  always  attended 
with  an  increase  of  manufactures  and 
commerce,  and  nothing  fcould  more  strongly 
illustrate  this  thtiU  the  present  condition  of 
the  manufkctUririg  interest  in  Russia,  where 
protectioti  had  been  carried  out  with  a 
despotic  hand,  and  had  protected  no 
branch  of  manufacture  from  rtiin,  and  nOne 
from  Unsuccessful  foreign  compelitltih.  At 
this  moment,  the  pniceedings  of  other 
tiations  were  such  as  to  suggest  the  pro- 
priety of  revising  our  commercial  System : 
we  should  soon  be  engasred  in  commercial 
negotiations  with  the  United  States,  and 
Spain  and  Austria  were  both  endeavour- 
ing to  find  relief  from  financial  difficul- 
ties by  a  liberalization  of  their  commercial 
codes.  It  Was  equally  necessary  to  revise 
our  own,  whether  for  the  maintenance  of 
our  trade,  or  the  better  preservation  of 

Seace.  That  peace  which  the  right  hon. 
iember  for  Tam  worth  So  earnestly  desined 
the  other  night,  could  be  in  no  way  so  easily 
attained  as  by  the  reciprocal  interests  and 
ties  of  commerce.  [Loud  cries  of  Order, 
Ordir.]  Hon.  Gentlemen,  who  mani- 
fl^ted  so  much  impatience,  should  recoU 
lect,  that  a  subject  of  this  sort  could  not 
be  treated  in  a  cursory  martner,  nor  could 
the  discussions  upon  it,  dry  as  they  natu- 
rally were>  be  made  entertaining,  nor 
would  they  come  to  d  very  speedy  con* 
elusion.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  whose  able  and  states- 
manlike speech  would  make  a  deep  impress 
^on  out  of  doors,  propoted  to  overcome  our 
financial  difficulties  without  the  impodfldtl 
bf  any  new  taxes.  The  noble  Lord  wa* 
opposed  at  the  verv  first  stdge,  dnd  HOii 
opposition  would  be  appreciated  by  the 
country.  Let  not  hon.  Gentlemen  suppdsd 
that  the  pfesent  state  of  things  could  eon« 
tinue.  With  the  increased  enlightenment 
and  information  of  the  people,  they  Would 
soon  understand  the  principles  which  di* 
vided  the  two  great  parties.  When  they 
saw  that  one  was  the  advocate  of  a  libetd 
commercial  policy,  which  wolud  chespeil 
all  the  great  necessaries  of  life,  they  wOuM 
not  be  slow  to  rally  round  that  party* 
Hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  be  disap^ 
nointed  if  they  expected  any  great  popu- 
larity from  the  course  they  were  nn# 
taking.  He  would  not  trouble  the  Housd 
further,  except  to  state  that  he  gave  his 
humble  but  most  earnest  thanks  to  the 
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nkAte  Lold  (Lord  J.  Runell)  fbir  the  abil- 
ity and  earti^felnett  with  which  he  had 
ekpounded  a  icheme  of  the  laraettt  and 
inobt  tomprehenBivd  commercial  policy  ever 
discDMed  In  any  legislature  before>  and  to 
eknreBS  hi*  belief  that  in  doing  so  the 
uoble  liOrd  had  done  mote  to  give  itrength 
t6  his  ))rincipleB  than  he  could  by  any 
comj^romiie  or  leoncession  whatever. 

Mr.  tiandley  bM^  be  wM  attkiotti  id 
seize  the  first  opportuhity  of  staling  the 
course  which  a  jvalnhil,  but  imperatire 
sense  of  duty  eompelled  bim  to  pursue. 
The  forms  of  the  House,  so  essential  to 
the  regulation  of  Its  proceedings,  were  too 
often  perverted  to  party  purposes,  and 
seized  upon  by  Parliamentary  tacticians 
to  trim  their  sails  so  as  to  catch  the 
popular  gale.  He  (Mr.  Handley)  could 
have  wishedthid  question  had  b6en  brought 
forward  in  a  manner  more  convenient  for 
discussion  in  that  House,  and  more  in- 
telligible out  of  doors.  He  could  not, 
however,  disconnect  the  sugar  duties  from 
the  other  great  interests  embraced  in  the 
plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
who  had  made  the  Timber  Duties,  the 
Sugar  Duties,  and  the  Corn-laws  matters 
of  financial  arrangement.  If  however,*  he 
could  have  entertained  a  doubt  on  the 
subject,  it  had  been  removed  by  the 
straightforward  course  pursued  by  the 
noble  Lord  I  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
who  had  placed  a  resolution  on  the  notice 
|)aper  of  the  House,  dealing  with  protec- 
tive duties  without  distinction.  But  he 
had  in  his  ipeech  furnished  him  with  a 
conclusive  argument ;  for  the  noble  Lord 
had  asked  him  with  what  face  could  they 
addreis  themselves  to  the  Timber  Duties^ 
and  the  Sugar  Duties,  if  they  had  shrunk 
ftQtA  considering  the  great'  question  of 
the    Corn-laws?    The  converse  of  this 

Croposition  was  also  true ;  for  how  could 
e  (Mr.  Handley)  give  his  consent  to  a 
proposal  for  diminisliing  the  protection 
afforded  to  Canada,  no*  so  closely  con- 
nected with  us  by  the  ties  of  sympathy  for 
those  emigrants  who  had  left  our  shores 
at  our  instigation.  How  could  he  sacri* 
fice  the  protection  of  the  West- Indian 
planter,  now  struggling  in  the  infancy  of 
a  new»  a  fearful,  but  glorious  experiment, 
with  the  enormous  wages  paid  to  the 
emancipated  labourer;  and,  when  he 
e&me  to  the  question  of  the  Corn*]aws, 
turn  roondi  and  exclaim,  *'Thus  far  shall 
thou  gO|  but  no  Hirtber :  you  now  touch 
upoo  hidlowed  ground?''    But,  to  crown 


the  whole,  the  noble  Lord  had  come 
forward  with  the  monstrous  and  astoun- 
ding proposition  that  our  present  pro* 
tective  duties  on  corn  should  be  exchanged 
For  the  scale  df  fixed  duties  which  he  had 
Announced.  He  (Mr.  Handley)was  full  y 
persuaded  that  even  the  noble  Lord  had 
exceeded  the  fondest  expectations  even  of 
the  anti-Corn-law  league,  and  that  his 
proposals  would  carry  terror  and  dismay 
throughout  England,  not  only  in  agri* 
cultural  districts,  but  wherever  propertv 
was  to  be  found.  He  (Mr.  Handley; 
would  not,  on  the  present  occasion  be  led 
into  a  discussion  of  the  Corn-law  ques-* 
tion:  indeed,  he  hoped  that  occasion 
would  not  speedily  arise ;  but  he  would 
tell  the  noble  Lord,  eniphatioally  and 
advisedly^  on  the  part  of  his  constituents 
end  himself,  that  they  would  rather  be 
without  the  semblance  of  protection  at  all 
than  the  fallacious  one  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  proposed.  He  repudiated  the 
proposition — he  altogether  denounced  the 
project  and  the  scale.  Let  the  noble 
Lord  throw  open  the  corn  trade  altogether; 
but  let  him  at  the  same  time  throw  open 
the  gates  of  the  Custom-house — let  him 
abolish  the  Excise — 'and  then  let  him  ask 
the  publio  creditor  how  he  liked  the  eat* 
change  of  security,  from  cultivated  fields 
to  a  wide  waste  covered  with  a  paupetf 
population,  and  a  revenue  depending  on 
the  collateral  security  of  mills  and  manu- 
facturers. The  position  he  was  placed  in 
was  not  of  his  own  seeking :  it  was  forced 
upon  him  by  her  Msyesty's  Government-^ 
by  those  with  whom  he  had  concurred  Im 
the  great  principles  of  their  policy ;  and 
however  painful  it  might  be  to  vote  against 
them  he  should  have  the  consolation  of 
having  pursued  the  plain  and  honest  course 
which  his  conscience  dictated. 

Mr.  JameB  said,  that  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  the 
finest  and  most  statesmanlike  speech  he 
had  heard  for  twenty  years.  He  had  no 
doubts  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
brought  forward  this  resolution  with  the 
expectation  of  catching  the  votes  of  all  the 
philanthropists,  and  of  all  those  more 
closely  concerned  with  the  West  Indies. 
He  happened  to  be  one  of  those  who  had 
a  personal  and  private  interest  in  this 
matter,  being  a  proprietor  of  a  pretty  ex- 
tensive estate  in  the  island  of  Jamaica.  If 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  expected  to  get  his 
vote  on  the  present  occasion  he  would  be 
disappointed.    He  bad  never  yet  opposed 
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his  private  interest  to  the  performance  of 
his  public  duty,  and  he  hoped  he  never 
should.  They  were  now  to  choose  between 
exercising  humanity  towards  the  black 
population  of  the  West  Indies,  and  exer- 
cising humanity  towards  the  miserable, 
half-starved,  white  population  at  home. 
His  vote  would  be  given,  as  it  always  had 
been,  to  support  the  interests  of  our  own 
population,  in  preference  to  those  of  the 
blacks,  although,  perhaps,  he  might  feel  a 
certain  degree  of  regret  that  Govern- 
ment had  been  compelled  to  bring  forward 
a  proposition  which  might  certainly  have  a 
tendency  to  make  slavery  and  the  slave- 
trade  more  pro6table  than  ever. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  circumstanced  as  I 
am,  I  think  the  House  will  naturally  ex- 
pect that  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to  ad- 
dress a  few  observations  to  them ;  and, 
undoubtedly,  I  should  have  felt  that  obli- 
gation, even  if  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  had  not  taken  upon  him- 
self the  rather  unusual  course  of  forestalling 
the  opinions  and  statements  of  a  Member 
of  this  House,  putting  them  in  his  own 
language — Slanguage  which  I  altogether 
disclaim — and  striving  to  cast  upon  them 
some  decree  of  ridicule.  To  that  I  have 
been  subject  for  many  years,  and  I  feel 
that  it  has  not  done  me  any  iniuiy,  in 
my  own  opinion  or  in  the  opinion  of 
others.  With  respect  to  the  principle  first 
stated  by  my  hon.  Friend,  I  shall  perse- 
vere in  its  assertion,  if  the  hon.  Member 
meant  this — that  I  have  ever  been  the  de- 
termined enemy  of  slavery,  whether  it  as- 
sumed its  most  hateful  form  of  the  slave- 
trade  which  had  ravaged  the  whole  western 
world,  involving  the  murder  and  bloodshed 
of  thousands  of  our  fellow-creatures,  or 
other  forms  scarcely  less  detestable,  as  it 
existed  in  the  West* India  islands,  and  as  it 
now  exists  in  the  Braxils,  where  humsn 
existence  is  at  the  lowest  ebb  of  degruded 
misery:  if  the  hon.  Member  meant  this, 
that  I  have  ever  expressed  my  abhorrence 
of  these  practices,  have  ever  been  their  de- 
termined opponent,  as  contrary  to  the  laws 
of  God  and  of  man :  if  that  were  what  the 
hon.  Member  meant,  I  shall  ever  stand  by 
that  principle,  and  the  hon.  Member  states 
that  which  I  claim  as  an  honour,  let  who 
will,  think  it  a  subject  of  ridicule.  "  But," 
said  my  hon.  Friend,  ''what  right  have 
we  to  force  our  virtuous  principles  upon 
other  states,  to  pass  an  act  of  uniformity 
for  Spain  and  the  Brazils,  and  whatever 
other  countries  may  choose  to  carry  on 


these  dreadful  practices?  **    What  right? 
Why,  have  we  not  declared  these  prinaples 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  1807  ?     Have 
we  not  avowed  them  in  Congress  in  1815  ? 
Have  not  all  the  great  States  of  Europe 
concurred  in  dedanng  that  the  slare-trade 
was  contrary  to  the  justice  of  man,  and  the 
law  of  God*?     Have  we  nothing  more  to 
say?    Why  we  have   treaties  subsisting 
with  every  one  of  the  great  Powers  upon 
this  subject — treaties  in  which  the  Braizils 
are  included.     Indeed,  I  lament  to  say  that 
almost  all  the   treaties  which  have  ever 
yet  been  made  for  the  protection  of  suffering 
humanity  in  the  case  of  the  Africaiis-*-ana 
it  is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  incidents 
in  the  history  of  the  world — have  been 
dealt  with  as  Uiough  they  were  waste  pa- 
per.    We  have  gone  to  war  for  possessions 
which  would  not  pay  for  their  maintenance, 
and  we  have  allowed  treaties  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  humanity  to  be  vio- 
lated with  scarcely  a  remonstrance.     We 
have  a  right  to  the  fulfilment  of  those  trea- 
ties— we  have  a  right  to  assert  their  princi* 
pies — and  the  daim  which  we  urge  par. 
takes  neither  of  intolerance  nor  dictation. 
We  have  a  right,  and  I  say  so,  after  attend- 
ing to  the  ob^rvations  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
to  tiake  measures  for  the  suppression  of  that 
which  all  Europe  concurs  in  stigmatising 
as  a  crying  wickedness  and  iniquity.    I  am 
aware,  that  in  approachins  the  present  dis- 
cussion, it  will  be  truly  said,  that  we  must 
take  into  consideration  many  peat  and  im- 
portant topics.     I  am  aware  of  our  financial 
difliculties — I  am  aware  of  our  commercial 
difficulties.     I  am  aware  that  the  time  may 
be  cominff  when  we  shall  have  to  encounter 
some  embarrassments  in  dealing  with  fo- 
reign governments  on  commercial  subjects. 
I  forget  none  of  these  topics.    I  say  them 
not  out  of  my  consideration,  but  speaking 
of  one  measure,  and  one  only — the  present 
proposal  of  her  Majesty's  Government— I 
am  prepared  to  say,  that  that  measure 
will  not  remove  the  dlifficulties,  will  not  re- 
lieve them  from  the  embarrassments  under 
which  they  now  laboured,  will  lower  them 
in  the  face  of  Europe,  will  degrade  them  in 
their  own  opinions,  and  will  not  receive  the 
approval  of  the  suffering  people  of  this 
country.     The  measures  proposed  have  re- 
ference to  sugar,  com,  and  timber.    I  have 
ever  been  the  friend  of  free  trade,  I  have 
ever  voted  for  an  alteration  in  the  Corn- 
laws,  I  maintain  that  opinion  still.     I  have 
altered  my  sentiments  with  regard  to  the 
timber-duties;   but  I  have  always  voted 
against  every  measure  that  tended  to  in* 
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crease  Ihe  shv^trade  or  give  it  fresh  ri- 
gour* 1  did  so  last  year,  and  I  am  of  the 
laioe  qpinion  still.  If  any  one  bad  changed, 
I  am  not  that  one.  I  have  not  altered  one 
iocaof  the  cminions  which  I  expressed  on  my 
boo.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wigan's  mo- 
tion last  year.  I  see  no  reason  to  change 
these  opinions  now.  It  was  then  decided 
by  an  immense  majority  of  the  House 
against  twenty-seven,  that  it  would  not  be 
proper  to  reduce  the  duty  upon  foreign  su- 
gar to  34s.  when  the  price  was  between 
5Qff.  and  GOs, ;  and  I  see  no  reason  to  de- 
dde  that  it  would  be  more  proper  to  do  it 
now  when  the  price  is  from  37^.  to  40s, 
At  that  time,  when  we  expected  that  the 
price  would  increase,  as  it  undoubtedly  did, 
we  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  provide 
against  the  contingency  of  a  failure  of  the 
aap,  and  a  very  high  price.  Much  less  is 
there  the  slightest  reason  for  making  such 
provision  now,  when  it  is  a  matter  of  per- 
fect demonstration  that  there  will  be  an 
amply  suffident  supply.  I  will  state  sim- 
y]y  and  plainly  the  grounds  upon  which  I 
mean  to  vote,  laying  aside  all  party  con- 
siderations, though  I  am  as  mudi  attached 
to  my  party,  I  apprehend,  as  any  living 
man,  and  mindful  of  their  conduct  with 
icsped  to  these  great  questions  in  forfner 
time.  I  am  anxious  to  repay  them  with  all 
the  fidelity  that  is  consistent  with  honour 


and  duty.  First,  I  oppose  the  Oovemmcnt 
upon  this  question,  because  it  gives  a  stim- 
ulus to  the  slave-trade  ;  secondly,  because 
it  will  augment  the  horrors  of  the  existing 
state  of  slavery :  thirdly,  because  it  is  un- 
just to  the  West  Indies ;  fourthly,  because 
it  is  deleterious  to  the  happiness  of  the 
emancipated  population  ;  fifthly,  because  it 
is  not  just  with  reference  to  the  capitalists, 
who  have  engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  su« 

fr  in  the  "EasI  Indies ;  and  lastly,  because 
believe,  that  there  exists  no  necesrity 
whatever  for  taking  the  present  course,  in 
order  to  supply  the  people  of  England  with 
sugar.  To  mer  to  the  last  topic  first,  leav- 
ing out  of  consideration  the  stock  of  sugar 
on  hand,  which  amounts  to  about  35t000 
tons,  we  have  almost  a  moral  certainty,  we 
have  at  least  a  right  to  expect,  a  supply  of 
205,000  tons  in  the  course  of  the  vear  1841  • 
I  speak  from  the  most  authentic  documents 
when  I  estimate  the  supply  from  the  East 
Indies  60,000,  from  the  Mediterranean  at 
30,000  tons,  and  the  remainder,  namely, 
1 15,000  tons  firom  the  West  Indies.  The  ac 
tual  existing  state  of  importation  affords  the 
best  data.  I  will  state  to  the  House  the 
import  of  British  sugar  for  the  first  four 
months  of  1839,  1840,  and  1841.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  quoted 
the  following  document  :— 


STATEMENT  fi>r  GREAT  BRITAIN  for  the  First  Foar  Months  of  1839, 1840,  and  1841. 
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1839. J 

1840. 

1841. 

1839. 

1840. 

1841. 

1839. 

1840. 

1841. 

1839. 

1840. 

1841. 

ai.W.  India,  Toot. 

HanieiM 

19.500 

M.500 

8,700 

18.300 

l«,fOO 

8,900 

17.500 
17,500 
81,000 

55.700 
7.800 
7,000 

41.100 

11,500 

7,500 

S4.000 
1S,000 
17,000 
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•  • 

SI  .308 
9,000 
5,S00 

9,S0O 
6,100 
5,400 

14.000 

8,500 

19.000 

ToUBrituh    •••• 
Tolil  FMdgyn  •  •  •  • 

40.700 
S.S00 

39.400 
6,700 

66.000 
14,000 

50.500 

60,100 

•  ■ 

53,000 

•  • 

•  • 

3.300 

•  • 

7,600 

•  • 
11,500 

35,500 
10,500 

20,700 
14,000 

41,500 
38,500 

Total  Tom  •  • 

44,500 

46.100 

80,000 

50,500 

60,100 

53,000 

3,300 

7,600 

•  • 

46,000 

34,700 

70,000 

Placing  together  the  West  Indies, 
Mauritias*  aud  Bengal,  it  appears,  that  in 
1839,  the  total  quantity  imported  was 
40,000  tons,  in  1840,  37,400  tons,  and  in 
1841, 66,000  tons.  Thus,  it  appears,  that 
in  the  present  year,  the  produce  is  nearly 
doable  what  it  was  last  year.  This  is  a 
strong  and  incontrovertible  fact ;  I  trusted 
it  would  be  contradicted,  if  possible,  but 
it  is  not  possible  either  to  contradict  or 
refote.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement 
bom  a  bouse  of  high  ebaracter  in  Calcuttei 


bearing  date  the  16th  of  January,  1841, 
with  a  postcript  of  the  13th  of  February, 
in  which,  after  stating  the  actual  export, 
it  is  remarked  that— 

^'  For  the  foUowing  year,  it  is  scarcely  pos- 
sible to  say  what  may  come,  if  we  have  a 
favourable  season  for  manufacturiDg,  our  prices 
will  be  maintained,  unless  the  duties  are  altered 
at  home,  which  we  rather  fear  as  far  as  other 
eastern  sugars  are  concerned,  and  which  are 
not  the  produce  of  slave  labour," 

It  is  noticed  there  too,  that  ihe  crop  for 


«3 


Sugar  butbsi^ 


{COMMONS}  fToyt  and  Miam$. 


the  preient  year  is  expected  to  be  andsQ- 
allv  large.  Such  it  the  atate  of  the  Eaat 
Indiei ;  let  ui  now  look  to  the  West.  In 
the  first  place,  the  unusual  droughts  have 
terminated  at  Guinea,  and  especially  at 
Barbadoet,  and  in  the  g^eat  island  of  Ja* 
maica;  and«  according  to  the  ordinary 
range  of  human  occurrences,  we  have  no 
right  to  expect  a  repetition  of  the  tame 
calamity.  Then  peace  perrades  Jamaica, 
with  an  increase  of  industry ;  and  we  have 
a  right  to  expect  free,  the  fruits  of  that 
industry.  I  nave  a  right  to  say  so,  look- 
ing to  past  experience,  when,  in  the  little 
ialand  of  Antigua — perhaps  the  most  ex- 
hausted of  all  the  islands  which  Britain 
potsesses— «inca  the  abolition  of  slavery, 
the  exports  have  increased  from  7,000  to 
11,000  hogsheads.  I  tee  no  reason  to 
fear ;  if  we  allow  a  proper  period  of  time 
to  elapse,  they  will  have  in  all  quarters, 
the  increased  production  which  increased 
coosttmption  would  make  necessary.  In 
no  one  year  has  there  eter  been  consumed 
more  than  900,000  tons  of  sugar.  I  have 
ihown  you,  that  in  the  present  year,  you 
Will  have  205,000  tons,  without  regard  to 
the  stock  on  hand.  The  tiiesent  price  is 
about  d7f»,  olr  as  ibllows  :— 
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I  ask  yon  whether  there  is  not  every 
reasonable  probabilityi  that  sugar  will  be 
•applied  to  tne  people  of  this  country  at  a 
reasonable  price.  The  Bnglish  are  great 
consumers  of  suger,  notwithstanding  iu 
high  price.  If  any  man  will  take  the 
iroublo  of  looking  at  the  whole  cooaomp- 
ttoii  of  sngir  through  the  western  world. 


he  will  find,  that  Great  Britain  takes  about 
one-fourth  of  all  that  is  consumed.  Lei 
us  consider  for  a  moment  what  will  be  thw 
effect  of  admitting  foreign  sugar.  I  have 
been  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain  very  recent 
advices  from  Cuba,  as  recent  at  np  to  the 
Ist  of  April,  in  this  year.  From  two  porta 
alone,  the  increase  in  exportation  amount 
to  no  less  than  9,500  Ions ;  namely,  froaa 
24,200  tons,  in  1840,  to  33,700  tons,  in 
1841.  The  ports  to  which  I  allude,  are 
Havannah  and  Matanaas.  The  right  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
following  Table :— * 

How  is  that  increase  obtained  ?  By  an 
augmentation  of  slavery — by  employing 
gangs  of  males  only— -by  working  them 
out  without  mercy,  refusing  them  even  the 
ordinary  quantity  of  sleep  necessary  to 
sustain  human  nature.  Every  man's  am 
was  there  lifted  against  the  slave,  and  the 
bitterest  enmities  are  excited  bv  this  enor* 
motts  infliction  of  evil.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  spoken  of  the  advantages  of  free  la- 
bour in  India ;  can  we  institute  anv  com- 
parison between  British  India  and  these 
slave  possessions  ?  Has  any  one  of  the 
examples  of  indigo  or  cotton  put  bv  ny 
hon.  Friend  any  adaptation  of  the  sebjeei 
now  under  discnnion?  He  has  showtti 
that  the  prodnctiona  of  free  labour  In  the 
East  Indies  surpass  all  the  efforts  of  sla- 
very. But  my  hon.  Friend  forgot,  that  in 
the  East  Indies  the  population  is  enormons 
In  point  of  number,  and  the  price  of  labour 
IJd.  a-day,  the  lowest  rate  at  which  man 
can  sustain  life,  while,  in  tbe  West  Indies, 
labourers  are  few,  and  the  price  of  labour 
exceuively  high.  I  deny,  however,  that 
this  is  a  question  of  free  trade.  In  firee 
trade,  there  ia  fair  eompetititioo  between 
parties  who  use  the  same  means  and  ap- 
pliances to  attain  the  earoe  end*  But 
when  have  you  heard  of  hit  competition 
between  the  honest  manufacturer  and  tbe 
man  who  robs  on  the  high  road  ?— between 
the  man  who  pays  just  obedience  to  the 
laws  of  his  conntry,  and  complies  with  ell 
legal  exactions,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
lawless  smuggler  on  the  other?  Who* 
ever  heard  of  competition,  where  on  one 
skie  murder  is  legalised,  and  on  the  other 
the  sacred  duties  of  humanity  are  reveren« 
tially  recognised?  It  is  no  competition. 
The  result  is  this;  immediate  prosperity 
to  the  lawless  trafficker,  and  injury  to  the 
honest  trader ;   while  the  ultimate  coose* 

*  See  Table  following  page. 
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(|iienee«  wiU  be  heaV;  indt^ed  eren  fbr  the 
wick«d  themselves.  Humanely  spe^iking, 
thej  att  working  their  bWn  ruin,  in  twen- 
ty, thirty,  or  forty  years,  as  the  case  may 
be,  they  will  reduce  the  finest  land,  that 
eter  God  ga^rt  to  man  to  iSt  howling  wtlder- 
ttsi.  We  have  examtiles  of  ihis  in  the 
sodtherti  states  of  America.  Mr.  Joseph 
Gtirtiey  told  me,  that  ht  had  ftden  the 
land  in  every  state  of  exhaustion,  fVom 
being  worked  without  rest  or  manute,  re- 
duced to  an  equality  with  the  sands  of 
the  Ocean^  recovering  afler  a  lapse  of  twen- 
ty years,  and  by  degrees,  becoming  par- 
tSilly  restored — when,  in  every  sense, made 
extinct  by  the  abuse  of  man,  revivified  by 
a  benevolent  process  of  nature,  occupying 
A  quarter  of  a  century.  But  how  will  this 
Icheme  affect  our  own  colonies?  I  am 
toot  at  ft  loss  for  evidence.  I  will  refer  to 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Joseph  JohnGurney, 
a  gentleman  who  has  no  interest  whatever 
in  this  question,  of  Unsuspected  character, 
and  great  practical  knowledge.  He  tra- 
velled through  the  West  Indies,  and  the 
Onited  States,  fbr  the  express  purpose  of 
acquiring  informatinn  ;  and  of  all  the  men 
whom  1  have  ever  known,  he  is  the  most 
iltaehed  to  truth.  I  happen  to  have  his 
ftentimtttts  in  wfiting  Upon  this  subject, 
given  to  me  before  this  question  was 
mooted,  find  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  ifead- 
iiig  thtm  to  the  Ht)use.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ^ad  as  fbllow^ :  — 

''tfeel  it  to,  be  of  immense  importance  to 
the  welfare  of  our  West  ludian  colonies^  and 
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t6  the  cause  of  buitaanity,  of  our  maiAtainlng 
inviolate  the  present  prohibitory  scale  of  dutHfs 
upon  foreigti  slave^grown  sugar.  Were  these 
duties  to  be  relaxedi  and  put  upon  the  same 
footing  as  other  sugars,  the  growth  of  our  own 
colonies,  the  inevitable  consequence  would  be 
the  ruin  of  the  planters,  the  loss  of  daily  Wages 
to  the  liberated  negroes,  as  a  cbtnpensation 
for  their  labouroh  the  e:»tAblishment,  and  abo^e 
all  the  vastly  increased  surplus  of  the  Cubt 
and  Brazilian  slave-trade.*' 

This  is  the  statement  of  6ti^  who  has  Uo 
West-Indian  Interest  to  influence  his  jud^< 
mentt  he  had  nothing  but  a  sense  of  jus- 
tice to  guide  him.  A  charge  of  inconsis- 
tency ha^  beeh  brought  against  those  Who 
oppose  the  present  measure,  because  they 
consent  to  consume  other  articles,  the  pro- 
duce bf  slave  labour,  and  do  not  protect 
againdt  the  importation  of  slave  grown  cot- 
ton, t  consider  that  that  mab  gives  the 
greater  proof  of  wisdom,  and  is  the  best 
friend  Of  humanity.  Who  looks  tbtheptftc-f 
tical  execution  of  beneficial  measures,  and 
not  that  man  who,  not  able  to  Attain  all 
the  good  of  which  he  is  desirous,  giv&s  Up 
the  good  which  is  in  his  power.  He  is  ndt 
a  wise  m&n  who,  because  tsircumstances 
Over  whit:h  he  has  no  control  force  him  to 
submit  to  the  evils  of  resorting  to  slave 
countries  for  certain  products,  should,  be- 
cause BO  great  a  calamity  was  indicted  on 
him,  by  the  fot'de  of  t:ircum5tances,  take 
a  course  which  Would  augment  the  evil  he 
could  not  avoid,  t  have  always  eude^t- 
voured  to  attain  all  the  practical  good  tn 
my  power  throughout  the  discussion  of 
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thii  qocstioo.    At  first  little  pvogfcss  was 
made,  aad  I  sat  for  jears  on  the  opposite 
benches  scarcely  expecting  saccess,  bnt  I 
contented  mvself  with  working  and  hoping 
on,  guided    oy  public  opinion,  first  of  all 
bringing  aboot  the  abolition  of  sla? ery — 
next  procuring  an  amelioration  in  the  con* 
ditioo  of  the  negro-**  then  by  endeavouriogto 
procure  a  gradual  abolition  of  sla?ery — 
and  at  last,  when  public  opinion  was  ripe, 
by  the  total  abolition  of  slavery.  The  sup- 
porters of  that  measure  were  contented 
with  the  practical  good  they  could  eflect, 
and  had  waited  throughout  for  public  opin- 
ion.   There  are  some  other  matters  well 
worthy  of  attention.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beverley  that  Cuba  sugar  will 
enter  into  the  greatest  competition  with 
British  sugar,  but  I  believe  the  Braxilian 
sugar  will  also  find  its  way  here,  and  that 
an  encouragement  will  be  given  to  the  im- 
portation of  slaves,  and  a  great  increase  in 
the  sufferings  of  the  slaves  will  be  the  con- 
seauence.    But  are  we  quite  sure  that  it 
will  end  there  ?    Are  we  quite  sure  that 
the  Brszilian  government  and  the  Brazil- 
ian  planters  will  not  be  inclined  to  abandon 
the  cultivation  of  cotton,  which  is  now  par- 
tially pursued,  and  take  to  the  cultivation 
of  sug^r  ?    See  the  Course  which  was  for- 
merly pursued.    In  the  West  Indies  the 
cultivation  of  cotton  was  abandoned*  and 
the  cultivation  of  sugar  increased.    How 
can  we  assure  ourselves  that  it  will  be  for 
the  advantage  of  this  country  to  depend 
exclusively  for  the  supply  of  cotton  upon 
the  United  States  ?    Sir,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  any  measure  which  tend  to  render  us 
solely  and  excluiively  dependent  upon  the 
United  States  and  to  aeprive  us  of  the 
supply  of  that  necessary  article  from  other 
countries  must  be  most  detrimental  to  the 
commercial  and  mercantile  interest  of  this 
country,  and  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
courses  that  England  can  adopt.    I  have 
listened  with  deep  attention  to  the  speech 
of  my  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  and  cannot  forget  the  pathetic 
description  he  gave  of  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  of  this  country*    I  hope.  Sir,  that  I 
am  not  deficient  in  the  most  earnest  anx- 
iety to  relieve  those  sufferings,  and  to  re- 
atore  them  to  a  better  state.    But  when 
that  eloqaent  deacription  of  their  sufferings 
was  given,  and  which  will  now  go  off  to 
the  country  exciting  their  feelings  and 
raising  their  passions — that  description  of 
their  suffering  from  being  forced  to  pur- 
cbaM  • '  dMT  articte  may  be  cootrasted 
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,die  sofliBriiiga  of  the  negroes,  which 
most  be  the  consequence  of  the  adoption 
of  this  measure  for  the  reliefofonr  people. 
When  I  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hoose« 
with  but  few  friends  to  support  me,  actua- 
ted only  by  the  spirit  of  truth,  and  when 
sometimes  my  courage  failed  me,  1  found 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  this  ooootry 
rising  lo  my  support,  encouraging  every 
effort,  and  stimulating  me  to  fresh  exer<> 
tions  and  fresh  hopes ;  and  I  believe  that, 
if  the  question  were  put  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  whether  they  would  have 
their  sugar  cheaper  by  taking  the  produce 
of  the  labour  of  the  slave,  or  whether  thev 
would  suffer  their  present  calamitiea,  I 
believe  they  would  reject  the  propositioa 
with  disdain.  I  have  such  faith  iu  their 
principles  and  good  feeling,  that  I  believe 
they  would  prefer  their  dinner  of  herbs  to 
the  stalled  ox  thst  is  offered  to  them  by 
this  measure.  I  have  made  these  obser* 
vations  to  justify  myself,  and  to  show  my 
own  consistency  and  adherence  to  my  prin- 
ciple. I  deeply  regret  being  obliged  to 
give  a  vote  different  from  m^  noble  Friend* 
but  I  am  obli^,  on  this  occasion,  to 
separate  from  him.  If  the  proposition  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  conid  be 
put  in  such  a  form  that  I  could  say  no  to 
It,  I  should  be  desirous  to  do  so,  and  aa 
far  as  the  forms  of  this  House  would  per- 
mit, that  is  the  course  I  should  pursue. 
With  regard  to  the  other  ooeations,  I  will 
not  enter  into  them.  I  only  rose  tovindi-. 
cate  my  own  opiniona,  and  I  am  content* 

Mr.  Hawa  begged  to  explain  that  he 
had  certainly  no  intention  to  throw  ridi* 
cule  upon  the  opinions  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  if  his  words  were  sosceptible 
of  any  such  interpretation,  it  waa  contrary 
to  his  wish. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Ceimival  Jitstice.]  On  the  motion 
that  the  Report  on  the  Criminal  Jostiee 
Bill  be  brought  up. 

Sir  C.  DcmgtoM  moved  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

''And  whereas,  by  reason  of  the  granting  of 
charters  of  incorporation  to  the  mayor,  alders 
men,  and  burgesses,  of  the  borough  of  Bin- 
mingham,  in  the  coooty  of  Warwick,  and  to 
the  mayor,  aldemen,  and  bnrgsMM  of  the  bo- 
roughs of  Manchester  and  Boltoo,  in  the 
county  of  Lancaster,  and  of  a  grant  of  a  tepa- 
rats  Court  of  Sessions  to  each  of  the  sime 
borout^hs,  the  coroner  for  the  coontv  of  Wai^ 
wick,  acting  within  the  hundred  of  Uemling- 
fbrd|  and  the  eorooor  for  the  county  of  Lan* 
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caster,  «eiiag  within  the  hundred  of  Salford, 
have  been  depitTed  of  the  fees  and  emoluments 
arising  from  their  offices  within  the  said  bo- 
roughs respectively^  and  it  is  just  that  com- 
pensation be  therefore  made  to  them  in  like 
manner  as  if  they  had  been  officers  of  a  bo- 
rough or  county  before  the  passing  of  the  said 
act  of  die  sixth  year  of  his  late  Majesty  who 
were  removed  from  their  offices  under  the  pro- 
viiioDS  of  that  act :  be  it  therefore  enacted, 
that  the  said  coroners  shall  respectively  be 
entitled  to  have  an  adequate  compensation, 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  borough  fund  of  the  said 
boroughs  of  Birmingham,  Manchester,  and 
Bolton,  respectively,  for  the  fees  and  emolu- 
ments of  their  said  offices  arising  within  the 
said  boroughs,  and  from  the  date  of  the  grants 
of  sodi  eeparate  Courts  of  Sessions ;  and  that 
aU  the  provisions  of  the  said  act  of  the  sixth 
year  of  the  reign  of  his  late  Majesty  relating 
to  the  claim  of  any  corporate  officer  for  com- 
pensation on  account  of  being  removed  from 
his  office,  and  to  the  manner  of  determining 
and  securing  the  amount  of  such  compensation, 
shall  apply  to  the  said  coroners ;  provided  al- 
ways, that  the  statements  to  be  delivered  to  the 
town  council  by  the  said  coroners  shall  set 
forth  the  fees  and  emoluments  in  respect 
whereof  they  shall  claim  compensation,  during 
five  years  next  preceding  the  grants  of  the 
separate  Courts  of  Sessions  to  the  said  bo- 
roughs of  Birmingham,  Manchester,  and  Bol- 
lOD,  respectively;  and  that  in  estimating  the 
amount  of  such  compensation  the  said  coro- 
ners shall  be  deemed  to  have  held  their  offices 
for  the  term  of  life." 

Mf.  M.  Pldlqis  said,  that  finding  the 
hoii.  fiaronet  woald  not  omit  the  word 
''Manchester"  from  the  clause,  be  felt 
bound  to  oppose  it  altogether. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  clause  be  read  a  second  time :  Ayes 
54 ;  Noes  4 :  Majority  60, 

List  qf  the  Atbs. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackbume,  I. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Collier,  J. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  A. 
Darby,  G. 
Dromroond,  II.  H. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Folletr,  Sir  W. 
Gordon,  E. 
Gonlburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Hastie,  A, 


Hawes,  B. 
Hinde,  J.  II. 
Horsman,  £• 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutton,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Kemble,  H. 
Litton,  E. 
Mildmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Monypenny,  T.  G. 
Mordaunt,Sir  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Nicholl,  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigot,  right  hon.  D. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 


Polhill,  F.  Stanley,  hon.  £•  J. 

Pringle,  A.  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Pryme,  G.  Talfourd,  Mr.  Serj. 

Rae,  right  hon.  Sir  W.  Wilbraham,  hon.  B« 

Roche,  VV.  Williams,  W. 
Rutherfurd,  rt.  hn.  A. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F.  tellers. 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 

Somers,  J.  P.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 

Brotherton,  J.  tellers. 

Marsland,  H.  Phillips,  M. 

Thomely,  T.  Greg,  R.  H. 

Clause  inserted— report  agreed  to. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  May  10,  1841. 

MfHDTBS.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time:— Armi  (treUind)! 
Slave  Compensation. ~ Read  a  tliird  time:— Lease  and 
Rdose;  Law  of  Felony  Explanation. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lofd  Hatherton,  and  tlie  Bishop  of 
Durham,  from  Merchants,  and  others,  and  from  Durham, 
againat  Sunday  Travelling  on  Railways  and  Canals.— By 
the  Dukes  of  Buocleugh  and  Bucldngham,  and  Losd 
Redesdale,  from  Melrose,  Jedburgh,  Harwidi,  and  sei'e* 
lal  other  places,  ag^nst  Alterations  of  the  Coni-lawa.— 
By  the  Earls  of  Ripoo,  and  Albemarle,  and  Lord  Hather* 
ton,  from  the  New  Cut,  Lambeth*  the  Performers  at  the 
English  Opera  House,  and  firom  Newington  Cattscway, 
fbr  the  Abolition  of  tha  Tolls  on  the  Bridgea.— By  the 
Barl  of  Lovlaeee,  from  Newfy,  ftxr  the  Jews  DedamtkNi 
BUL— By  the  Earla  of  Lovelaoe.  Fitswilliam,  and  Moiw 
ley,  from  Newry,  Yorkshire^  mi  Dartmouth,  fov  tht 
AboUtJon  of  Church  RateiL 

Sir  R.  Stopfohd— Stria.]  The  Lard 
Chancellor  stated  to  their  Lordships,  that 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  Admiral  Sir 
Robert  Stopford,  retarning  his  thanks  for 
the  resolution  approving  of  his  conduct, 
and  that  of  the  officers  and  men  under  his 
command,  with  reference  to  the  recent 
proceedings  on  the  coast  of  Syria,  to 
which  their  Lordships  had  agreed  in  Feb* 
ruary  last.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
read  the  letter,  in  which  the  gallant  ad* 
miral  said — 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  re. 
ceipt  of  your  Lordship's  letter,  communicat- 
ing to  me  the  resolution  of  thanks  agreed  to  by 
the  House  of  Lords  on  the  4th  of  February 
last,  and  intimating  also  their  Lordship's  de- 
sire that  I  should  make  known  the  same  to  the 
several  officers  under  my  command,  and  to 
those  acting  in  co-operation  with  her  Majesty's 
navy  in  the  service  on  the  coast  of  Syria.  This 
I  have  accordingly  done,  and  those  to  whom  I 
communicated  their  Lordship's  resolution  feel 
equally  with  myself  the  highest  gratification  at 
the  distinguished  honour  which  has  been  con- 
ferred on  them«" 

Letter  to  be  entered  on  the  journals. 
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Cqbk  Laws.]  The  Earl  of  Moieherp 
rose  for  the  puFpoie  of  moving  for  certain 
retupos  with  a  view  of  showing  the  opera- 
tion of  the  exi9ting  Corn- laws.  It  had 
been  stated  by  certain  noble  Lords  that 
the  pres^n\  duty  was  merely  for  the  pqr- 
pose  of  regulation,  and  its  operation  had 
been  cQAtrftsttdi  he  thought,  somewhat 
invidiously  with  \\\e  operation  of  a  fixed 
duty.  Great  misapprehension  appeared 
to  exist  on  the  subject  of  the  operation  of 
the  present  Corn-laws.  It  had  been  stated 
that  they  imposed  no  tax  on  fpod,  while 
the  fixed  duty  on  corn,  which  had  been 
proposed  in  another  House^  had  been 
stigmatised  as  imposing  a  tax  on  the  food 
of  the  people.  For  the  purpose,  there- 
fore, of  affording  information  on  this  im- 
portant subject,  he  moved  that  there  be 
laid  before  the  House  an  account  of  the 
quantity  of  wheat  and  other  grain  entered 
for  home  consMmption,  from  foreign  eouo- 
tries,  during  the  years  1838,  1839,  and 
}840,  with  the  {|mo^nt  of  duty  paid 
thereon  eaoh  year  respectively. 

Earl  Fitzwiiliam  said  that  he  con- 
sidered the  returns  moved  for  by  his  noble 
Friend  were  of  great  importance,  and  that 
they  were  calciilated  to  do  ^way  with 
gr§At  lOif^pprehension-  Gr^t  delqsions 
existed  ea  the  subjeel  among  both  parties, 
but  more  particularly,  he  would  say, 
among  that  which,  for  want  of  a  better 
Qftme^  had  been  desigfiated  the  agricultu- 
ral party.  If  ai)y  ftoble  Lord  were  then 
present  who  had  been  present  on  Fridf^y 
last,  he  would  recollect  that  he  (Earl 
Fitaiwilliam)  had  expressed  his  opinion 
that  the  tenants  who  were  now  paying  a 
fair  f^nt,  as  deduced  frpiq  the  averages  of 
\\ke  last  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  years, 
W9^ld  be  able  fairjy  tp  pay  an  equal  rent 
during  th^  sanif^  term  now  commencing, 
tmder  the  opers^tion  of  a  fixed  dMty,  as 
proposed  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. Since  that  period  he  had  endea- 
voured to  procure  f^cts  in  support  of  his 
opinion  from,  a  consideratjori  of  the  ^ver- 
ftg^9  diiring  the  period  he  had  mentioned. 
W^  had  heen  up,al)le  to  procM^o  the  aver- 
ages for  the  last  two  years ;  but  from  the 
year  1820  to  the  year  1838  the  average 
of  the  averages  had  amounted  to  565.  4d.; 
find  supposing  during  the  last  two  years 
th^  average  to  s^niOMnt  tq  70s.»  which  he 
considered  woMld  ti|rp  out  (o  be  about  the 
tfi^thj  it  womlc)  niake  hut  1^  small  addition 
to  tlie  amount  he  had  mentioned.  The 
effect  produced  by  the  ei^Utiqg  Corii^laws 


waa  very  sing^ltir*  hecftnae,  while  during 
a  time  of  distress  and  soareity  they  raised 
the  prioe  of  corn  considerably,  during  a 
time  of  abundance  they  depressed  the 
prices  in  an  equal  degree,  thus  inflicting  a 
positive  evil  upon  the  farmer,  and  forcing 
him,  dt^ring  those  seasons,  to  accept  of  a 
lower  price  than  he  would  otherwise  he 
enabled  to  procure.  They  afforded  aiH 
other  example  of  the  inability  of  human 
ingenuity  to  adapt  a  plan  to  circumstaqeea 
which  it  was  impossible  fqr  human  fore« 
sight  to  foresee.  He  had  s^id  that  under 
the  proposed  system  th^  tenant  would  ba 
able  to  pay  as  good  a  reqt  for  the  ^e^t 
twenty  years  as  he  had  been  fairly  able  to 
pay  under  the  eld  law.  A  great  portion 
of  the  lands  of  England  were  held  by  te- 
nants at  will,  and  the  landlords  took  the 
time  which  was  inpst  favourable  (q  th^iit 
for  fixing  their  rents;  and  the  object  of 
the  Corn-laws  was  to  persuade  the  tei)apta 
that  they  should  have  as  high  an  average 
of  prioes  as  that  of  the  period  at  which  the 
rent  was  fixed.  The  law,  he  conceived, 
had  been  mischievous  to  all  parties,  but 
most  particularly  so  as  to  the  occupying 
tenant. 

Lord  Beauwmi  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  allow  him  to  ^laim  their  attention 
for  a  few  moments.  He  would  not  have 
ventured  to  address  them,  had  he  not 
feared  that  his  silence  might  be  interpreted 
as  an  acquiescence  ia  the  sentiments  qf 
the  noble  £arl.  He  was  {|wai^  pf  the 
great  disadvantage  of  discussing  a  qoention 
of  such  importance  in  this  incidental 
manner,  and,  therefore,  he  wpuld  not 
enter  into  the  si^bject  at  large.  Th<^  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  conclude,  that  this  was  a 
question  between  the  great  landed  pro- 
prietors and  the  community  9X  large ;  b\it 
it  also  affected,  in  a  very  serious  manner, 
individuals  who  cultivated  their  own  landi 
who  lived  on  their  own  landt  ^^^^  ^ho 
subsisted  by  the  profits  which  they  derived 
from  their  labour  and  outlay.  If  the  pre- 
sent price  were  lowered  beneath  the  aver- 
age which  the  noble  Earl  had  mentioned 
— nay,  if  it  were  not  considerably  above 
it,  this  class  of  persons  would  not  be  able 
to  cultivate  their  land.  This  wes  especially 
the  case  with  reference  to  poor  land. 
Those  who  had  brought  such  land  into 
cultivation  calculated  on  the  present  pro- 
tection being  continued  to  them,  in  order 
that  they  might  receive  some  remunera- 
tion for  their  outlay.  Fully  relying  op 
the  good  faith  of  |he  Legislature  \q  give 
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then  due  protectkiBy  Ihey  hcid  ditbaraed 
ih^ir  monev.  What,  Iheo,  wQiild  b«  the 
ease  with  ihoae  who  euUivated  poor  lands 
ifth«  propoted  aUer«tioii  were  effected? 
Why,  when  those  perfoap  foi^d  that  the 
law  was  to  bo  altered,  and  their  wheat 
drifOD  out  of  the  market  bj  foreigQ  grain, 
they  would  bo  obliged  to  abandon  their 
laud,  and  many  tracts,  he  was  convinced . 
would  speedily  go  out  of  ^ultivatioa*  The 
agricultural  population  tbua  thrown  out 
of  employ  would,  of  necessity,  proceed  to 
the  manufacturing  townq,  increase  the 
competition  for  emplayment  th^re^  and 
consequently  effect  a  reduction  of  wages, 
for  the  alteration  of  the  Corn-laws  meant 
nothing  else  bMt  a  reduction  of  wages. 
It  meant  that,  or  it  meant  nothing.  Even 
supposing  that  employment  oould  be  pro- 
curudi  it  would  be  a  very  hard  Ci^se  on  thoae 
persons  who  had  aU  their  lives  been  ac- 
cuftom^  to  a^rieuliural  pursuits.  Their 
want  pf  skill  in  (heir  new  vo(;ation  wQuld 
ptovoM  them  from  elaining  large  wages. 
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tuatiofii,  under  the  preseiit  syatem,  b^ing 
very  great,  it  had,  on  the  contrary,  pro- 
duced a  very  remarkable  degree  of  ateadi- 
pess  of  price.  With  respect  to  the  noble 
Earl's  observations  about  landlords  aud 
(heir  tenants,  he  thought  (heir  Lordships 
ntust  have  made  up  their  ipinds  that  tne 
noble  Earl  was  mistaken.  U  was  desira- 
ble that  every  landlord  shoqld  havQ  re- 
spectable tenants ;  which  qiade  it  absurd 
to  suppose  that  any  man,  except  iq  extra- 
ordinary cases,  would  think  he  CQuld  per- 
Uianently  derive  advantage  fron\  tricking 
and  trapping  his  tenants.  He  should  not, 
however,  trouble  their  Lordships  with  any 
further  Qbaervations  on  the  subject,  until 
it  came  more  directly  under  their  notice. 

The  £arl  of  Radmv  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  frpm  hia  noble  Friend  be|pw 
him  (Earl  Fitzwilliau)}.  Tbe  Corn-laws 
had  produced  fluctuation  in  the  price  of 
corn,  which  was  the  article  of  aU  others 
the  least  liable  to  fluctuation  of  price  in 
tha  natural  order  pf  thin|;s. 
The  propopej  aUeration  would  also  ope-        Lord  jUhhurton  es^plamed.   TKat.  in  the 


rato  moil  iiuuriQUfly  with  reference  to 

tkeae  who  had  raised  money  by  mortgage. 
But  it  was  9aid,  that  such  an  alteration 
wsHild  be  attended  with  a  great  astensioin  of 
our  manufheturing  exports.      But  oeuld 

thoy  mek^  )^«s  hx  ftU  tha  countries  of 

Emropo)  Could  they  eompel  foreign 
tut^  to  purchase  jBritlsh  manuAietupes? 
They  might  make  laws  for  this  CQuntry, 
luit  tbey  could  not  foresee  what  duties 
lbre%B  eooutriea  might  lay  pn  the  import- 
atioa  of  British  manufaplures;  and  they 
all  knew  that  some  countriea  had  already 
impoaed  heavy  duties  oq  th^ae  manqfao- 
tures.  It  could  not  be  supposed  that 
laraign  coontfiea,  which  bad  given  en- 
Qouragement  to  the  growth  of  hproe 
manufactures,  would  allow  this  country  to 
uAderaell  them  in  their  pwn  merkets,  and 
thus  bring  ruirt  on  thpie,  menufacturers 
whose  exertions  tbey  bad  pravioufly  fos- 
tered. Assuredly  they  would  not  adopt  a 
system  that  must  impoverish  tbair  popu- 
lation, and  thus  greatly  embarrass  their 
reapeetive  Governments. 

Lord  AAhur$<m  said,  the  noble  Earl 
bad  ataled  that  for  a  period  of  eighteen 
yeanij  the  average  price  of  corn  was  5^, 
A4.  ibe  quarter.  Now,  that  wa#  JMst 
about  the  limit  whioh  entered  tha  mipd  pf 
those  who  had  supported  thp  pfosent 
CofB-bwa.  For  hia  own  p«rf,  he  never 
wished  to  see  corn  below  ^5«.  or  above 
601.  the  4Qarter<    So  fat  from  the  flue- 


course  of  the  twenty-five  years  which  had 
passed  since  thpse  laws  were  enacted, 
the  price  had  been  remarkably  steady,  ex- 
cept in  the  two  years  to  wbipb  be  bad  re- 
ffrredi 

Lord  PortvMi^  said*  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  (Aahburtqn)  spoke  of  the  steadiness 
of  price  he  seemed  not  to  have  looked 
into  tbe  returns,  in  whicb  it  would  he 
found  that  there  had  been  first  aeven  years 
of  an  ascending  scale,  then  aeven  years  pf 
a  descending  fcale.  We  were  in  tne  cpm- 
mencetpent  of  thp  descending  scale.  Ip 
the  course  of  that  period  wheat  had  riaau 
to  90^.,  and  sunk  b^lo\«  49^*  He  believod 
that  the  supply  of  wheat  grown  in  England 
was  not  sufiipient  to  meet  the  demands  pf 
the  people,  Tliere  were  about  twenty 
millions  of  acres  of  arable  l^nd  in  this 
country,  and  the  population  ei^ceeded 
seventeen  millions,  and  it  was  reckoned 
that  each  individual  consumed  one  quarter 
of  wheat  a  year.  So  there  was  a  demai^d 
for  seventeen  millions  of  quarters,  No^, 
each  acr^  was  said  to  produce  about  three 
quarters  and  a  balfof  wheat,  and  if  tl^is  aum 
were  divided  by  four-^fpr  tbe  foqr-course 
system  might  be  taken  aa  an  average — 
there  would  remain  only  a  surplus  of  half 
a  million.  So  a  supply  from  foreign 
countries  was,  considering  the  gr^al  ih- 
creaae  of  populatioui  in  the  Ipn^  rup  of 
yeara  necessary.  Thia  was  a  point  on 
which  the  wbQie  queatipn,  in  hit  pplnioUy 
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tuniedi  and  at  the  same  time  it  was  onei 
too,  generallv  overlooked. 

Lord  Athourton  begged  entirely  to  die 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  means 
of  production  in  this  country.  From  the 
improvements  daily  made  in  agriculture— 
the  supply  would  continue  to  increase,  and 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  demands 
of  a  growing  population. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  wished  to 
throw  out  a  suggestion  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Portman)  as  to  the  calculation 
which  he  had  made  respecting  the  means  of 
supply.  He  had  entirely  excluded  Scot- 
lana  and  Ireland — both  of  which  countries 
produced  more  corn  than  they  consumed, 
and  the  surplus  came  to  this  country. 

The  Earl  of  Badnor  could  assure  their 
Lordships,  that  Ireland  was  gradually 
decreasing  in  her  supply  of  corn  $  and  as 
for  Scotland,  she  had  ceased  for  some 
time  to  be  an  exporting,  and  had  become 
an  importing,  country. 

Earl  Fiizwilliam  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  from  me  returns  that  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table,  that  in  order  to  meet  the 
demand  for  this  country  recourse  must  be 
had  to  foreign  supplies.  It  would,  of 
course,  be  in  the  recollection  of  such  noble 
Lords  as  looked  at  the  evidence  given  be* 
fore  committees  on  the  subject  of  the 
Com^laws,  that  amongst  them  there  was 
an  extraordinary  degree  of  unanimity  as 
to  the  price  which  the  grower  expected, 
and  had  a  right  to  expect,  under  tne  law 
of  1828.  They  agreed  that  that  price 
was  64t.  In  the  year  1829,  the  price  was 
66s.  3d.,  and  in  the  year  1831,  it  was  66s. 
4d.  But  what  was  the  present  price-«-he 
did  not  speak  strictly  of  the  averae;es  as 
publishea^but  what  was  the  actual  price 
of  corn  fit  for  making  bread  7  Why,  for 
the  last  sixteen  or  seventeen  months,  it 
was  not  less  than  90s.  Such  was  the 
effect  of  the  existing  system,  the  arranf;e- 
ments  under  which  prevented  the  bringing 
in  of  foreign  corn  when  it  was  most  want- 
ed, and  only  gave  facilities  to  its  introduc- 
tion when  it  was  not  re<||uired.  Now, 
there  was  one  point  to  which  he  wished 
that  some  noble  Lords  would  apply  them- 
selves, namely,  to  explain  how  it  wu  that 
the  prices  of  grain  at  Rotterdam  were  so 
steady ;  for  his  part,  he  could  only  explain 
it  by  the  fact  tnat  the  Dutch  enjoyed  a 
free  trade  in  corn. 

The  Earl  of  WkUow  said,  that  though 
there  had  been  a  decrease  in  the  export  of 
corn  from  Ireland,  still  the  export  was  of 


sufficient  amount  to  require  that  it  ahoiild 
be  included  in  any  calculation  made  upon 
the  subject.  However  true  it  was  that 
the  export  of  com  from  Ireland  had  de« 
creased,  the  export  of  flour  had  greatly 
increased.  Vast  mills  had  been  recently 
built  in  Ireland,and  if  the  corn  did  not  coom 
to  this  country  in  one  shape,  it  came  in 
another.  Then  it  was  to  be  reoollecied 
that  Canada  supplied  to  this  country  a 
great  quantity  of  com,  and  were  oar  colo- 
nial interests  to  be  sacrificed  for  the  sake 
of  such  an  experiment  as  the  proposed 
alteration  of  the  Cora-laws? 
Motion  agreed  to. 


HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Ifotuiay,  May  10,  1841. 


Ifnfimc.]    Bmi.    RMdmthlidtlme!- 

Tarapilw  RoaSiani  Hlfhivayi. 
FMitkini  |iri— Hiwl.    By  tht  AttoiMf-gMMnl.  Sir  Vwaugt 

StrickkBd.  Mr.  EaiUiop«,  Mr.  WUbnbam,  Mr.  Onto, 

Mr.  G.  Wood.  Mr.  E.  Biilte,  hmS  oUmt 


lUndBl,  MiiM  liiBtw ,  Ctwmr,  and  nmuf 
ft  Rcpeil  of  tlw  Coni.lftWB.~By  Mr.  G.  PftkMr,  Mr. 
Blaelrtam.  Mr.  WOiamm,  and  oliMn.  flnm  PftrMiM  hi 
LaaoMtar.  Md  oIlMr  fhnra.  Sir  tlw  Cora- 
Mr.  Brottaton,  Mr.TteiMly,  Mr. 
VImoiuiC  Smakm,  and  otbon. 
Hlttoo.  UTorpodlf  and  ooMf  pMMCit  Br  a  Badaolios  oC 
thaSi^gPmioi.  By  Mr.  OCinwuW.  fton  DuUhi.  da> 
proeatliW  Oat  rtiaiy  In  tha  Tknbw  DntiM,  By  Mr. 
unnHomnf  mm  HaoBNiBaiat  lor  viuum  kxumm^^** 
By  Mr.  MllMi.  ftom  OovtaCy,  Sir  tht  COBdMMMacT 
the  OUhait  AoL— By  Mr.  TboiiMiy.  ftem  a  BuilM  Otm' 
gniBtlon  to  StaAndridit,  Sir  Um  AbiyMoB  of  Chanh 
Ratal,  and  tha  nriiMi  of  Wm.  I 


Oravokmbw  ("CakadaX]  Mr.  0* Con- 
nell  wished  to  know  from  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  whether  be 
had  receivea  any  despatches  relatite  to  a 
murder,  which,  it  appeared,  was  committed 
by  persons  armed  with  muskets,  who  fired 
out  on  some  individuals  from  an  Orange 
lodge  at  Toronto  ? 

Lord  J.  Ru$$eU  said,  Goverament  had 
received  some  despatches,  but  he  expected 
further  intelligeQoe  every  day. 


Catholic  Soldibrs  (India).]  Mr. 
ffConndl  was  desirooa  of  knowing  whe- 
ther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Seere* 
tary-at-War,  had  reeeived  any  commn- 
nication  from  the  East*  India  Company 
with  respect  to  the  spiritual  wants  and 
instructions  of  Roman  Catholic  aoldiers 
in  India,  and  whether  the  right  boo. 
Oentleroan  had  any  hopes  of  proeurnig 
a  remedy  for  the  evils  eomplained  of  on 
this  subject? 

Mr.  Mocwthqf  assorad  the  hon.  and 
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leaned  Gentleman,  that  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control  was  doing  e?ery- 
thing  to  promote  the  spiritual  accom- 
modation of  the  Roman  Catholic  soldiers 
in  India. 


Sugar  Duties— Ways  and  Means- 
Adjourned  Debate.^  Mr.  Ervart  re- 
sumed the  debate^  and  said^  that  this  ques- 
tion was  looked  upon  by  some  as  a  subject 
of  party  struggle,  and  that  the  measures 
introduced  by  her  Majesty's  Government 
were  attributed,  not  to  financial  considera- 
dona,  but  to  political  motives.  He  looked 
to  results  and  not  to  motives.  One  thing 
cmly  would  he  state,  that  when,  last  year^ 
he  bcousht  this  very  question  forward,  he 
did  understand  it  to  be  the  intention  of 
ibe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
submit  to  the  pressure  of  the  existing  mo- 
nopoly for  one  year  and  no  longer.  For  his 
party  however,  be  felt,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not  enter  into  such 
questions,  but  that  they  would  judse  of 
the  measures  upon  their  merits.  They 
would  merely  ask  whether  the  measures 
were  oonducive  or  not  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  country.  He  was  sure,  at  least,  that 
that  was  the  only  consideration  which 
would  have  any  weight  in  that  great  com- 
mercial district  with  which  it  was  his  lot 
to  be  more  particularly  acquainted^  a  region 
of  gigantic  manufacture,  unequalled  in  the 
hiatoiy  of  the  world,  which  extended  itself 
fiom  South  Lancashire  over  Western  York- 
shire, and  linked  together  by  one  vast  chain 
of  manufactures,  the  Irish  Sea  and  the 
German  Ocean.  He  believed,  that  the  al- 
terations contemplated  by  the  Government 
would  be  gladly  hailed  by  the  manufacturers 
of  tbat  most  important  district  of  the  empire, 
and  tbat  they  would  not  attend  to  any  in- 
nnuations  as  to  the  motives  of  Ministers 
which  might  emanate  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  But  they  would  enquire  by 
wliat  means  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
meet  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  which 
tbey  were  the  first  to  reprobate.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  they  had  to  substitute 
Ibr  the  measure  before  the  House.  Were 
tbey  prepared  to  substitute  for  it  a  tax 
upon  property?  If  not,  how  did  they 
pnpoae  to  pay  the  interest  on  our  enor- 
mous debt,  or  to  satisfy  the  commercial 
wants  of  the  country  ?  The  country  ex- 
peeled  to  hear  from  them,  or  from  their 
leader*  some  statement  of  the  measures  by 
whidi  tbey  were  prepared  to  meet  the  emer- 
gency, and  to  protect  the  country  in  a  crisis 
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which  they  had  so  vividly  described.  There 
was  one  circumstance  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  which  hon.  Members  had  not  adver- 
ted to,  namely,  that  the  Government  had 
drawn  a  dear  distinction  between  sugar  the 
production  of  slave  labour,  and  that  pro- 
duced by  free  labour,  having  imposed  upon 
the  former  a  duty  of  42^.,  but  on  the  latter 
a  duty  of  only  36^.  It  was  risht  to  call  the 
attention  of  Uie  country  to  this  distinction. 
He  regretted  to  find  himself  opposed,  on  this 
occasion,  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Beverley.  He  had  had  the  honour,  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beverley,  to  stand 
up,  through  many  a  long  debate,  against 
the  system  of  West-India  monopoly  and 
in  cluming  the  right  of  equal  duties  for 
the  continent  of  India.  Since  that  period 
a  change  had  come  over  the  spirit  of  his 
hon.  Friend ;  he  was  suddenly  converted  ; 
he  had  formed  a  new  aUiance ;  and  was 
now  an  ardent  supporter  of  the  monopo- 
lising proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Sandon).  With  him  and  the  West  Indians 
he  joined  in  the  constant  cry  of  '^  Protec- 
tion, protection,  protection,"  a  cry,  in  his 
opinion,  utterly  at  variance  with  the  inter- 
ests of  the  public,  and  not  deserving  to  be 
responded  to  by  a  majority  of  that  House. 
Thirty  or  forty  years  ago  a  similar  exclama- 
tion was  raised  on  the  part  of  the  West« 
Indian  interest,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
admit  foreign  cotton  into  the  markets  of 
Great  Britain.  About  the  year  1784 
American  cotton  was  almost  unknown  in 
this  country  3  and  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that  the  Custom-House  officers  of  Liver- 
pool refused  to  admit  the  first  cargo  of 
cotton  which  came  from  the  United  States, 
from  an  idea  that  in  that  country  it  could 
not  be  produced.  Had  the  attempt  to 
impose  a  prohibitory  duty  on  cotton^  which 
was  then  made  succeeded,  where  would 
have  been  that  colossal  fabric»  our  cotton 
manufacture,  at  once  the  wonder  and  the 
envy  of  the  world  ?  He  appealed  to  them 
in  behalf  of  the  consumers  of  this  country 
to  extend  to  sugar  the  same  principle, 
which  fortunately  for  the  interests  of  the 
country,  had  been  applied  to  cotton,  in  the 
assurance  that  as  in  the  one  case  it  was 
for  the  interest  of  the  country  that  the 
protection  should  be  withdrawn  from  cot« 
ton,  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  country, 
equally  in  principle  if  not  in  degree,  that 
it  should  be  withdrawn  fcom  sugar.  But, 
if  protection  was  to  be  conceded  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  he  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  and  those  who  thought  with  him, 
how  long  it  was  meant  that  that  protection 
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sliould  endure?  So  far  from  thinking 
that  it  ought  to  last,  he  believed  that  the 
longer  they  delayed  an  approximation  to- 
wards an  equality  of  duties,  the  worse 
would  it  be  for  the  interest  of  the  colonies 
themselves.  If  they  continued  to  foster 
and  pamper  these  interests  they  would 
never  be  able  to  endure  a  wholesome  ex- 
posure to  the  invigorating  atmosphere  of 
commercial  freedom.  The  longer  they 
maintained  those  monopolies,  the  less 
would  those  monopolies  be  able  to  meet 
a  vigorous  opposition  from  the  general 
commerce  of  the  world.  But  not  only 
did  the  West -India  interests  seek  to 
maintain  their  monopoly  -,  they  were 
now  assailed  also  on  the  part  of  the  East- 
Indian  interests.  He  earnestly  hoped^  that, 
as  the  commercial  part  of  the  country, 
was  resisting  the  continuance  of  the  West- 
Indian  monopoly,  it  would  still  more  resist 
the  colossal  monopoly  attempted  to  be  im- 
posed on  the  part  of  the  East  Indies. 
If  not,  the  commercial  energies  of  the 
country  would  be  depressed  by  a  weight 
which  it  would  never  be  able  to  get  rid  of. 
He  protested  against  the  statement  that  any 
such  compact  tor  protection  was  ever  made 
on  behalf  of  India.  There  never  even  had 
been  any  such  understanding.  The  argu- 
ments against  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  confined  to  three  points — First, 
that  the  import  of  sugar  would  be  suf- 
ficient fbr  the  demands  of  the  country, 
even  continuing  the  present  system  of 
monopoly  ;  next,  that  the  revenue  proposed 
to  be  raised  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  insufficient;  and, 
lastly,  they  endeavoured  to  show  that  the 
price,  under  the  existing  system  of  protec- 
tion, would  be  sufficiently  low  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  consumer.  110,000  tons  was 
the  quantity  of  sugar  that  was  expected 
from  the  West  Indies;  the  West  Indians 
themselves  calculated  it  at  115,000  tons; 
but  he  had  been  informed,  upon  good 
authority,  that  the  former  calculation  was 
the  more  correct  one.  In  Demerara  the 
fallinff-off  had  been  considerable,  and  from 
the  Alauritius  no  more  was  to  be  expected 
than  last  year.  They  had  no  right  to  take 
into  consideration  the  stock  on  hand,  since 
there  must  always  be  a  certain  quantity  to 
work  on.  It  was  calculated  that  we  could 
get  56,000  tons  from  the  East  Indies ; 
add  to  this  2S,000  tons  as  the  amount  of 
bur  import  from  the  Mauritius,  we  should 
have  a  total  of  194,000  tons ;  which  was  no 
more  than  the  quantity  we  imported  twelve 
years  ago,  although  the  population  had  in- 


creased,  according  to  the  lowest  calcuktiott, 
at  least  fifteen  per  cent.  Next  to  the 
supply  came  the  question  of  revenue.  It 
was  clear  that  there  ought  to  be  a  much 
larger  consumption  of  sugar  now  thau 
there  was  twelve  years  ago,  owing  to 
the  inorease  of  population;  that  in- 
creased consumption  he  calculated  to  be 
29,000  tons,  and  this  ought  certainly  to 
give  an  additional  revenue  of  one  million. 
The  third  consideration  was  the  price. 
According  to  the  calculations  in  his  posses- 
sion, the  price  would  range  from  56s.  to 
GOs.  The  price  of  brown  Brazil  sugar 
was  20s.,  to  which  add  the  duty  of  36s., 
and  2s.,  extra  charge,  would  bring  it  to  58s. 
He  would  not  say  that  sugar  would,  at 
this  price,  be  so  low  as  it  ought.  He  was 
anxious,  for  the  good  both  of  the  consumers 
and  merchants,  that  the  duty  on  sugar 
should  be  reduced  as  low  as  possible.  He 
was  willing  to  advocate  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  colonial  sugar,  and  had  always  said 
that  he  would  give  to  the  colonists  these 
three  advantages : — First,  a  reduction  of 
the  duty ;  secondly,  immigration  and  its 
consequence,  the  means  of  obtaining  free 
labour  :  and  lost  and  best  of  all,  the  advan- 
tage of  free  competition.  A  great  policy 
was  involved  in  the  change  proposed.  By 
a  liberal  reduction  of  duties.  Great  Britain 
would  become  the  entrep6t  of  the  sugar 
of  the  world.  This  was  her  natural  posi- 
tion. This  should  be  the  general  aim  of 
our  commercial  policy.  The  ports  of  this 
country,  not  the  ports  of  the  continent, 
would,  under  a  sound  fiscal  system,  be  the 
sugar  markets  of  the  world ;  as  they  might 
be  the  markets  for  every  other  article,  un- 
der the  influence  of  our  capital  and  com- 
merce. Another  great  question  ought  also 
to  be  considered.  He  meant  the  future 
commerce  of  Brazil.  Brazil  was  a  coun- 
try of  the  most  gigantic  resources,  which 
might  be  hereafter  developed  to  the 
great  and  lasting  advantage  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  he  trusted  that  whatever  might 
be  the  result  of  the  present  debate,  the 
time  would  come  when  that  vast  and  fertile 
region  would  be  opened  to  the  people 
of  Great  Britain.  He  was  aware  that 
on  the  present  occasion  they  would  have  to 
encounter  the  interested  opposition,  not 
only  of  the  West-Indian  and  East-Indian 
bodies,  but  that  they  would  also  have  to 
struggle  with  the  far  more  formidable 
phantom  of  an  anti-slavery  opposition.  He 
had  always  been  anxious,  when  the  ques- 
tion of  the  sugar  duties  was  before  the 
House,  to  draw,  if  possible,  some  distinc- 
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tioa  fkTourablei  to  free  labour  and  adverse 
to  slave  labour.  The  most  mature  reflec- 
tion, however,  had  convinced  him  that  such 
a  distinction  waa  impossible.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  nation  could  act  on  such  a 
principle.  It  was  a  principle  for  individual 
agency.  The  international  commerce  of 
the  world  should  go  on,  whatever  might 
be  the  nature  of  individual  opinions,  in- 
dividuals would,  and  had  a  perfect  right  to, 
lefoae  from  conscientious  motives,  to  use 
artidfis  which  were  the  produce  of  a 
certain  species  of  labour ;  but  such  rea- 
aoninff  could  not  be  applied  to  nations. 
He  also  entertained  the  firmest  conviction 
that,  if  free  labour  were  admitted  into  fair 
competition  with  slave  labour,  it  would 
vanquish  it  in  any  market  in  the  world. 
On  that  point  he  held  the  same  opinions  as 
Mr.  Gumey  and  Sir  Fowell  Buxton.  The 
evidence  before  the  West-India  committee 
of  last  Session,  showed  clearly  that  the 
voluntary  labour  of  one  free  man  was 
worth  that  of  two  of  the  most  able-bodied 
slaves.  That  conviction  was  gaining  ground 
even  in  Brazil  and  Cuba.  In  Brazil  there 
existed  a  strong  party  adverse  to  slavery, 
while  in  Cuba  the  Patriotic  Society  of 
Havannah  was  working  for  its  discourage- 
ment. Mr.  Tumbull,  in  his  recent  work 
on  Cuba,  stated,  that  that  society  began  by 
layine  it  down  ''as  an  incontrovertible 
principle,  that  the  labour  of  a  single  free- 
man who  works  voluntarily,  and  for  his 
own  interest,  is  at  least  equivalent  to  all 
thai  oaii  be  extracted  from  any  two  of  the 
BBOit  robust  of  the  African  race."  The 
only  radical  cure  for  slavery  was>  the  free 
commercial  intercourse  of  nations.  Com- 
merce was  the  great  emancipator.  The 
slave-trade  had  not  been  put  down  by 
gnn-boatsj  nor  would  slavery  be  suppressed 
if  ihe  warfare  of  prohibitory  duties.  Had 
we  refused  to  admit  American  cotton  into 
this  eonairy,  the  efiect  would  have  been  to 
perpetuate  slavery  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
AmericBf  oonfin^  within  herself  would 
have  continued  the  system  without  a  chance 
of  mitigaticm.  But  what  had  been  the 
efiect  of  onr  commercial  intercourse  with 
that  nation  ?  A  strong  anti-slavery  party 
was  rising  up  in  Amenca,  and  shaking  to 
its  haaia  that  great  confederation.  Com- 
merce would  work  beneficially  in  Brazil. 
The  proposed  reduction  of  the  duties  would 
enable  them  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
extinction  of  slavery  there  also.  If  this 
country  met  Brazil  liberally ;  and  with  a 
disposition  to  take  a  fair  portion  of  her 
nfitural  products  on  equitable  terms,  he 


(Mr.  Ewart)  had  no  doubt  that  a  oorre*- 
sponding  liberality  would  be  evinced  by 
that  empire  with  respect  to  slavery.  The 
benefits  of  the  proposition  before  the  House 
would  be  felt  by  all  classes,  and  more 
especially  by  the  poorer  classes,  in  this 
country ;  and  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  was  as 
anxious  to  put  an  end  to  distress  in  those 
quarters  as  he  was  to  put  an  end  to  slavery 
in  any  quarter.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  in  his 
vigorous  declamation  against  slavery  the 
other  night,  seemed  to  forget  the  distresses 
of  the  poor  of  his  own  country.  He  left 
them  to  Providence.  He  resembled  the 
good  bishop  described  by  Pope : — 

''God  cannot  love,  quoth  Bond,  with  tearless 
eyes, 
The  wretch  he  starves,  and  piously  denies ; 
But  the  mild  bishop,  with  a  serious  air, 
Resigns,  and  leaves  them  Providence's  care.'* 

He  (Mr.  Ewart)  was  as  ardent  an  enemy 
to  slavery  as  any  one,  even  as  his  ri^t 
hon.  Friend,  but  in  his  enthusiasm  in  that 
cause  he  could  not  forget  the  claims  of  the 
poor  of  this  country.  The  adulteration  of 
sugar  had  gone  on  to  an  extraordinary  ex- 
tent, on  account  of  its  high  price.  People 
abandoned  the  use  of  it  in  consequence.  He 
knew  as  a  fact— not  unknown,  perhaps,  to 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
— that  an  association  was  formed  in  Liver- 
pool for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  use  of 
sugar.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Lush- 
ington)  announced  that  the  people  of 
England  would  not  submit  to  the  use  ai 
slave-labour  sugar,  whibt  any  other  vnis  to 
be  procured.  Whence  did  his  right  hout 
Friend  derive  his  authority  as  pleoipoten* 
tiary  of  the  people  of  England  }  His  right 
hon.  Friend  *even  went  so  far  as  to  say,  in 
scriptural  language,  that  they  would  pre. 
fer  a  dinner  of  herbs  to  the  stalled  ox  of 
slavery.  But  under  the  present  scheme  of 
duties,  the  poor  not  the  rich,  would  suffer. 
The  rich,  who  could  pay,  would  still  have 
the  stalled  ox.  The  dinner  of  herbs 
would  be  the  lot  of  the  poor  only.  Surely 
if  the  duties  were  to  be  reduced  at  all, 
that  was  now — when  commerce  was  de<* 
pressed,  and  did  not  show  its  usual  elas- 
Ucity  in  spring— when  our  manufacturers 
were  working  only  half  time,  our  com- 
mereial  towns  languishing,  and  the  poor 
suffering  from  unusual  privation.  The 
cotton  trade  was  in  a  most  declining  state ; 
so,  likewise,  was  every  other  trade  con- 
nected with  the  export  commerce  of  the 
country.  The  distress  afiected  all  classes. 
It  was  felt  in  London  as  well  as  in  the  pro- 
E2 
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vinceti    Someiliiiiff  mutt  be  done  to  revive 
commeroe  and  relieve  distress.     Nor  was 
the  proposed  commercial  reform  demanded 
by  distress  only ;  it  was  called  for  by  the 
improved    habits   of  the  people.      There 
could  not  be  a  more  accurate  test  of  those 
improved  habits  than  the  evidence  eiven 
before  the  committee  on  the  import  duties 
last  year.     Twenty-four  years  ago,  scarcely 
one  coffee-house  (exclusively  for  the  sale 
of  coffee)  existed  in  London.    The  coffee- 
houses now  amounted  to  1,600  or  1,800. 
They  supplied  the  people  with  an  immense 
amount  of  periodical  journals  and  news- 
papers.    The  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
sugar  and  coffee  was  therefore  a  moral 
question  of  great  importance.    Were  these 
habits  of  sobriety,  this  change  in  the  cha- 
racter of  the   working  population  to  be 
checked  by  continuing  the  present  high 
duties  on  sugar?      But  the  question  at 
issue  involved  even  more  extensive  con* 
sideratioDS.     It  involved  the  consideration 
of  the  general  increase  of  the  commerce 
of  the  country.     Fordgn  countries  were 
gradually  becoming  more  convinced  of  the 
extension  given  to  commerce  by  a  reduction 
of  duties  on  forrign  produce.  Among  these 
was    France.    The    French  Minister   of 
Connetoe,  M.  Cimin  Gridaine,  had  lately 
shown  in  bis  Rmirt  laid  before  the  Cham- 
ber of  Peersy  Uie  benefit  which  has  re- 
mlted  from  reducing  the  import  duties  of 
France.     In  consequence  of  this  reduction 
it  appeared  that  the  general  trade  of  France 
had  increased  from  616,000,000  francs  in 
1829,  to  947,000,000  francs  in  1839.  Her 
exports,     which,    in     1829,    were    only 
604,000,000  francs,  increased  in  1839  ro 
1,003,000^000    francs;    her     imports    of 
foreign  produce,  which,  in    1829,   were 
valued  at  483,000,000  francs,  rose  in  1839 
to   650,000,000  francs.     Navigation,  do. 
noestic  produce,  cotton,  iron,  coal,  partook 
of  this  general  improvement.    He  (Mr. 
Ewart)  wlieved  that  a  new  era  was  dis- 
closing itself  in  the  commeroe  of  the  world. 
In    this  great  commercial  change  Great 
Britain  should  take  the  lead.     He  strongly 
felt  that  this    position   was  due  to  the 
honour  as  well  as  to  the  interests  of  this 
country.     If  we  sunk  back  into  the  old 
system  of  mercantile  restriction,  we  should 
fall  like  Holland,  into  a  sUte  of  eariy  de- 
crepitude and  premature  deoay.    But  if,  in 
aceordanee  with  the  timet  in  whieh  it  b 
our  destiny  to  live,  we  freely  open  our 
commerce  at  home  and  abroadt  he  saw  no 
limits  to  its  extent  and  duration. 

^  Nee  cumiiro  oceano,  neque  famami  teminat 
astris." 


Mr.  Heaihcote  said,  that  he  was  anxious 
to  state  to  the  House  the  reasons  which 
would  govern  his  vote  upon  the  present 
occasion,  but  be  could  not,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, help  remarking,  that  from  the 
course  which  the  debate  had  taken,  whe- 
ther owiug  to  party  tactics  or  to  the  forms 
of  the  House,  it  would  be  ill  understood 
in  the  country.  At  the  same  time  two 
separate  debates  were  going  on,  one  inci- 
dent to  the  announcement  made  by  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretarv  for  the  Colo- 
nies,  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws,  and 
the  other  solely  relating  to  the  resolution 
on  the  sugar  duties,  and  the  proposals  as 
to  corn,  timber,  and  sugar,  which  was  im- 
mediately before  the  House,  and  upon 
which  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Liverpool,  had  confined  himself  to  a  dry 
defence  of  those  duties.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  larger  qnestion.  llie  noble 
Lord  was  now  taking  the  first  step  in  a 
loog  course,  he  was  now  proposing  the 
first  of  a  series  of  measures,  all  intimatelj 
connected  with  each  other,  and  whicn 
deeply  affected  not  only  the  interests  of 
the  colonies  and  of  agriculture,  but,  ta 
his  belief,  were  calculated  to  be  seriously 
prejudicial  to  the  manufacturing  interests 
also.  On  the  first  subject,  that  of  conip 
he  did  not  think,  often  as  he  had  in  that 
House  represented  the  strong  feelings  on 
that  subject,  that  he  ever  knew  a  more  de- 
termined feeling  of  resistance  to  exbt  than 
existed  at  the  present  to  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord,  ft  was  a  feeling  in 
which  all  ranks  and  conditions  of  men 
shared,  and  persons  of  every  shade  of  po- 
litical feelmg.  Those  who  represented 
the  agricultural  interests  ought  at  onoe 
boldly  to  say,  **  We  will  hear  and  accept 
of  no  compromise — we  will  not  accept  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,**  for  he  be* 
fieved,  that  a  fixed  dutjf  the  agriculturists 
were  generally  determined  to  resist ;  and 
as  to  the  fixed  duty  of  8s.,  he  could  not 
persuade  himself  that  the  noble  Lord  se- 
riously meant  to  propose  it  to  the  House. 
His  hon.  Colleague  had  said,  that  he 
would  rather  have  no  duty  than  such  a 
duty  as  that.  He  trusted  that  the  agri- 
cultural interest  would  never  be  pot  to  so 
painful  an  alternative,  and  he  believed 
that  he  might  give  them  the  information 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  chance  of 
such  a  proposition  being  carried.  So  rooch 
for  protection.  Now,  as  to  the  questkm 
of  revenue.    In  the  first  place,  the  pro- 
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posiiiOD  could  not  sorely  be  brought  for- 
wanl  for  that  purpose,  because  the  noble 
Lord  must  hare  been  fully  aware  that  he 
could  not  carry  it.  Could  the  proposed 
doty  be  permanently  maintained  ?  If  a 
scarcity  occurred,  and  if  they  had  to 
depend  on  a  foreign  supply,  they  might 
soon  see  a  scarcity ;  could  it  be  main- 
tained ?  The  measure  would  produce  this 
complication  of  evils — a  scarcity  of  corn 
in  the  country,  add  at  the  same  time  a  de- 
Meat  ion  in  the  revenue.  Let  them  look 
to  the  extent  of  revenue  which  was  to 
be  derived  from  the  Corn-laws,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  safe  to  make  nearly 
two  millions  of  revenue  depend  upon  a 
proposition  of  this  kind  ?  The  argument 
which  had  been  used  by  hon.  Members 
was  this,  that,  though  they  didn't  expect 
to  carry  the  proposition  now,  it  was  some- 
thing to  be  done  at  a  future  period,  but 
be  joined  issue  with  them  at  once,  for  he 
coold  not  see  why,  as  long  as  the  Legis- 
lature retained  its  character  for  intelli- 
gence, and  its  regard  for  the  interests  of 
the  community,  that  proposition  should 
ever  be  carried — why  that  which  was  un- 
jost  to-day  should  be  considered  just  to- 
morrow. They  took  their  ground  upon 
the  principle  that  the  Corn-laws  were 
sanctioned  by  justice  and  even  necessity. 
These  were  matters  of  opinion,  but  he 
BiigUt  say,  it  was  matter  of  fact,  that  they 
were  in  unison  with  the  opinions  of  a 
Imige  majority  of  the  constituencies  of 
this  country.  As  to  the  timber  duties,  he 
was  far  from  saying,  that  if  any  interest 
bad  an  excessive  protection  he  was  not 
prepared  to  take  it  away ;  but  he  asked 
the  House  to  consider  the  time  at  which 
this  proposal  was  brought  forward,  and 
the  condition  of  our  North  American  pos- 
sessions. Was  it  not  likely  to  excite  that 
disafiection  which  had  as  yet  scarcely  sub- 
sided, and  was  it  giving  that  reward  which 
tbey  deserved  to  the  loyal  inhabitants  of 
those  colonies  who  had  succeeded  in  sup- 
pressing disaffection  ?  As  to  the  shipping 
uterest,  he  owed  it  great  gratitude  for  the 
cooiidence  which  it  had  reposed  in  him, 
and  be  contended,  that  they  could  not 
maintain  the  navy  of  this  country  without 
a  great  commercial  marine.  Strength  was 
better  than  wealth,  and  a  race  of  bold 
hardy  seamen,  ready  to  fight  the  battles 
of  their  country,  was  a  priceless  treasure, 
far  beyond  the  value  of  the  oncertian  ad- 
vaoti^es  anticipated  by  the  noble  Lord. 
In  rsferenco  to  the  sugar  duties  he  would 


say  but  a  word.  A  great  and  costly,  but 
a  most  glorious  experiment  had  been  tried 
in  our  West-India  colonies.  He  was  re- 
joiced to  hear  from  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  of  the  success  of  that  experi- 
ment, but  was  it  the  time  when  that  ex- 
periment was  going  on,  and  was  likely  to 
lead  to  a  successful  issue,  to  try  a  theoreti- 
cal experiment  of  this  nature?  The  noble 
Lord  bad  said,  that  it  would  not  be  manly 
in  him  to  attack  the  sugar  and  timber  in- 
terests without  attacking  the  landed  in- 
terest at  the  same  time,  and  he  thought 
that  they  might  take  a  lesson  from  that 
noble  Lord,  and  that  it  equally  behoved 
them  to  say,  '*  We  will  not  defend  the  land 
whilst  we  throw  overboard  the  other  inter- 
ests likely  to  be  prejudiced  by  the  scheme 
of  the  Government.*'  He  was  com- 
pelled, therefore,  with  great  pain  and  re- 
luctance to  declare,  that  he  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  vote  against  the  resolutions. 
Hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  the  protec- 
tion to  agriculture.  Had  not  the  manu- 
facturing interests  equal,  and  in  many  in- 
stances far  greater  protection.  Let  them 
look  at  the  woollen,  and  the  silk  and  linen 
trades,  had  not  they  immense  and  enor- 
mous protection  ?  Within  ten  years  enor- 
mous bounties  had  been  given,  and  then, 
armed  to  the  teeth  with  protection,  they 
came  forward  and  said,  **  We  wish  pro- 
tection for  ourselves,  and  free  trade  for 
every  one  else;"  but  he  said,  if  they 
wished  to  reform  others,  they  should  begin 
by  reforming  themselves.  Let  them  not 
content  themselves  with  making  vague 
declara^ons,  but  put  notices  down  on  the 
motied-book  of  that  House.  ["  Hear! 
hear!  from  Mr.  Hume.]  Oh!  no,  not 
vague  declarations;  he  knew  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  would  promise  a 
great  deal — he  knew  his  promises  of  old. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had  said, 
that  it  was  now  necessary  for  this  country 
to  set  a  great  example.  It  might  be  very 
well  for  this  country  to  sec  an  example  but 
would  foreign  countries  follow  it?  We 
might  give  up  our  agriculture,  our  colo* 
nies,  our  shipping,  but  would  they  give  up 
their  rising  manufactures  ?  He  was  not 
for  giving  up  a  substance  for  the  sake  of 
a  shadow.  He  therefore  was  bound  to 
vote  against  the  resolutions ;  he  regretted 
the  necessity  for  that  step,  but  in  an- 
nouncing his  intention  he  hoped  that  he 
had  said  nothing  indicating  any  diminu- 
tion of  respect  for  the  personal  character 
of  the  nobis  Lord,    The  resolutions  had 
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been  brought  bj  the  noble  Lord  in  a  bold 
nnd  manly  •pecch,  which  did  him  great 
credit,  but  he  could  not  accede  to  them, 
for  he  wai  latitfied,  that  if  they  were  car- 
ried it  would  be  impoeiible  to  maintain  the 
agricuharal,  colonial,  shipping,  or  even 
the  manufacturing  interests  of  this  great 
country. 

Mr.  LoMctUti  thought  the  debate  and 
the  tote  would  be  considered  as  embrac- 
ing the  whole  principle  of  removal  of  re- 
strictions from  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country,  and  he  was  decided!?  favour- 
able to  that  principle.  He  could  not,  at 
the  same  time,  conceal  from  himself  the 
difficulties  which  the  Government  had 
created,  by  bringing  forward  the  subject 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  placed.  He  did  not,  indeed,  join 
in  (he  imputation  that  had  been  cast  upon 
Ministers  for  making  this  a  partv  ma- 
noBuvre,  but  at  the  same  time  he  did  think 
that  having  been  defeated  upon  other 
questions,  and  the  reins  of  Government 
having  dropped  from  their  hands,  they 
ought  to  have  paused  before  they  threw 
measures  before  the  country,  which  ne« 
cessarily  excited  much  of  passion  and  hos- 
tility between  the  different  interests— -when 
thev  were  unable  to  carry  them  out.  They 
had  no  right  to  consider  themselves  the 
exclusive  advocates  of  free  trade,  and  he 
had  stated,  on  the  vote  of  confidence,  two 
years  ago,  that  he  had  the  most  confident 
expectation  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir.  R.  Peel)  would  earry  out,  as  far  as 
he  could  the  principles  of  Mr.  Hoskisson. 
Although  sucn  a  thing  could  scarcely  be 
expected  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, yet, 
foreseeing  what  was  about  to  happen, 
he  did  think  it  would  be  well  if  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  state  the  principles  of 
the  course  he  mtended  to  pursue.  With 
reference  to  the  particular  question  before 
the  House,  he  thought  it  was  only  reason- 
able that  the  West  Indians  should  have 
that  amount  of  protection  that  would 
carry  them  through  the  experiment  that 
was  in  progress,  but  he  did  not  wuh 
to  coniinue  an  absolute  prohibition  upon 
foreign  sugars ;  and  he  should  wish  to  see 
the  diflferential  duty  diminished,  although 
not  to  the  extent  now  proposed .  He  consi- 
dered that,  however,  to  be  the  question  of 
dogree  proper  to  be  discussed  in  the  com* 
roiUee.  He  would  again  express  his  con- 
fidence in  the  soundneu  of  the  general 
principle  of  relaxing,  as  far  as  possible, 
gU  rostriolion  on  trade  and  conmerce* 


Mr.  GfUei  the  hon.  Member  fer  Lot- 
coin,  Sir,  appears  to  ne  to  kavo  jnally 
appreciated  the  true  subject  and  the  rail 
eharacter  of  this  debate,  and  to  hast 
judged  perfectly  right  in  giving  lo  it  a 
much  wider  range  Uian  that  of  tha  nete 
question  of  sugar  duties.  In  particalar, 
I  rejoice  that  by  doing  this  he  has  called 
forth  the  speech  which  we  have  just  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  WakeieM ;  a 
speech  which  I  listened  to  with  the  great- 
est satisfaction,  as  well  for  ita  eiiMUant 
sense  as  for  its  frankneaa*  The  proposi- 
tions laid  before  the  House  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Coloaies,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ltnooln  has  tndy 
ststed,  are  comprehensive  both  in  their 
present  import  and  in  their  futore  proause; 
they  open  the  prospect  of  a  revbion  of  o«r 
commercial  tariff  in  all  its  chief  defeetive 
points ;  and  the  number  of  separate  pro- 
tecled  interests  which  the  hoii.  Member 
for  Unoolo  has  enumerated,  in  his  anxiety 
to  find  a  ground  of  justification  for  pso- 
tection  lo  the  landed  interest,  soffieieiitly 
demonstrate  how  great  is  the  need  for  a 
searching  legislative  inter feienoe.  1  wish. 
Sir,  in  a  few  words  to  expreas  my  aoconl- 
ance  with  the  general  scheme  propoeed  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  raising 
of  additional  revenue  during  the  present 
year  by  a  revision  of  our  tariff,  and  bv  the 
lightening  of  dutiee  simply  differential  and 
protective.  I  think  that  the  proposition 
whieh  has  been  made  to  us  for  supplying 
the  esisling  defioieney  in  the  revenue  by 
a  new  arrangement  of  our  oommereial 
system,  instead  of  the  imposition  of  addi- 
tiottal  taxes  on  the  people,  is  a  wise,  an 
advisable,  and  a  comprehensive  proposi- 
tion. Even  if  there  were  no  pressing 
exigencies  arising  out  of  an  iU-auppliea 
Treasury"-»if  we  had  at  this  moment  a 
surplus  instead  of  a  deflciency^^I  should 
still  hold  that  a  reduction  of  thoea  d«iias> 
which  are  simply  protective  and  diffeiwn- 
tial,  and  which  enhance  the  eoet  of  living 
in  England  without  enriching  the  pnblie 
purse,  is  a  duly  whwh  we  owe  to  the 
countrv.  Hut  when  I  find  the  sameeoniae 
ofconooet  recommended  by  considerations 
of  immediate  urgency— when  I  discofor 
that  the  same  amended  tariff,  which  is 
calculated  to  enlaige  oor  eoanarce,  and 
to  extend  onr  means  of  giving  empkyfment 
to  the  people,  may  also  be  asade  to  relievo 
them  from  the  necessity  of  new  positive 
payments  over  and  above  the  heavy  bar- 
ihens  which  they  now  enduro^l  mnsi 
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My  Ibtt  I  eniertain  the  fallest  satisfaction 
Boid  the  most  eotire  conviction  in  tupport- 
iiig  the  project  which  has  been  laid  before 
M  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
tho  Ciolooies*  How  much  of  the  budget 
which  has  now  been  proposed  for  our 
notice  may  be  destined  to  pass  into  a  law, 
at  present  I  know  not  But  entertaining, 
as  I  dO|  a  sincere  persuasion  that  our  pre- 
sent Cora-laws  are  eminently  injurious  in 
many  ways,  and  believing  that  a  nearer 
appraximatioa  to  the  principles  of  free 
trade  in  other  articles  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  great  mass  of  the  public,  rich  as 
well  as  poor,,  agricultural  as  well  as  com- 
merdal-**!  cannot  but  feel  rejoiced  that 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  has 
opened  to  us  the  prospect  of  such  consi- 
derable improvementy  even  though  the 
realisation  is  destined  to  be  deferred.  The 
three  subjects  to  which  our  attention  is 
called  in  the  budget,  are  corn,  sugar,  and 
timber** three  main  articles  of  consump- 
tion for  every  household,  from  the  eitreme 
of  opulence  to  the  humblest  independent 
cottager.  With  respect  to  all  these  three 
afticleSy  there  are  the  same  general  modes 
of  reasoning  applicable;  there  are  in- 
deed, some  peculiarities  belonging  to  each, 
akocially  to  the  corn  trade,  which  do  not 
ong  to  the  other  two :  but,  in  the  main, 
the  reasoning  respecting  all  the  three, 
Gosspriies  the  same  conditions,  and  tends 
Cowanis  the  same  objects.  The  purpose 
of  all  legislation,  as  I  understand  it,  with 
respect  to  these  three  trades,  ought  to  be, 
to  place  within  the  reach  of  the  consumer 
the  best,  the  cheapest,  and  the  most  con- 
stant supply  of  all  these  essential  articles 
of  consumption.  If  it  be  necessary  for 
the  supply  of  the  Government  expenditure 
that  a  certain  additional  expense  should 
be  incurred  by  consumers  before  they  can 
pfTocnre  for  themselves  these  important 
comforts  of  life,  it  ought  at  least  to  be  the 
object  of  the  Legislature  to  reduce  this 
charge  to  a  minimum — to  find  out  with 
how  small  an  additional  charge  super- 
added to  the  inevitable  cost  of  production, 
the  public  credit  and  the  public  defence 
can  be  sustained.  This  is  the  sense  in 
which  ly  at  least,  construe  my  duties  as  a 
legislator,  in  regard  to  the  relation  be* 
tween  consumer  and  producer— to  try  by 
etery  means  in  my  power  to  make  the 
income  of  each  individual  householder 
among  the  public  go  as  far  as  it  can  be 
auda  to  ^  in  the  purchase  of  comforts 


and  necessaries  of  life.     I  need  not  men- 
tion, what  is  but  too  notorious,  that  the 
enormous  majority  of  these  incomes  are 
humble  and  moderate,  very  many  of  them 
scanty  and  insufficient— and  that,  there- 
fore, any  artificial  addition  made  to  the 
cost  of  procuring  the  necessary  comforts 
of  life,  cannot  but  be  deeply  and  pain- 
fully felt.     Now,  Sir,  I  well  know  that 
the  project  as  now  laid  before  us  by  the 
Government,  neither  accomplishes,    nor 
professes  to    accomplish,    anything  like 
that  which  1  conceive  to  be  the  proper 
end  and  object   of  commercial   legisla- 
tion.     The  project  of  the  Government 
does  by  no  means  study  the  single  ob- 
ject of  rendering  the  essential  comforts 
of  life  cheap  and  accessible  to  the  great 
body  of  consumers.    If  it  did,  it  would  be 
more  consonant  to  my  opinions  than  it  is 
now ;  but  I  know  that  it  does  no  such 
thing.     It  still  retains  the  principle  of 
protection,  or  that  which  is  erroneously  so 
called,  but  which  is,  in  regard  to  the  con- 
sumer, the  direct  negation  of  protection. 
It  still  perpetuates  the  custom  of  taxing 
every  consumer,  not  for  public  purposes 
and  common  utility,  but  for  the  benefit, 
sometimes  real,  sometimes  imaginary,  of  a 
particular  knot  of  producers.    But  though 
the  Government  project  continues    and 
maintains  this  principle  of  protection,  it 
restricts  the  extent  of  its  application,  and 
it  mitigates  considerably  the  form  and 
manner  in  which  the  principle  has  hitherto 
been  brought  to  bear.    Sir,  I  have  said 
before,  in   discussing  the  subject  of  the 
corn-laws,  and  I  say  again  now,  that  I 
think  the  trade  in  corn  ought  to  be  per- 
fectly free,  and  that  corn  is  not  a  proper 
subject  of  revenue,  inasmuch  as  to  impose 
a  tax  upon  imported  corn,  which  can  never, 
under  any  system,  form  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  the  whole  consumption,  has  the 
effect  of  raising  the  price  to  an  equal  ex- 
tent upon  the  whole  nine-tenths  grown  at 
home,  without  any  benefit  to  the  revenue. 
The  project  of  the  Government,  there- 
fore, does  not  accomplish,  and  does  not 
aim  at  accomplishing,  all  which  I  think 
ought  to  be  done  about  the  corn  trade. 
But  it  does  aim  at  procuring,  and  it  does 
in  reality  procure,  a  most  serious  and  im- 
portant amelioration  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  things.   It  converts  the  corn  trade, 
which  is  now  distinguished  from  all  other 
trades  by  its  extreme  irregularity,  and  its 
enormous  fluctuations,  into  a  steady,  re- 
gular^ and  calculable  proceeding.    I  do 
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not  think  that  the  ordinary  prices  of  corn 
wJH  be  lower  in  any  sensible  degree  under 
a'' fixed  duty  of  8s.  than  they  are  now; 
but  I  entertain  full  confidence  that  the 
maximum  of  price  in  extraordinary  times 
will  be  much  less  high ;  and  that  the  trade 
altogether  will  lose  that  hazardous  and 
feverish  character  which  has  been  so  fear- 
fully manifested  during  the  last  few  years. 
We  shall  no  longer  be  exposed  to  those 
sudden  and  unforeseen  demands  for  large 
importations  of  foreign  grain  which  so 
fatally  derange  the  ordinary  habits  of  trade, 
and  so  greatly  aggravate  the  dangers  of 
our  monetary  system.  I  do  believe  that 
this  will  be  hailed  by  the  mercantile  com- 
munity generally  as  a  great  and  essential 
improvement.  I  know  that  there  are  many 
of  that  community  who  are  favourable  to 

f>rotection,  of  greater  or  less  extent,  to  the 
andlordSf  but  I  am  persuaded  there  is  not 
one  who  does  not  regard  the  alternate  hot 
and  cold  fits  of  the  com  trade,  as  it  now 
stands,  to  be  a  serious  evil^  and  who  will 
not  accept,  with  comparative  satisfaction 
and  gratitude,  a  system  which  combines  a 
fixed  amount  of  protection  with  a  regular 
and  steady  course  of  trade.  The  same 
principle  of  dealing  which  the  Govern- 
ment project  applies  to  the  corn  trade,  it 
applies  to  the  sugar  trade  also.  It  re- 
cognises and  maintains  the  principle  of 
{>rotection  to  the  colonial  producer,  but  it 
imits  the  extent  of  protection  granted ;  it 
reduces  the  extent  of  protection  from  its 
present  exorbitant  amount  to  a  difierential 
duty  of  50  per  cent.  Now,  to  hear  the 
manner  in  which  this  subject  has  been 
debated,  one  would  suppose  that  a  dif- 
ferential duty  of  50  per  cent,  was  tanta- 
mount to  no  protection  at  all.  But  let  me 
entreat  Gentlemen  to  reflect  upon  this 
amount  of  protective  duty  with  reference 
to  any  independent  foreign  market  for  our 
exports.  Let  us  suppose  that  the  United 
States,  or  any  other  independent  nation, 
chose  to  receive  French  goods  at  a  duty 
of  50  per  cent,  less  than  English  goods, 
would  there  not  be  the  greatest  and  the 
most  serious  complaints  amongst  our  ex- 
porting merchants,  of  the  hindrance  there- 
by placed  upon  their  trade  ?  1  do  submit 
to  the  House  that,  assuming  the  principle 
of  protection  to  be  a  just  one,  a  diflS^ren- 
tial  duty  of  60  per  cent,  is  u  much  as 
can  reasonably  be  demanded  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  general  public  on  behalf  of  aoj 
ipeeial  interest  whatsoever.  I  presume  it  u 
bardly  necessary  to  prore,  that  a  low  price 


of  an  article  like  sng^r,  is  an  event  highly 
desirable  and  beneficial  to  the  comnnnitj 
—felt  most  sensibly  by  every  poor  family 
in  the  country  in  its  morning  and  evening 
meal.    And  so  Gentlemen  seem  onaoi- 
mously  to  regard  it,  when  the  question  is 
about  admitting   East-India  sugar  into 
consumption  on  the  same  footing  aa  Weil- 
India  suf^r.    For  what  other  porpoee  is 
it  that  this  relaxatran  of  our  previous  law 
has  been  recently  carried  into  effect,  ex- 
cept to  render  the  supply  of  sugar  cheaper 
and  more  abundant?  But  when  the  qm- 
tion  is  about  the  policy  of  admitting  uaba 
and  Brazil  sugar  for  consumption  in  Eng* 
land,  it  then  seems  as  if  the  cheapoesi  of 
suf^r  to  the  consumer  here  became  a  mat* 
ter  of  indifference.    Now,  Sir,  I  mutt  con- 
fess that  I  take  a  very  difierent  view  of 
this  matter.    To  me  it  seems  a  very  great 
blessing  that  the  poorer  population  of  this 
country  should  have  the  command  of  sogar 
at  the  most  moderate  cost ;  and  if  there 
be  countries  so  favoured  by  nature  as  to 
be  able  and  willing  to  supply  them  with 
it,  I,  at  least,  will  not  concur  in  the  im- 
position of  insurmountable  factitiooi  bar- 
riers, for  the  purpose  of  preventing  tham 
from  getting  it.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Beverley  told  us  on  Friday,  as  matter  of 
satisfaction  and  delight,  that  the  tupply 
of  MUftLT  from  the  East*Indiet  was  greatly 
on  the  increase,  and  that  he  expected  in 
the  course  of  the  next  year,  not  lees  than 
100,000  tons.  Yet  the  same  hon.  Gentle- 
man,   in  the  same  speech,   went  on  to 
tell  us^  as  a  subject  of  dismav  and  nn* 
easiness,  that  the  lands  of  Cuba  were  to 
fertile  and  so  productive,  as  to  yield  as 
much  sogar  from  one  acre  as  can  be  ob- 
tained from  six  acres  of  the  best  land  in  the 
East-  Indies.    If  this  be  correct,  why  is  the 
cheapness  of  sunr  a  misfortune  when  it 
comes  from  Cuoa  —  a  blessing  when  it 
comes  from  the  East  Indies  ?    I  observe, 
Sir,  that  those  who  concur  in  the  views  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Member  for 
Liverpool)  adopt  two  lines  of  argument 
which  seem  to  me  inconsistent  one  with 
the  other.    First,  they  treat  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheooer  as 
one  which  threatens  the  colonies  with  mm, 
by  the  extensive  consumption  which   it 
will  occasion  of  foreign  slave-grown  sogar. 
Next,  they  take  the  present  price  of  colo* 
nial  suf^r,  and  of  foreign  sugar,  at  tha 
proposed  rates  of  duty,  and  they  make  oat 
that  the  fall  of  price  will  be  to  iosignilU 
cant  ■•  to  jiM  oo  iddilioiial  itfowM 
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worth    mentioning    to    the    Escheqner. 
Eflllier  of  these  two  erguinents  may  stand 
singly,  bnt  they  cannot  both  stand  together. 
The  ioetination  of  my  mind,  and  the  in* 
formation  which  I  have  received,  leads  me 
to  believe  that  the  extension  in  the  con- 
sumption will  not  be  sogreatasthe  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  calcnlates  j  but  upon 
that  point  I  reserve  my  [opinion  until  I 
shall  have  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  explain  the  grounds  upon  which  his 
calcolation  is  founded.     But  the  main 
stress  seems  to  be  laid  upon  the  question 
of  davery,  by  Gentlemen  who  take  an  un- 
favoorable  view  of  this  proposition.    Em- 
phatic and  eloquent  denunciations  against 
the  system  of  slavery  in  Brazil  and  Cuba 
are  ddivered,  and  such   expressions  of 
feelings  both  deserve  and  command  the 
ready  and  the  unanimous  acquiescence  of 
this  House.    But  Sir,  while  we  sympa- 
thise with  the  feelings  in  which  these  sen- 
timents originate,  it  is  necessary  for  us  to 
ask  ourselves  to  what  conclusions  Gentle- 
men intend  to  make  it  subservient  ?    Are 
the  conclusions  such  as  reasonably  follow 
from  the  premises,  and  such  as  are  wortbv 
of  the  premises  ?    I  must  say  that  I  think 
they  are  not.     When  in  former  years  the 
mischiefs  of  slavery  as  it  existed  in  our 
own  islands  were  forcibly  exposed,  the 
conclusions  deduced  were  natural  and  le- 
gitimate,  and  worthy  of  the  premises  laid 
for  them.    Parliament  said,  *'  Here  is  a 
great  evil  existing,  let  us  interfere  and 
pot  it  down."    The  generous  exertions  of 
tboae  who  exposed  the  evil  were  rewarded 
with  their  proper  result — a  direct  and  ef- 
fective intervention  for   the    purpose  of 
patting  down  the  evil.    But  when  gentle- 
men denounce  the  practice  of  slavery  as  it 
exista  in  Cuba,  in    Brazil,  or  in  other 
foreign  countries,  what  are  the  practical 
conclusions  which  they  deduce  from  their 
doctrine?     Do    they   propose    that  we 
should  formally  require  the  Governments 
of  those  countries  to  abrogate  slavery,  and 
that  in  the  event  of  refusal,  we  should  fit 
oot  armaments  to  enforce  compliance? 
No  person  has  ever  started  such  a  propo- 
ritioB.    Do  they  propose  to  declare  all 
the  products  of  slave  labour  tainted,  and 
to  forbid  them  as  abominations  of  which 
it  is  not  permitted  under  any  circumstances 
to  partake,  jost  as  certain  descriptions  of 
food  are  peremptorily  interdicted  in  many 
coantries  by  religious  precept?    Sir,  I  do 
tmt  &id  that  any  person  proposes  this; 
Wftt  my  right  boo*  Friend,  the  Member 


for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  disclaimed  any 
such  proposition  on  Friday  evening  laal. 
But,  Sir,  unless  Gentlemen  are  prepared 
to  maintain  this  proposition,  they  abandon 
the  moral  ground  of  the  question — they 
can  no  longer  take  their  stand  upon  the 
dignity    of  a  moral    and    conscientious 
scruple — they  cannot  he  allowed  to  rea- 
son upon  the  moral  view  of  the  question 
up  to  a  certain  point,  and  then  to  turn 
their  backs  upon  it  when  they  find  incon- 
veniences thickening  around  them— they 
cannot  be  allowed  to  rate  the  stain  ariring 
from  slave  manipulation  at  some  fixed 
sum,  such  as  one  penny  or  twopence  per 
pound,  and  nothing  more.    So  long  as 
Gentlemen  encourage  the  introduction  of 
slave-grown  sugar  and  slave-grown  tobac- 
co, 1  say  that  I  am  only  following  their 
example  when  I  treat  this  question  as  one 
of  prudence  and  public  convenience,  and 
not  of  any  peremptory  moral  obligation. 
I  enter  fully  into  those  generous  sympa- 
thies on  which  the  abhorrence  of  slavery 
rests :  but  1  must  confess  that  the  expres- 
sion of  them  loses  much  of  its  charm  in 
my  eyes,  when  I  find  that  it  ends  in  no- 
thing else  but  the  factitious  recommenda- 
tion of  a  rival  species  of  sugar  for  con- 
sumption.   We  denounce  the  slave-hold- 
ers in  Brazil  and  Cuba :  we  exclude  their 
produce  from  our  markets:    and  upon 
whom  is  it  that  the  efiecis  of  our  indigna- 
tion chiefly  fall?    Why,  they  fall  princi- 
pally on  the  British  consumer  of  sugar — 
and  most  and  worst  upon  the  poorest  of 
British  consumers.    I  would  entreat  of 
Gentlemen  who  object  to  the  proposed 
alteration  of  sugar  duties,  on  the  ground 
of  their  hatred  of  slavery,  to  consider 
what  has  been  the  consequence  of  the 
policy  upon  which  we  have  acted  up  to 
the  present  moment.    We  have  hitherto 
excluded,  by  means  of  our  system  of  du- 
ties, all  foreign  sugars,  and  have  we  by 
means  of  this  system  brought  about  any 
diminution  in  the  extent  of  slavery,  either 
in  Cuba  or  Brazil  ?    Have  we  ever  pre- 
vented the  great  enlargement  of  that  sys- 
tem ?   Sir,  the  fact  is,  I  believe,  notorious, 
that  slavery,  and  the  products  of  slaveiy, 
have  largely  spread  in  these  two  countries. 
We  have  been  successful  in  causing  our 
own  population  to  bear  the  serious  incon- 
venience of  an  unnaturally  high  price  of 
sugar ;  but  we  have  not  been  successful  in 
causing  the  decrease  of  slavery,  or  even 
in  preventing  the  increase  of  slavery,  in 
Brazil  and  Cuba,    No  doubt  I  sbw  bs 
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told  lbt(  the  developmaDt  of  slavery  woold 
htve  betn  ttill  greattr  had  we  admitted 
Braail  and  Cuba  aQgers  to  oar  markets ; 
and  this,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  true.    To 
a  certain  extent,  our  scale  of  duties  has 
prevented  the  cultivation  of  sugars  in 
those  two  countries  from  being  pushed 
so  far  as  it  otherwise  would  bave  been. 
But  how,  and  by  what  means,  has  our 
scale  of  duties  had  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting this?    Why,  simply  by  means 
of  a  serious  indirect  tax  and  a  heavy 
burden  upon  the  British  consumer  of  su» 
gar«  1  do  submit  that  the  burden  and  iu- 
convenience  which   our  present   system 
inflicts  upon  our  own  population  is  in- 
comparably   greater    than    the    preven- 
tive effect  which  we  produce,  as  regards 
sugar  cultivation  in  the  Brazils.    By  per- 
severing in  our  present  svstem  of  exclu- 
sioPa  I  cannot  perceive  that  we  stand  the 
least  chance  of  extinguishing  slavery  in 
the  countries  now  under  discussion.    By 
a  judicious  relaxation  in  that  system,  it  is 
at  least  MSfible  that  something  in  that 
way  may  be  done.    We  cannot  act  upon 
Brazil  by  force  i  and  we  must,  therefore, 
have  recourse  to  persuasion.    It  might  be 
possible  by  a  well-arranged  commercial 
treaty  with  Brazil  to  obtain  from  that  go- 
vernment mcreaffective  precautions  against 
the  importation  of  slaves  from  Africa  than 
any  which  are  now  in  force.    But  this  will 
be  thoroughly  out  of  the  question,  so  long 
as  we  deliberately  and  systematically  ex- 
clude their  products.    And  if  such  condi- 
tion  ae  this  can  be  obtained  by  amicable 
negotiation,  we  shall  have  done  more  to 
leisep  the  evils  of  slavery  than  can  be  ac- 
complished by  psraisting  (or  a  century  in 
the  system  of  exclusion.    Sir,  the  resolu- 
tion moved  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool,  dwells  upon  the  hope 
tbst  the  example  of  what  has  been  done 
by  England,  may  lead  other  countries  to 
follow  in  the  same  track  of  trying  to  extin- 
guish slavery.    I  fervently  hope  that  it 
may  have  such  an  effect;  but  I  must  say, 
that  the  line  of  argument  which  has  been 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  support  of  his 
motion,  tends  to  defeat  rather  than  to  ac- 
celerate the  accomplishment  of  this  obiecl. 
For  one  of  the  main  pointa  upon  which 
the  poUe  Lord  insists  is,  the  enormous 
and  incalculable  advantage  which  the  in- 
babitanu  of  Breail  and  Cuba  enjoy  by 
neens   of  slave   labour — an   advantage 
auch,  that  it  can  only  be  countervailed  bv 
the  most  exorbitant  diffeceotial  dutiea.    if 


there  be  any  persons  connected  with  tbeee 
countries  now  present  at  our  debate,  I  fear 
that  they  will  retire  disposed  toexeggerate 
far  more  than  the  reality  the  benefite  of 
slave-labour.    Assuredly,  neither  the  ex- 
ample of  England,  as  expounded  by  the 
noble  Lord,  nor  the  commercial  policy  of 
England  as  he  would  recommend  it,  are 
calculated    to  induce  the  Brazilians  to 
imitate  this  Government  in  fmtting  an  end 
to  slavery.    And  after  all,  is  it  quite  cer- 
tain that  there   woold   be  anv  greater 
readiness  than  there  is  now  to  admit  Bra- 
zilian sugar,  even  if  thoee  coontriee  were 
cultivated  by  free  labour,  and  if  the  objeo- 
tion  arising  out  of  slavery  did  not  exist  T 
When  I  find  the  hon.  Member  for  Bever« 
ley  dwelling  upon  the  fertility  of  Cuba  as 
a  subject  of  alarm  and  apprehension,  I  (eel 
quite  aMured  that  anti-slavery  motives  are 
not  the  only  grounds  concerned  in  this 
refusal.    The  noble  Lord,  in  his  proposed 
resolution,  has  spoken  of  the  example  of 
England  inducing  other  countries  to  adopt 
measures  for  mitigating  or  extinguishing 
slavery*    In  common  with  the  noble  Lord, 
I  have  a  great  opinion  of  the  powerful  in- 
fluence of  English  example  upon  other 
nations,  either   for  good  or  for  evil.    It 
is  for  that  reason,  amongst  many  others, 
that  I  desire  to  see  our  commercial  tariff 
placed  upon  a  more  liberal  footing  with 
regard  to  the  admissibility  of  foreign  pro- 
ducts, because  I  feel  persuaded  that  such 
a  change  of  conduct  could  not  fail  to 
provoke  the  like  liberality  from  other  na- 
tions, just  as  the  exclusive  spirit  which 
now  predominates  in  our  tariff  has  ooa- 
tributed  with  but  too  much  efficacy  to 
foster  a  preference  for  restrictions  on  the 
part  of  other  oalioos.    Looking  to  tbe  ex- 
tent of  our  export  trade,  and  to  the  large 
proportion  of  our  population  which  de- 
pends upon  it,  I  am  sure  that  no  country 
can  have  a  stronger  interest  than  ourselves 
in  diffusing  throughout  the  worid  a  spirit 
of  friendly  reciprocity  in  regard  to  cosn- 
mercial  interchange.    I  am  sorry  to  say, 
that  the  spirit  in  which  our  legislation  has 
been  cooaucted  haa  been  hitherto,  with 
few  exceptions,  such  as  to  cause  vn(rieodly 
dispositions  in  other  powers,  and  to  seal 
np  their  ports  to  our  commerce.    We 
have  struffgled  to  mainuin  the  possibility 
of  selling  largely  to  other  nations,  without 
buying  anything  from  them  in  return; 
and  we  seem  to  nave  thought  that  the  ad- 
mission  of  any  foreign  produce  for  eale  in 
this  country  was  a  kiea  not  to  be  aubaitted 
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lOp  esQifil  under  tb^  presiura  of  an  avor^ 
whelming  oeoassity.     I  hope  that  we  may 
live  to  fee  the  time  when  the  example  of 
Engianci,  to  which  the  noble  Lord,  the 
If  ember  for  Liverpool^  baa  invited  foreign 
naliopt  to  attend  in  regard  to  the  extinc- 
tion of  alavery,  may  be  no  longer  cited 
by  foreign  nations  in  support  of  a  restrie- 
tive  svetesa  of  commerce.    The  question 
Blow  before   us  in  regard   to   the  sugar 
dnties  is»  not  whether  the  principle  of  pro- 
ieetion  to  the  colonial  producer  shall  be 
abandoned,  but  whether  that  system  of 
proteetion  can,  ^ith  any  show  of  justice  or 
respect  to  the  great  body  of  consumers,  be 
oarried  beyond  a  differential  duty  of  50 
per  cent.    Can  you  with  any  reason  re- 
quire the  consumer  to  pay  more  than  this 
difference,  considering  tb&t  he  pays  it,  not 
Ibr  the  benefit  of  the  State,  but  fpr  the 
benefit  of  certain  other  private  interests-^ 
that  Isy  for  the  benefit  of  certain  other 
private  individuals  not  at  all  better  enti' 
tied  to  the  protection  and  favour  of  the 
Legislature  than  he  is  himself?  I  do  not 
wish,  Sir,  to  draw  pictures  of  distress,  or 
to  move  the  feelings  of  the  House  by  de- 
scribing the  cirqutastances  of  those  whose 
condition  is  the  le9St  comfortable  amongst 
our  population^    I  have  never  thought 
that  a  jUst  or  deliberate  judgment  upon 
t^nj  eODtroverted  question  could  be  pro- 
moted b^  such  a  tnode  of  treating  it«    It 
ia  enpagn  for  my  argument  to  state  the 
plain  natt^  of  fact,  that  there  are  millions 
of  pow>ns  of  both  s^xes  in  thase  realms 
ta  vboin  the  differepca  jn  tha  pripe  of 

angaf  is  tnost  sensibly  felt  in  their  morning 

apd  ovaoipg  meals*  Is  it  fair  or  reason- 
abU  to  draw  frQm  ea<sh  of  theie  persons  a 
amo  of  money  for  the  avowed  purpose  of 
proteoting  the  private  interest  of  indivi- 
ooale  engaged  in  a  particniar  trade 
gfoater  than  is  represented  by  a  differen* 
lial  duty  of  50  per  cent.?  Would  this 
llB  equitable  or  prudent  dealing?  Sir, 
tbia  ia  a  atrong  case,  "r^  but  this  is  not 
alL  Would  it  be  fair  or  reasonable, 
in  order  that  yoo  may  retain  a  differential 
duty  of  more  than  100  per  cent,  upon 
aogar,  to  proceed  to  impose  fresh  ad- 
ditional bordena  upon  these  purchasers  in 
other  ways,  over  and  above  the  factitious 
price  which  they  are  forced  to  pay  for 
their  sugar  t  In  the  present  slate  of  the 
vevenne  new  funds  must  be  provided  by 
some  Bseans  or  other,  and  the  question 
is,  are  you  to  resort  to  new  taxes  anc] 
aew  bordena  for  the  purpose  of  upholding 


a  differential  dnty  of  more  than  100  per 
cent,  in  favour  of  colonial  sugar  ?  This 
Is  the  real  question,  and  if  the  people  of 
England,  under  these  eircumstanoes,  ror 
monstrate  against  new  dqties,  I  think  it 
will  be  very  diffioult  to  furnish  them  with 
a  satisfactory  answer.  We  are  told.  Sir, 
that  the  high  price  of  sugar  last  year  was 
a  temporary  accidents  that  large  sup- 
plies are  coming  forward,  and  that  the 
price,  even  now  greatly  fallen»  will  soon 
range  at  a  height  no  greater  than  it  has 
maintained  during  the  last.  I  hope  the 
ease  may  prove  as  they  state,  but  I  muat 
contend  that  this  amounts  to  no  vindiaar 
tion  of  the  existing  rate  of  differential 
doty«  The  question  still  remains,  can  thn 
East  Indies  and  the  West  Indies  supply 
the  consumption  of  sugar  to  this  country, 
being  favoured  in  the  rate  of  duty,  as 
compared  with  all  other  sugars,  in  the 
proportion  of  24s.  to  d6i.  per  cwt.  ?  If 
they  can,  they  will  still  maintain  the  ex- 
clusive supply •  If  they  cannot,  can  they 
with  any  colour  of  reason,  talk  of  being 
able  to  supply  sugar  at  a  low  price,  when 
the  price  of  foreign  sugar  ip*  by  their 
own  admission,  so  very  much  lower  ?  And 

pan  they  reasonably  olaiin  to  he  allowed 
to  impose  upon  the  consumer,  for  their 
own  benefit,  a  charge  so  exorbitant  and 
so  overwhelming?  I  do,  indoedi  admit 
that  the  cost  at  whioh  colonial  ingar  can 
be  supplied*  whether  as  cheaply  as  foreign 
sugar  or  not,  is  a  matter  of  importance  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqner  in  cal- 
oulatipg  his  revenue;  but  the  fact,  that 
colonial  sugar  can  be  supplied  so  cheaply, 
is  a  reason  not  in  favour  of  an  exorbitant 
differential  dnty,  but  against  it.  I  trust 
that  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  take  so 
eager  and  vehement  a  part  against  the 
proposed  alteration  of  the  sugar  duties, 
will,  at  least,  compute  the  magnitude  of 
the  tax  which  they  are  imposing  upon  the 
consumers  of  sugar  for  the  protection  of 
private  interests.  The  aggregate  eon- 
sumption  of  sugar  last  year  was  something 
rather  above  1 80,000  tons,  equal  to  near 
400,000,0001bs.  weight.  One  penny  per 
pound  upon  400,000,0001bs.  is  equal  to 
1,600,000^.  sterling.  All  this  is  a  tax  paid 
by  the  country  in  addition  to  the  lar|;e 
sum  which  finds  its  way  to  the  coffers  of 
the  State,  for  the  simple  piirpose  of  pro- 
tection, and  the  artificial  enhancement  of 
price,  arising  entirely  out  of  the  duties, 
IS  certainly  far  more  than  ope  penny  p^r 
pound,    I  do  submit  that  the  mere  state- 
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ment  of  these  enormooi  6gurei  ought  to 
make  Gentlemen  pause  before  they  insist 
upon  maintaining  a  protectiye  duty  of 
more  than  fifty  per  cent  It  was  only  a 
few  days  since,  Sir,  that  I  presented  a 
petilioo  in  favour  of  a  revision  of  our 
commercial  tariff,  signed  by  a  large  num- 
ber  of  capital,  extensive^  and  intelligent 
merchants  of  London,  1  am  happy  to 
think,  that  in  supporting  the  present  pro* 
positions  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiche* 
quer,  I  am  contributing  something  to 
carry  into  effect  the  general  prayer  of 
that  petition,  and  to  forward  the  large 
commercial  interests  of  that  constituency 
whom  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
Believing,  as  I  do  most  sincerely,  that 
their  interests  coincide  on  this  occasion 
with  those  of  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
as  well  in  enlarging  our  foreign  com- 
merce, as  in  lowering  the  price  of  the 
main  articles  of  domestic  consumption, 
and  avoiding  the  necessity  for  raising  new 

tublic  burdens — I  lend  a  cheerful  and 
earty  support  to  the  proposition  laid  be- 
fore us  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  Cofquhoun  said,  there  had  been  a 

Seat  inclination  on  the  other  side  of  the 
ouse  to  widen  the  field  of  debate,  and 
Introduce  the  general  question  of  free 
trade ;  but  he  would  recall  the  attention  of 
bon.  Members  to  the  (set,  that  the  real 
question  before  the  House  was  the  amount 
ot  which  the  sugar  duties  should  be  fixed. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
lonies, liad  skilfully  diverted  the  attention 
of  the  House  from  the  real  question,  in  his 
speech  of  the  other  evening.  A  speech 
cliaracterised  by  greater  ahmty— •  speech 
more  delightful  to  listen  to,  as  an  exerdse 
of  genius,  he  had  never  heard.  He  said 
that,  not  only  because  it  was  a  speech  of 
the  most  ample  argument^-of  the  greatest 
possible  doquenoe— of  the  most  powerful 
appeal^  but  because  he  felt  bow  untenable 
and  baseless  a  case,  resting  on  do  founda- 
tioii  of  argument  or  policy,  the  noble  Lord 
had  to  deal  with.  The  noble  Lord  had 
endeavoured  to  mystify  his  hearers,  by  set- 
ting before  them  all  the  marvels  whidi 
Iree  trade  was  to  work*  whereas,  the  real 
Dobt  for  the  House  to  determine  was  the 
Quty  on  sugar.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wigan  had  told  the  House,  that  last  year, 
whoi  the  redaction  of  Uie  sugsr  duties 
was  discussed,  the  Preadent  of  Ue  Board 
of  Trade  asked  but  for  one  year  more  to 
secure  the  safety  of  the  great  experiment 
Cf  emaaeipatum^  and  said,  that  if  it  ftiledi 


he  would  be  qnite  prepared  to  ame  to  the 
proposal  for  reduction.     He  found  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  represented 
in  the  pages  of  Hansard  to  have  said,  that 
he  believoi  the  people  of  this  country  re- 
quired that  the  experiment  of  emandpatioii 
snould  be  fairly  carried  out,  and  that  they 
would  think  it  was  not  fairly  carried  out  if 
at  this  moment,  when  the  ookmists.  were 
struggling  with  the  difficulties  of  their 
situation,  the  flood-gates  of  foreign  supply 
should  be  thrown  open.     Were  these  ciiw 
cumstanoes  altered?      He  did  not  think 
the  people  of  England  would  accept  the 
championship  of  the  noUe  Lord.     They 
had  declared  in  former  years,  wlum  labour- 
ing under  great  financaal  difficulties,  that 
they  would  not  allow  the  existence  of 
slavery  in  the  British  dominions,  nor  per^ 
mit  the  slave  trade  to  be  carried  on  in  the 
world,  and  they  would  not  now  retrsoe 
their  steps,  and  upset  all  they  had  done  to 
forward  that  cause.    Because  the  present 
Government  had  involved  the  finances  of 
the  country  in  inextricable  confusion,  and 
in  five  years  had  added  7,000,000/.  to  the 
debt,  was  the  House  to  be  called  cm  to  find 
a  remedy  for  the  difficulties,  and  such  a 
remedy  as  would  utterly  blast  and  destroy 
the  great  measure  on  which  thepeople  of 
England  had  set  their  hearts  }    There  was 
one  remedy  which  he  Tentured  to  suggest, 
and  that  was,  that  they  diould  take  the 
finances  of  the  countiy  out  of  the  hands  of 
those  who  had  brought  them  into  disorder, 
and  that  they  should  find  out  other  persons 
who  would  manage  them  in  a  diffisrent 
iniy.     He  was  sure  the  noUe  Lord  and 
his  ooUeagoes  were  quite  readr  for  that 
dignified  retirement  to  which  the  country 
invited  them ;  he  was  sure  there  was  a 
party  in  the  country  which  was  anxious 
that  a  change  in  the  public  councils  should 
take  place,  and  that  party  he  conceived  was 
the  people  of  Endaad.    If  the  ndUe  Lord 
had  the  slightest  doubt  on  this  sulject.  he 
had  only  to  consult  the  rialit  hon*  Gentle* 
man,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
and  Member  for  Nottingham^  who  could  in- 
form him,  that  if  there  was  one  topic  at  Not- 
tingham more  unpopular  than  another,  more 
unpopular  even  than  the  new  Poocwhw, 
though  that  was  most  unpopular,  it  was 
the  composition  of  the  Ministry  who  pass* 
ed  it.    So  much  was  that  the  case^  that 
his  esteemed  and  excellent  friend  Mr.  Lar- 
pent,  found  it  the  boit  policy  to  get  rid  of 
It  u  soon  as  he  could,  by  saying,  "^  I  do 
not  come  here  as  a  friend  of  the  Govern- 
ment; I  have  nothing  to  do  with  them  j 
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if  I  go  info  the  House  of  Commons,  I  so 
AS  an  independent  member."  Sucb,  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord>  was  equally 
the  feeling  of  the  inhabitants  of  Leeds  and 
Sbeflidd.  The  noble  Lord  claimed  for  the 
Government  the  credit  of  having  abolished 
slavery.  Had  the  noble  Lord  forgotten 
who  was  Colonial  Minister  when  the 
Emancipation  Act  passed?  Had  he  for- 
gotten that  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
Tot  North  Lancashire  was  committed  the 
difficult  task  of  condliating  hostile  inter- 
ests, and  that  to  his  unrivaUed  talents  for 
dduite  was  allotted  the  duty  of  defending 
it  against  two  classes  of  opponents — those 
who  thouf^t  that  no  such  measure  should 
be  passed,  and  those  who  thought  the 
measure  of  Government  did  not  go  far 
enough  ?  The  noble  I/)rd  opposite  had  no 
right  to  continue  to  claim  for  his  party  the 
name  of  Whigs  after  they  had  been  de- 
ferted  by  all  that  was  respectable  among 
their  former  adherents,  and  thrown  away, 
Uke  a  cast-off  garment,  the  principles 
whidi  distinguished  the  ^liigs  of  former 
days.  With  respect  to  the  argument  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  supply 
of  sugar  was  deficient,  it  would  be  remem- 
bered, that  during  the  discussions  on  the 
fint  India  Rum  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tkman  assured  the  House,  that  India  was 
capable  of  producing  an  unlimited  quantity 
off  that  commodity.  The  hon.  Member  for 
London  had  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
s]are4aboor  sugar  were  less  expensive 
tluui  fiee^labour  sugar.  Now,  what  said 
the  witness  whose  evidence  he  had  already 
quoted  upon  that  very  point  ?»- 

**  Slave  labour  is  cheaper  when  the  system 
is  worked  with  a  frightful  recklessness  of 
human  suffering,  which  appears  to  obtain  in 
Cuba,  where  males  alone  are  imported,  with 
the  deliberate  purpose  of  getting  the  quickest 
and  largest  returns  from  their  thews  and 
mews,  and  of  killing  them  off  by  unmiti- 
gated laboar," 

Placing  the  question  upon  this  footing, 
the  House  had  to  choose  between  cheap 
sugar  and  dear ;  and  how  cheapened  ?  By 
grinding  down  the  African  race,  not,  in- 
deed, in  our  own  colonies,  but  in  Cuba 
and  the  Brazils,  where  the  curse  of  slavery 
still  existed  in  all  its  horrors.  Yes,  in 
those  cgyntries,  if  it  were  cheapened,  it 
was  cheapened  at  the  price  of  blood,  and 
by  the  sacrifice  of  human  life.  After  the 
Act  of  Emancipation  passed,  in  1833,  it 
was  a  monstrous  thing  that  the  British 
Government  should  dare  to  offer  such  a 
proposal  to  the  British  House  of  Ck>mmons; 


and  they  had  reason  to  tbank  God  that 
there  was  no  doubt  how  such  a  proposition 
would  be  disposed  of.  He  likewise  found 
by  referring  to  the  same  volume— he  meant 
the  blue  book  containing  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  committee  on  the  import 
duties,  that  the  three  great  authorities  on 
political  economy,  Mr.  Porter,  Mr.  M'Gre* 
gor,  and  Mr.  Deacon  Hume,  all  united  in 
stating,  that  to  reduce  the  duty  on  sugar, 
not  only  so  long  as  the  experiment  of 
emancipation  continued,  but  likewise  so 
long  as  you  imposed  duties  on  our  colonies 
for  the  benefit  of  our  manufacturers  at 
home,  was  monstrous,  as  being  contrary  to 
every  principle  of  political  economy.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Porter  and  Mr. 
McGregor,  but  would  confine  himself  to 
reading  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume. 
That  gentleman  said, 

^*  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  alt  our  colo- 
nies would  be  able  to  compete  with  the  world, 
and  to  become  exceedingly  prosperous,  if  they 
themselves  had  free  trade  offered  to  them; 
and,  having  granted  that  boon  to  them,  I 
think  it  would  be  wholly  unnecessary  to  sup- 

Sort  them  by  any  protection  in  their  commo- 
ities  in  this  country.  At  the  same  time  I 
must  be  understood,  that  they  must  be  colo- 
nies that  are  placed  in  all  respects  upon  an 
equal  footing  with  those  countries  which  pro* 
dnce  similar  commodities.  I  cannot  con* 
ceive,  having  thirty  years  ago  abolished  the 
slave  trade,  and  now  abolished  slavery  itself, 
that  any  question  of  free  trade  can  arise  be* 
tween  Jamaica  and  Cuba — Cuba  with  abund> 
ance  of  rich  and  fresh  soil,  not  only  having 
the  advantage  of  employing  slaves,  whatever 
that  may  be,  but  notoriously  importing  the 
enormous  amount  of  40,000  or  50*000  slaves 
every  year;  they  have,  in  fact,  the  slave  trade 
and  slavery ;  and,  as  the  laws  of  this  country 
have  deprived  the  planter  in  Jamaica  of  that 
means  of  raising  his  produce,  I  conceive  that 
that  is  a  question,  like  several  others,  that  is 
taken  entirely  out  of  the  category  of  free 
trade." 

And  yet,  with  this  evidence  staring  him 
in  the  face,  the  first  attempt  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  in  his  project  of  establishinff 
free  trade,  is  to  do  that  very  thing  which 
Mr.  Deacon  Hume  denounced  as  absurd, 
preposterous,  and  absolutely  inconceivable. 
He  repudiated  with  indignation  the  idea  of 
foisting  a  measure  like  tnis  upon  the  coun« 
try  under  the  notion  of  its  being  a  measure 
of  free  trade.  ''  But,"  said  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  "  oh,  but 
this  is  all  for  the  interests  of  our  manufac- 
turers." He  would  state  frankly,  that  he 
did  not  go  along  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Wigan  in  ttie  views  which  he  had  that 
night  stated  respecting  free  trade.  On  the 
contrary,  he  would  take  any  manufacturer 
whom  the  hon.  Memher  for  Wigan  might 
flblect,  and  would  ask  him  this  question, 
'*  Whether  the  most  important  point  with 
him  as  a  practical  man  was  not  this,  to  keep 
t^ose  good  markets  which  he  had  already 
for  his  own  produce  ?"  He  was  quite  cer- 
tain, that  there  was  not  a  single  manufac- 
turer who  would  answer  it  in  the  negative. 
What,  then,  were  the  most  important  mar* 
kets  for  our  manufactures  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  on  a  former  evening  had  said, 
that  the  Brasils  took  annually  5,000,000/. 
of  our  manufactures.  Now,  on  that  occa- 
sion the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took 
the  evidence  of  the  witnesses  examined  he- 
fore  the  committee  on  the  import  duties, 
and  not  hb  own  official  figures,  and  his  own 
official  figures  proved,  that  it  was  not  more 
than  2,600,000/.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  exaggerate  the  Brazilian 
produce  sent  here  to  nearly  twofold  its 
amount,  it  hecame  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country  to  consider  what  their  other 
markets  were  against  which  this  conjoint 
hlow  was  dealt  by  the  same  right  hon.  Oen- 
(leman.  They  were  the  markets  of  our 
East  Indian  possessions,  which  took  fh>m  us 
S,000,000/|  of  our  goods ;  they  were  the 
markets  of  our  West  Indian  possessions, 
which  took  from  us  4,000,000i.-- they  were 
the  markets  of  our  North  American  coIo* 
ntes,  which  took  from  us  3,000,000/.  of  our 
goods.  Yes,  incredible  as  it  appeared  on 
the  first  blush.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
now  proposed  to  strike  a  blow  against  our 
three  greatest  markets  — *  markets  which 
were  under  our  own  command,  which  no- 
thing could  take  from  us  but  the  infatua- 
tion of  a  meof  ure  like  the  present,  and  for 
which  nothing  was  offered  in  compensation 
except  the  market  of  the  Bresils.  Besides, 
it  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  that  the 
Hracilian  agriculturist  had  other  produce 
besides  his  sugar  to  offer  in  exchange  for 
our  manufactures.  Why  did  he  take  those 
maniifactures }  Because  they  were  the  best 
and  the  cheapest  that  he  could  procure,  and 
he  would  therefore  take  them,  whether  the 
House  passed  this  measure  or  not.  The 
noble  Ix»rd,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
had  told  them,  the  other  night,  that  this 
was  a  great  commercial  crisis;  but  he 
trusted,  thut  the  House  would  permit  him 
to  contrast  with  this  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  a  declaration  mode  by  one  of  his  noble 
Colleagues  last  year,  when  defending  him- 


self agidnst  a  charge  brought  against  him 
by  an  hon.  Friend  m  his  for  not  having  ex- 
ercised his  infiuence  sufficiently  on  the 
behalf  of  the  interests  of  British  commerce. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  in  reply  to  hlis  hon.  Friend, 
said'*^ 

'*  You  are  mistaken.  I  will  show  you,  that 
under  my  Administration  the  commerce  and 
manufiictures  of  the  country  have  floorislied  in 
an  unprecedented  manner.  In  the  ten  years 
(added  his  Lordship)  between  1830  and  1840, 
the  exports  increased  from  38,000,000^.  de- 
clared value,  to  53,000,000/.  that  is,  ihirty-nine 
per  cent." 

They  had  so  increased-— and  where  prin- 
cipally >  In  the  foreign  or  colonial  mar- 
kets ?  During  those  ten  years  our  exports 
to  the  Braxilshad  increased  eight  per  cent. ; 
to  the  British  West  Indies,  which  Govern, 
ment  was  now  prepared  to  abandtm  ftirty 
per  cent. ;  to  the  East  Indies  forty^four  per 
cent ;  and  to  the  British  North  American 
colonies  sixty-four  per  cent.  In  a  word, 
the  increase  of  our  exports  to  all  foreim 
countries  was  thirty-five  per  cent.,  whilst 
to  our  colonial  possessions  generally,  it  wsa 
sixty-one  per  cent  Therefore,  when  the 
question  was  put  to  the  House,  what  were 
the  markets  which  it  ought  most  to  favour  ? 
his  advice  would  be  that  it  should  answer^ 
"  We  will  not  neglect  the  foreign  markets ; 
they  are  of  the  highest  importance  to  us ; 
but  above  all  we  will  not  neglect  our  coin- 
nial  markets."  Moreover,  when  the  Go- 
vernment was  aiminj;  a  blow  at  our  markets 
in  the  East  Indies,  m  the  West  Indies,  and 
in  the  North  American  adonies,  to  ofier 
this  measure  as  an  advantage  to  the  manu« 
facturing  interests  was  an  insult  to  their 
understandings  which  they  could  not  but 
see  through,  and  which  he  trusted  they 
would  not  fail  to  resent*  But  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had 
said,  that  we  were  now  to  have  a  new  basis 
for  our  commercial  policy  with  the  colonies. 
Indeed  1  Why  he  bad  supposed  from  a 
former  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  he 
had  intended  to  base  his  commercial  policy 
with  the  colonies  on  the  system  ot  Mr. 
Pitt«  But  no— we  were  not  to  stand  on 
that  basi»— we  were  not  to  remove  restric- 
tions cautiously  and  gradually — above  all, 
we  were  not  to  discuss  the  propriety  of 
them  without  exciting  the  animosities  and 
the  prejudices  of  party.  Instead  of  pursu- 
ing that  course,  the  noble  Lord  was  pursu- 
ing a  course  the  very  reverse  of  it.  He  was 
making  this  question  of  commercial  policy 
a  mere  party  question.  It  was  the  first  timb 
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in  our  history  that  comtnercial  questions 
and  manuftcturing  interests  had  heen  used 
as  instruments  of  parly.  Me  repeated  that 
such  was  the  fact  In  all  former  questions 
of  commercial  policy,  whether  they  affected 
the  Corn-laws,  or  our  regulations  respecting 
the  East  or  the  West  Indies,  there  had  heen 
a  complete  fbsion  of  parties.  Whigs,  Tories, 
and  JaooUns,  Conservatives,  Li^rals,  and 
Radicals,  had  all  amalgamated  together; 
there  had  heen  no  display  of  party  tactics, 
hut  each  individual  Memher  had  acted  upon 
hisown  view  of  the  question  heforethe  H  ouse. 
But  now  an  attempt  was  made  to  turn  a 
mere  question  of  commerce  into  a  ques- 
tion  of  party.  £^Cheers.]  Those  cheers 
so  given  and  so  reiterated,  reminded  him 
of  an  exnression  which  had  fallen  from 
the  lips  en  the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
lonies on  a  former  night,  who  had  stated 
that  hen.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  were  animated  by  the  spirit 
of  faction,  because  they  would  not  consent 
to  his  new-fhngled  scale  of  sugar  duties— 
that  very  scale  against  which  he  had  pro- 
tested only  last  Session  with  all  his  ener- 
eies,  and  which  he  had  announced  as  most 
desiructive  to  all  our  public  and  private 
interests.  Now,  because  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  acting  as  the 
gnardian  of  a  large  commercial  community, 
and  instigated  by  the  purest  feelings  of 
hnmanky,  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  pro* 
teit  agabist  this  very  scale,  the  noble 
Lotd  asserted,  not  that  it  was  the  whis- 
per of  a  faction,  but  that  it  was  fkction 
Itself.  He  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  what  was  party  and  what  was 
Action*  It  was  party,  and  it  was  Miction, 
when  a  Government  having  been  in  oflSce 
for  ten  years,  and  never  having  made  a 
singjle  attempt  to  promote  the  principles  of 
fne  tnde,  threw  some  measure  to  that 
efftet  before  the  public  which  they  knew 
they  eonld  not  carry.  [Cheers."]  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  meant  to  tell  him  by 
those  dieers  that  they  had  been  intro- 
ducing measures  of  free  trade  like  those 
of  Mr.  Huskisson,  cautiously  and  gradu- 
ally, he  would  tell  them  that  they  were 
mistaken,  and  that  what  had  been  car* 
ried  in  the  ten  years  before  their  adminis- 
tration far  exceeded  all  that  they  had  car- 
ried during  the  ten  years  that  their  admi- 
nistration had  lasted.  But  if  at  a  time 
when  as  a  Ministry  they  were  completely 
paralysed-~when  they  could  not  carry  a 
sin^  measure  whieh  they  proposed^^when 
the  mere  proposal  of  a  measure  by  them 
damaged  it  irtetrieyably  with  the  country 


— ^if  at  that  moment  they  resolved  to  take 
up  a  measure,  which  they  had  resisted  to 
the  uttermost  when  it  was  agitated  last 
year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, and  which  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  then  denounced  as  impossi- 
ble to  be  granted  without  the  commission  of 
an  act  of  lunacy — if  at  that  moment  they 
determined  to  throw  up  their  caps  for  free 
trade,  and  to  tell  the  House  that  they 
were  enamoured  of  the  beauties  of  that 
system,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  telling 
them  that  that  was  a  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  important  question  of  free  trade  which 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  would 
neither  like  nor  approve  of,  for  it  had  al^ 
ready  enlisted  three  great  interests  against 
the  doctrines  of  free  trade  -^  doctrines 
which  it  was  better  to  deal  with  at  once 
than  to  leave  them  unsettled  and  liable  to 
all  the  infusion  of  party  malice  and  of  party 
venom.  It  was  upon  these  grounds  that 
he  should  give  his  decided  opposition  to  the 
proposal  or  her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  Greg:  Sir,  the  personal  attack  upon 
the  Government  which  you  have  Just  heard 
from  the  hon*  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  I 
shall  leave  some  member  of  that  Govern- 
ment to  reply  to,  but  I  can  say  for  myself 
and  my  constituents  that  we  heard  with 
the  greatest  pleasure  the  announcement 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  comprising  as 
it  does  a  series  of  measures,  fraught  with 
benefit  to  the  whole  community,  but  more 
particularly  to  the  manufacturing  intereslSi 
which  have  long  been  labouring  under  a 
distress  unprecedented  alike  for  kngth  and 
severity,  and  which  are  now  redu^  to  a 
state  of  despair,  ficom  which  they  can  be 
relieved  only  by  some  such  measures  as 
those  brought  forward  by  her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  I  had  hoped  that  the  very  com- 
prehensiveness of  the  measures  would  have 
secured  their  general  reception.  That  the 
avoiding  the  imposition  of  new  taxes  whilst 
the  revenue  was  failing,  would  be  con« 
sidered  as  one  great  recommendation,  and 
that  the  securing  to  the  people  an  increased 
supply  of  the  comforts  and  necessaries  of 
life,  would  have  still  farther  coneiliated 
public  favour.  I  had  flattered  myself  that 
they  would  have  been  accepted  even  by  the 
monopolists  themselves,  as  a  compromise  at 
least,  however  they  might  disregard  the 
wants,  the  feelings,  and  the  necessities  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  That  the 
East  and  West  India  interests,  for  instance, 
would  have  said,  ''Although  we  may  be 
in  some  degree  injured  in  our  individual 
capacities^  yet,  if  we  are  to  be  saved  from 
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additional  taxation,  and  the  power  of  the 
oommunity  to  consume  our  productions  is 
to  he  increased  by  a  general  stimulus  to 
trade,  and  particularly  by  supplying  at  a 
dieaper  rate  the  necessaries  of  life,  we  may 
perhaps  gain  in  one  way  as  mudi  as  we 
may  hMe  in  the  other."  And  that  the 
landed  interest  on  the  other  hand  would 
have  said,  *' Although,  whilst  our  monopoly 
akme  was  attacked,  and  attacked  without 
mtiasure  and  reserve,  we  could  not,  and 
would  not  yield ;  yet  if  the  manufacturers 
are  prepared,  as  they  say  they  are  (and  1 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire that  they  are  prepared,  with  the 
single  exception  of  the  silk)  to  renounce  all 
protection  for  themselves,  if  other  monopo- 
lies are  to  be  reduced,  if  we  are  to  have 
cheaner  sugar  and  coffee  for  ourselves  and 
our  aependents,  and  better  timber  for  our 
houses  and  for  our  buildings;  if,  besides 
these  advantages,  we  are  to  be  saved  from 
a  property  tax,  and  are  to  be  left  with  a 

Srotection  on  our  produce,  amounting  in 
uty  and  expense  of  importation  to  50  per 
oent.,  why  then,  considering  all  these 
things,  we  shall  best  consult  our  own  in- 
terest by  adoptins  the  plan,  and  assisting 
the  Chaaoellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  carry- 
ing his  budset.  I  think,  Sir,  the  monopo. 
liiis  might  have  said  this  with  justice^  with 
eredit  to  themselves,  and  without  ultimate 
injury  to  their  pxoq^iects  as  a  party.  But 
It  seems  that  I  nave  been  mistaken^-that 
dass  interests  are  doomed  to  prevail  for  a 
time  over  those  of  the  people  at  large,  Uie 
interests  of  the  few  over  tluit  of  the  many. 
Vet,  Sir,  when  I  recall  to  mind  how  long 
the  noble  Lord  below  roe  gallantly  con- 
tended for  the  privily  of  returning  Mem- 
bers to  this  House  on  the  part  of  Man- 
chester, Birmingham,  and  Leeds,  and  long 
contended  in  vain,  but  that  when  he  brouffht 
forward  an  extensive  plan^  '*  a  sweeping 
measure  of  reform,'*  as  it  was  called,  which 
gave  Members  to  a  hundred  inferior  places, 
this  plan  bore  down  all  opposition,  and  be- 
came the  law  of  the  land,  1  am  encouraged 
to  hope,  that  when  the  entire  plan  of 
Ministers  is  before  us  in  all  its  extent  and 
in  all  its  bearings,  it  will  be  found  to  be  so 
wise,  so  ample,  so  beneficial,  both  in  its 
immediate  and  prospective  consequences, 
that  it  will  secure  an  enthusiastic  reception 
from  the  country,  and  that  the  same  people 
who  hailed  the  announcement  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  by  their  exertions  passed  it 
into  a  law,  but  who  have  since  complained 
that  it  has  not  borne  all  the  good  fruits 
which  they  had  anticipated,  wilfnow,  see- 


ing these  fruits  presented  to  their  accept- 
ance, readily  stretch  forth  their  hands  to 
sei^e  them.      With  respect  to  the  question 
more  immediately  before   us,    the  sugar 
duties,  I  observe  from  the  returns  which 
have  been  laid  before  the  House,  that  the 
average  price  of  Brazil  sugar  for  ten  years, 
from  1825  to  1835,  was  2Ss.  lid.  per  cwt., 
which,  with  the  proposed  duty  of  S6s., 
would  have  given  an  average  of  59^.  1  Id, 
to  the  consumer.    During  ths  same  ten 
years,  the  price  of  British  plantation  aver- 
aged 29s.  6d.  per  cwt.,  which,  with  the 
duty  of  24s.,  &ve  a  cost  to  the  consumer 
of  53s.  6d.    During  this  whole  period, 
then,  the  price  of    Brazil  sugar,    being 
6s,  5d,  per  cwt.  higher  than  British  plan- 
tation sugar,  none  would  have  come  into 
consumption.    In  the  five  years  from  1835 
to  1840,  the  price  of  Brazil  sugar,  with 
SGs,  duty  would  have  given  an  average  of 
5Ss.  I0d*9  whilst  British  plantation  sugar, 
during  the  same  period,  gave  an  average  of 
638.  Ed.,  or  a  difference  in  favour  of  Brazil 
sugar  of  As.  Id.  per.  cwt.    Now,  I  am  not 
awaro  that  any  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  not  even  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  pretends  to  as- 
sert that,  should  British  plantation  sucar 
continue  as  high  for  the  future,  as  it  has 
been  for  the  last  five  years,  that  foreign 
sugar  ought  not  to  be  admitted.    By  no 
means,  they  only  say  that  plenty  is  coming 
from  the  East  and  West  Indies.    If  they 
said  otherwise,    indeed,    the   suear  lords 
would  be  worse  than  the  landk»rds,  for 
these    last  do  admit  foreign  com  when 
an  absolute  scaroity  prevails.    If  the  quan- 
tity should  come,   which  is   said   to   be 
coming  from  the  East  and  West  IndicA, 
not  one  pound  of  Brazil  sugar  will  come 
into  consumption.      How,  then,  say  our 
opponents,  will  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer   obtain    the    additional    revenue 
upon  whidi  he  counts?     Why,  Sir,  if  the 
quantity  comes  forward  of  British  planta- 
tion sugar  which  is  foretold,  prices  will  be 
low,  and  the  increased  consumption  of  it 
will  give  the  required  sum,  at  a  duty  of 
24«. ;  and  if  the  price  of  British  plantation 
sugar  be  high,  owing  to  another  drousht^ 
or  indisposition  of  the  negro  to  work,  Uien 
Brazil  sugar  will  come  into  consumption, 
and  the  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  will 

fet  his  expected  revenue  from  the  Z6s. 
uty.  So  be  the  price  high  or  low,  the 
State  will  secure  its  revenue*  and  the  poor 
people  not  be  wholly  deprived  of  one  of  the 
necessaries  of  life.  It  is  very  easy  for 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  dine  every  day 


1»9 


At^aumed 


{Mat  10} 


DehaU$ 


ISO 


upon  a  '' stalled  ox»"  and  have  as  mudi 
tagu  and  oo&e  for  themselves  and  ser- 
vmnl^  every  mominff  and  evening,  as  thej 
WKa%9  whatever  be  the  pricej  to  talk  of  the 
labouring  population  of  this  kingdom  pre- 
ferring a  ^  mnner  of  herbs ;"  but  let  me 
adcy  is  it  a  slight  hardship,  or  small  evil, 
that  the  aoed  parent,  the  sick  wife,  the 
delicate  chudj  of  all  the  labouring  people  of 
this  eountry  should  be  depnv^  of  such 
neoesaary  comforts,  and  deprived  of  them 
tOQ^  that  the  negro  when  he  pleases  to  work 
as  he  should  work,  may  earn  a  dollar  a 
day,  and  revel  in  luxuries?  Sir,  I  see  no 
difeeooe  between  passing  a  direct  law, 
prohibiting  nine.tenths  rf  the  people  of 
Kngland  from  tasting  su^r  and  coffeey  and 
pasnng  a  law  which  arbitrarily  and  artifi- 
cially, so  raises  the  price  of  those  luxuries, 
as  in  point  of  fact,  effectually  to  prevent 
the  purdiase  of  them.  I  shall  say  no  more 
on  tuispart  of  the  subject,  nor  shall  I  enter 
at  length  upon  that  of  the  Corn-laws  j  but 
I  sludf  say  a  few  words  upon  the  connexion 
between  the  two,  that  is  between  sugar  and 
com,  which  have  been  most  properly  con- 
nected fay  the  Chanodlor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  has  seheme  of  revenue,  and  which  ought 
not  to  be  separated  in  our  discnssion*  Sir, 
die  afaflity  of  the  people  to  oonsuae  luxu- 
lies  depends  less  upon  die  nrice  of  those 
htzmiesy  than  upon  theur  ability  to  procure 
the neccssaricB  w  Hfe;  and  I  must  express 
my  ittofDg  and  growing  conviction,  that 
nothing  am  be  dime  permanently,  or  mate- 
naOy  to'  improve  die  conditiott  of  the 
laboqring  clanes,  or  to  secoro  the  enormons 
revenue,  which  must  be  raised,  except  by 
securing  to  the  peoide  an  ample  supply  of 
food;  and  that  all  the  measures  which 
hsve  not  this  for  their  object,  or,  at  all 
events^  which  do  not  include  this  within 
dieir  compass,  must  end  in  failuro  and  dis- 
upointment.  Sir,  it  must  be  remembered, 
that  the  labouring  classes  consume  but  a 
vefT  trifling  quantity  of  foreign  luxuries, 
mm  aa  tea,  sugar,  coffee,  and  tobacco.  It 
is  only  the  surplus  of  dieir  income  which 
can  be  ro  expended,  and  in  ordinary  cases, 
dda  does  not  amount  to  more  than  one- 
tenth  of  the  whole.  Two-thirds  of  their 
expenditure  is  in  food.  Now,  as  to  this 
pnme  ardde  of  their  consumpdon^  how 
can  they  be  benefitted  by  any  measures  of 
reifief  which  do  not  increase  the  actual 
queatity  ?  If  the  quandty  be  not  increased, 
now  can  they  have  more  of  it  ?  and  if  they 
cannot  procure  more,  I  do  not  see  how  their 
oondUion  can  be  ameliorated,  or  how  that 
snrplna  fond  is  to  be  increased,  out  of  which 
fOLLVIil.    {JSH} 


alone  they  can  purehase  luxuries,  and  ont  of 
which  alone  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche« 
quer  must  look  for  increased  revenue.  We 
are  in  ordinary  times,  limited  to  the  quan« 
tity  of  food  pzoduced  in  this  country.  The 
rich,  and  their  dependents,  and  die  middle 
classes  generally,  help  themselves  to  the 
same  quantity^  whatever  may  be  the  price, 
and  the  balance  remains  for  the  labouring 
classes,  being  sometimes  larger,  somedmes 
smaller,  according  to  the  season.  Now^ 
suppose  by  some  change  of  fiscal  laws,  or 
by  other  means,  the  demand  for  labour  be 
doubled  ;  and  suppose,  by  way  of  Olustra- 
tion,  that  this  increased  demand  for  labour, 
doubled  the  rate  of  wages,  what  will  the 
labourers  do  with  these  double  wages? 
They  must  take  them  into  the  food  raarket, 
and  being  insufficiently  supplied  with  this 
necessary  of  life,  every  man  tries  to  obtain  a 
larger  pordon,  and  offers  such  portion  of 
his  wages  as  may  procure  it.  But  the 
number  of  quartern  loaves,  and  bushels  of 
potatoes  are  a  fixed  quantity  and  remain 
the  same  in  amount  whatever  the  demand. 
It  is  dear,  therefore,  that  any  addidonal 
wages  they  may  earn,  will  be  spent  upon 
the  purehase  of  food,  or  rather  in  the  vain 
attempt  to  purdiase  more  food;  and  as 
this  quandty  of  food  is  a  fixed  quantity, 
the  only  effect  will  be  to  increase  the  price 
of  food,  and  not  to  give  to  any  one  a  larger 
shares  consequendy  his  condition  would 
not  be  improved  by  such  increase  of  his 
wages,  nor  his  surplus  income  become 
greater,  out  of  which  suiplus  alone  the 
revenue  can  be  improved.  All  the  adfi- 
donal  earnings  would  go  to  swell  the  trea- 
sury of  the  Ifuidlord,  and  nothinff  would  go 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  State.  If  this  view 
of  the  case  be  correct,  and  if  not,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  hear  a  refutadon  of  it ;  it  follows, 
that  no  efforts  of  enlightened  legislatiott, 
no  revision  of  import  duties,  no  extension 
of  Christian  charity,  can  benefit  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people,  or  add  to  the  revenue, 
which  is  not  accompanied  by  a  security  for 
an  ample  and  regular  supply  of  food,  and 
this  security  can  only  be  obtained  by  ex- 
tending  the  surface  of  land  upon  which 
food  is  grown,  and  extending  the  range  of 
climate,  under  which  it  is  produced,  that 
is,  in  other  words,  by  an  adinission  of 
foreign  com.  Sir,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  we  export  50,000,000/.  of  manufactures 
and  produce^  and  we  are  exposed  to  a  com- 
pedtion  in  foreign  markets,  becoming  every 
day  more  general  and  more  severe.  We 
cannot  maintain  ourselves  in  this  struggle, 
unless  we  are  upon  something  like  equal 
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terms  tritli  our  competitors.  We  cannot 
possibly  pay  fifty  millions  to  tlie  State^  and 
another  fifty  mllliona  to  monopoly^  and 
continue  to  maintain  successfully  the  grow- 
ing competition  we  have  to  encounter.  It 
is  true«  taxation  is  heavy  u|K>n  all,  but 
heaviest  upon  those  classes^  who  are  ex- 
posed in  their  productions  to  foreign  com- 
petiticm.  We  shall  not  improve  our  cir* 
cumstanccs  by  one  interest  plundering 
another,  still  less  by  all  interests  uniting  in 
plundering  the  publie,  but  by  following  the 
system  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Russell)  of  extending  the  basis  of  national 
prosperity,  and  thus  rendering  in  time,  the 
Durthens  of  the  nation  tolerable,  which  are 
now  inconsistent  with  its  comforts,  and 
with  its  health,  and  which  will  in  time,  if 
not  reUeved,  compromise  its  security. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  in  giving  the 
vote  which  he  should  do  upon  this  im- 
portant qaestion,  he  thought  it  his  dotyi 
as  he  stood  upon  somewhat  peculiar 
grounds,  to  auign  his  reasons.  He  had 
voted  against  that  most  eitravagani  grant 
of  20,000,000^.  to  the  Wett-Iadia  planters 
as  well  upon  other  grounds  as  becaoat  be 
deemed  it  made  without  avfiicient  enquiry. 
The  sum  of  30,000,000/.,  considering  the 
degree  to  which  the  aiigar*marlc«t  bad  been 
since  aflTectedi  was  very  far  from  being  the 
whole  of  the  aum  which  had  been  taken 
oeiofthe  pockets  of  ibe  Briiiah  people. 
Between  15,000,000/,  and  20,000,000/. 
were  alee  stated  to  have  been  expended  in 
attempts  to  pot  down  the  alave  traffic,  now 
more  cruelty  ioariahing  then  ever.  ft 
had  been  calcelated,  also,  that  the  total 
aum  drawn  from  the  country,  aince  the 
abolition,  by  the  increaeed  price  of  West* 
India  produce  and  other  canaes,  was  little 
leaa  tnan  5,000,000/*  annually  more. 
Now,  after  eueh  aacrlficea,  made  for  the 
benefit  of  oer  fellow-^reeturee  of  a  darker 
oomplexion,  who,  it  was  asserted,  had 
been  raised  to  a  atate  of  comfort  and  hap- 
piness  in  our  colonial  possessions,  he  would 
joat  ask  what  had  been  the  result  with 
rMpect  to  our  own  labouring  population, 
mannfkcturing  as  well  as  ag^colloral  ? 
Had  thev  bMn  rendered  happier  or  more 
comfortable  ?  Had  they  not,  on  the  con- 
trarv,  been  rendered  leas  cspable  of  oh* 
taining  this  necessary  of  sugar,  as  well  as 
the  other  necesaaries  of  life  T  He  might 
at  least  hope  that  a  little  of  the  feeling 
which  was  so  redundant  in  favour  of  ne- 
gro labourers  might  overflow  in  behalf  of 
our  white  brethren  at  home,    NoW|  the 


Government  appeared  hy  this  new  sdiense 
with  respect  to  the  sugar  dotiea,  to  have 
united  the  ideas  of  both  lowering  pricea 
and  increasing  the  revenue.    He  doubted 
the  possibility  of  such  an  issee,  which  he 
should  otherwise  think  most  desirable,  and 
should  be  glad  to  concur  in.     But,    In 
conversing  with  several  Intelligent    mer- 
chants, who  were  themselves  as  anxioas 
as    the  Government    professed  to  be  to 
relieve  trade  from  its  shackles,  he  found 
that    there  did   not  exist   the  alighteat 
confidence  in  the  financial  measures  pro- 
posed for  this  year,  and  more  especially  in 
this  scheme,  which  contemplated  the  ad- 
mission of  foreign  sugars.   The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  lay  no  heavier 
dnty  on  foreign  sugar  than  12a.  beyond 
that  upon  English.    Now  that,  he  appre* 
handed,  would  be  no  protection  at  all  for 
the  produce  of  Britiah  posaeasiooa— 4br  it 
appeared  that  the  qeaniity  of  aaccharine 
matter  obtained  from  foreign  aogar,  par- 
ticularly from  Cttba,  was  so  much  greater 
than  that  obtained  froan  aogar  of  Britiah 
growth,  that  auch  duty  would  not  do  oioffe 
than  eqoaliie  them.    India,  alao,  waa  the 
beat    cuatomer    for    our    asanofactwrae. 
Now,  thia  atep  of  admitting  foreigo  aegara 
meat  immediately  opermte  ea  a  check  oa 
the  cultivation  of  the  annrjcane  in  that 
coentry ;  ao  that  the  right  bow.  GeMle» 
man  would  give  op  a  certain  tntaieheng* 
with  India  for  a  my  nncertain  one  with 
other  natione.    He  obfeeted,  nlao,  to  the 
scheme  on  other  groonda.    He  thooght 
that,  if  the  financea  of  the  country  hsd 
been  properly  managed,  theie  ought  to 
have  been  no  defich  to  make  op  ;  and,  for 
hie  own  pert,  he  waa  thoronghly  aatiified 
of  the  incapacity  of  those  who  had  oc- 
casioned the  mischief  to  remedy  it.    fn« 
deed,  who  ever  expected  to  be  cored  of 
any  complaint  or  malady— ^a  conaomptkm 
for  example— by  taking  the  nostrums  of 
those  whose  quackerv  had  produced  the 
disorder  ?    He  should,  therefore,  vote  for 
the  proposition  of  the    nohle    Lord   the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  althooeh  hethooght 
it  would  have  been  judicious  bad  he  intro- 
duced into  it  some  expressions  declaratory 
of   his  desire  to  afford  relief  to  the  in- 
dustrious classes  of  the  community.  With 
respect  to  the  proposition  of  a  change  in 
the    Corn-laws,    he    confessed    he    waa 
friendly  to  such  change,  but  the  amount 
of  the   duty  for  which  he   would    feel 
disposed    to   vote   would   depend    very 
mech   open  what  he  aaw  dowe  with  the 
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Poor  BUI.  A  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Shropihire  (Lord  Darlidgtoo),  had 
boeo  kind  enough  the  other  night  to 
ipeek  in  terms  of  high  approbation  of 
toe  reenlt  of  a  eontett  in  which  he  had 
been  pertooally  concerned,  and  had  ex* 
pressed  his  opinion  that  it  had  greatly 
tnflaenced  the  course  pursued  by  her 
Majesty*a  Ministers.  Whether  that  were 
the  Aict  or  not  it  belonged  not  to  him  to 
•ay,  but  of  this  he  was  very  certain-^that 
the  isnie  of  that  contest,  and  a  consider- 
ation of  the  principles  on  whicli  he  had 
sueceeded,  ought  equally  to  influence  the 
Members  on  both  sidei  of  the  House,  and 
be  eamestlv  hoped  it  would  be  found  that 
stich  would  be  the  case. 

Lord  F.  Bgerton  said,  he  had  listened 
to  the  able  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
to  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
former  oecaaion,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  aubjects  they  had  stated  to  the 
Rouse  had  lieen  dasiified  by  them  under 
tbiet  heada— namely,  that  a  deficiency 
existing  in  the  finances  of  the  conntrt, 
tbey  proposed  to  611  up  the  gap  by  affbra- 
ing  relief  to  the  consumer  in  this  country, 
by  lowering  the  prices  of  commodities,  by 
aibrdiag  relief  to  our  commerce,  and  by 
the  eateasion  of  foreign  trade.  With  re* 
gard  to  the  first  itemt  be  confessed  that 
mature  tf  finaooe  were  foreign  to  bis  in- 
cUamtioo  to  enter  apoot  and  the  present 
stato  of  the  finances  of  this  country,  he 
tk0ughlt  wonld  paule  more  able  financiers 
timm  be  was,  out  he  alladed  to  the  sab* 
jeel»  kk  order  to  pslief  e  himself  from  a  re- 
apooeibiUty  which  he  thoaght  the  noble 
Lord,  in  bis  opening  ipeech,  had  en- 
detfOated  to  throw  npon  that  (the  Oon- 
aertatifo)  aide  of  the  Hoase.  <Mt  ia  true,'' 
aaid  the  noble  Lord,  **  that  we  are  labour^ 
Ing  wnder  a  defieieney ;  but  this  has  ariien 
frooa  eaiisee  over  which  we  have  no  coo- 
teal,  and  in  which  von  participate^  as  you 
voted  for  all  the  large  expenses  we  in* 
eamd«  We  had  Canada  to  support."  It 
waa  tme  that  they  had  not  thought  it  a 
proper  opportunity  (and  perhaps  they 
might  be  blamed)  when  difficulties  had 
arisen,  to  occupy  tliemselves  in  picking 
holes  io  tlie  Adroinistmtion,  under  whose 

Cidaaee  theee  difiicolties  had  risen.  But 
piwteated  for  himself,  and  thoee  about 
bias,  against  the  ehare  of  responaibility 
which  the  ntible  Lord  had  cast  upon  them. 
**  Ckinada,''  said  the  noble  Lord,  **  was  a 
salyect  of  diatorbenee  and  of  difficulty 
ife  yearn  ago**'    Ha  did  not  eltogether 


admit  this :  he  faought  that  soma  of  the 
causes  of  disturbance  and  difficulty  arose 
from  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  of 
those  about  him.  With  regard  to  China, 
that  question  was  perfectly  open,  as  far  aa 
regarded  any  censure  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.    The  next  head  related  to 

* 

the  relief  to  be  afforded  to  the  commerce  of 
the  country,  and  he  confessed  that  it  was  a 
subject  of  higher  interest  than  any  other 
the  noble  Lonl  had  discttssed-->of  higher 
interest  than  the  interest  of  West  Indians, 
or  East  Indians,  speaking  of  them  as  sepa- 
rate interests.  And  when  the  noble  Lord 
brought  the  subject  before  the  House,  he 
worked  that  part  with  the  ability  which 
he  directed  to  all  other  topics.  The  noble 
Lord  had  drawn  with  the  band  of  a  master 
and  he  would  not  say  without  truth,  for  he 
feared  it  was  too  true  a  picture  of  the 
condition  of  the  Bolton  operatives,  turning 
away  with  despairi  at  the  price  of  the  com- 
modity under  consideration.  It  was  not  any 
part  Of  the  noble  Lord's  business-*-that  waa 
to  be  done  by  othersi  though  it  might  be 
considered  the  natural  course  of  prooeeding 
-«to  call  attention  to  the  great  experiment 
that  had  been  made  in  the  West  Indies. 
But  it  was  the  noble  Lord's  business*  and 
he  was  bound  to  show  some  meaaa  of 
affording  eufficient  )ind  effeetual  reliefs 
and  he  doubted  not  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  done  so,  if  he  eould.  He  wm  fee 
from  undervaluing  the  amallest  relief  af^ 
forded  to  the  poor  eonsowiee,  gnd|  ao« 
customed  as  the  operative  was  to  deal  with 
the  smallest  denomtnatioa  of  the  coin  of 
the  realm,  he  would  ask  what  waa  tho 
amount  of  relief  the  noble  Lord  propoeed. 
According  to  the  calculation  of  the  tioblo 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the 
reduction  of  the  price  of  sugar  consequent 
upon  the  carrying  out  of  his  propositions 
would  t>e  Is.  6d.  in  the  hundred  weight.) 
Now,  according  to  this  calculation,  thera 
was  no  denomination  of  coin  sufficiently 
small  to  measure  the  advantage  to  be  ob« 
tained  by  the  poor  oostomer  of  the  grocer 
in  the  purchase  of  a  pound  of  augar.  It 
appeared  on  calculation  that  the  utmost 
extent  of  benefit  would  be  six«teotbs  or 
stxty*two  hundredths  of  a  farthing  in  the 
pound.  According  to  the  calculation 
made  by  Dr.  Bowrin^,  the  average  con- 
sumption of  sugar  in  thia  country  was  I7lb. 
per  head  per  annum,  and  this  therefore 
would,  even  to  the  average  consumer,  yield 
a  benefitonly  amounting  to  2|<i.  pel* annum. 
Small*  however)  aa  this  benefit  was*  ha 
F2 
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(Lord  F.  Bgerton)  woold  not  ttodorraloo 
itt  nor  would  be  oppoM  %nj  raeaiura 
adopted  with  the  view  of  carrying  it  into 
effect,  if  such  measure  were  not  otherwise 
liable  to  grate  obiectiooe.  There  was  no 
part  of  the  tpeeeh  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secreury  for  the  Colonies  managed  with 
asore  skill,  and  put  forth  with  more  effect, 
than  that  in  which  he  endeavoured  to  de- 
prive all  those  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House— «ll  eicept  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Nortn  Lancashire — of  the 
advantage  to  be  derived,  not  from  advo- 
cating in  flourishes  of^  declamatory  rhe- 
toric, as  seemed  to  be  insinuated,  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  negro  popula- 
tion of  tbe  West  Indies,  but  of  expressing 
the  deep  interest  which  they  felt  in  the 
great  experiment  which  was  now  in  the 
course  of  trial  in.  those  colonies,  and  for 
the  success  of  which  all  partiea  in  the 
country  expressed  so  much  anxiety.  He 
had  not,  like  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  grown 
grey  in  the  cause  of  negro  emancipa- 
tion, but  looking  back  into  Parliamentary 
history,  be  could  not  see  why  the  observa- 
tions of  tbe  noble  Lord  should  prevent  his 
mfisrriag  to  this  point,  or  having  recouiae 
to  ^r.  Gnmey'a  book.  It  appeared  to 
him  pertsotly  demonstrable,  as  tar  as  pro* 
babiities  could  be  demonstrated,  that  the 
course  proposed  to  be  pursued  by  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Cokioies  wouki 
not  only  have  the  effect  of  giving  a 
stimulus  to  slave  labour,  but  that  it  would 
even  do  worse  than  this — it  would  aUo 
stimulate  the  traffic  in  slaves.  It  would 
hold  out  no  bonus  to  those  places  where 
tbe  slaves  wen  treated  with  numanity,  as 
far  as  slavery  was  consistent  with  huma- 
nity, but  it  offered  the  advantage  to  Cuba, 
that  plagne»spot  amongst  slave*bolding 
communities,  where  all  that  was  viciou* 
in  civiliistwn  was  resmted  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conducting  with  profit  the  worst 
and  most  profligate  trade  which  mankind 
ever  engaged  in.  Those  were  consklera- 
tions  which  it  would  be  impossible,  for 
which  it  would  be  indefensible  in  sny  Par* 
Uament,  to  overlook.  There  seemed  to 
exist  a  great  differsnce  of  opinion  in  the 
House  as  to  tbe  manner  in  which  the 

Question  before  it  ought  to  be  treated, 
'hat  difference  was  appsrcnt  when  the 
course  adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigan  was  contrasted  with  that  pursued 
by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  London.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  for  London  treated  it  with 
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the  seriousneM  which  in  hisopinioathn 
subject  deserved,  and,  expressing  an  opi- 
nion, framed  on  philosophical  deductions 
of  his,  ultimately  arrived  at  conclusmns 
favourable  to  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
ooble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  Not- 
witbsunding  the  ability  and  temper  with 
which  the  subject  had  been  treated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Loudon,  he  couM  not 
arrive  at  his  deductions  nor  assent  to  his 
propositions.  On  a  former  occasion,  the 
subject  had  been  treated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  lambeth  with  a  degree  of  levity 
which  to  him  appeared  whoUy  unsuiuble. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  had  not  long  since  treated  tlie 
House  to  a  dissertatu>n  respecting  the 
metropoliun  tM>roughs,  and  on  that  occa- 
sion expressed  a  strong  opbion  relative 
to  that  part  of  the  Reform  Bill  which  in« 
vested  them  with  representative  power* 
It  was  not  for  him  to  criticise  the  noble 
Lord's  dissertation,  but  the  results  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  complained  were  strange 
and  anomalous.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  said, 

««That  bis  right  hon.  and  learned  Priead, 
the  Member  for  tbe  Tower  UamleU,  might 
perhaps  maintain,  that  slaveiy  was  in  itself 
sinful.*' 

Surely  that  would  be  no  very  onreason* 
able  propositkm,  nor  one  which  it  wonM 
be  very  difficnh  to  maintam.  Tbe  Ken. 
Oenlleman  further  added, 

''That  was  a  principle  which  every  bigot 
might  appeal  to  in  support  of  tbe  groasMt  act 
of  intolerance.  They  night  at  vnril  pass  an 
act  of  naiibruiity  to  settle  a  nmtter  of  laith  or 
ceremonial  as  enforce  their  own  opinieA  en 
such  a  sttbieet  by  Act  of  Parliament." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  forther  lo  is* 
timatethat  tbe  right  hen.  andienmcd  Mem* 
her  was  more  fit  for  tbe  judicial  fnnetiona  of 
the  Conaistorial  Court,  than  to  prenonnee 
upon  questions  of  international  law.  It 
was  unneeeasery  for  him  to  enter  into  a 
defence  of  the  right  hon.  nnd  ieamed 
Member  for  tbe  Tower  Hamleu,  hot  he 
would  ask  was  it  a  false,  a  bctitMNM,  or 
a  spurious  humanity  whii^  would  heeitnle 
at  so  critical  a  moment  and  shrink  from 
any  dangerous  interference  with  the  atate 
of  the  West  Indies  when  the  icsnlls  of  a 
great  experiment  which  was  nsade  at  a 
vast  expense  were  about  to  be  aeceitained 
^when  the  colony  was,  as  it  weie,  fo» 
booring  with  the  throes  and  pange  of  pai^ 
turition,  and  about  to  •*  thank  the  Gods 
for  all  her  travail  past  V  Tbe  noUe  Load, 
tbe  Seeietnry  for  PoreigB  Afium,  wee  M 
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doubt  ictively  employed  (and  if  not,  he 
wit  imtDtodfal  of  his  dnty)  endeaTOoriDg, 
at  fer  as  hit  resources  and  diplomatic  re- 
lations enabled  him,  to  check  and  dimin- 
itli  the  traffic  in  slaves  throughout  all 
other  quarters  of  the  world.  He  was  no 
doubt  engaged  in  negotiations  for  this 
purpose  with  the  Sultan,  and  with  that 
good-humoured  old  gentleman  who  ruled 
over  Egypt.  The  object  of  the  noble  Lord 
was,  of  course,  to  effect  the  present  di- 
minution and  ultimate  extinction  of  a 
traffic  equal  in  atrocity  to  that  which 
etisted  between  the  coast  of  Africa  and 
America.  He  had  heard  the  other  dav  of 
a  comrersation  said  to  have  taken  place 
between  the  Patba,  and  a  celebrated  na- 
val commander.  The  Pasha,  it  was  stated, 
said,  that  he  hated  the  slave-trade,  but 
that  England  took  her  own  time  to  effect 
ber  measures.  '*Give  me  time  also,** 
ssdd  the  Pasha,  **  I  cannot  do  these  things 
in  a  hurry.**  In  any  further  negotiation 
on  this  subject  the  instance  of  England 
would  no  doubt  be  again  quoted,  but 
would  not  the  cunning  and  clever  old 
man  be  able  to  retort,  both  with  truth 
and  severity,  that  though  England  bad 
emancipated  her  slaves  at  great  expense, 
and  Ibat  piofessiont  which  had  for  a  long 
time  been  made  had  ultimately  been  acted 
ofODt  yet  still  when  a  financial  pressure 
came,  and  with  the  ostensible  view  of 
affiordiog  to  the  consumer  of  sugar  in  this 
cxiootiy  the  benefit  of  the  six-tenths  of  a 
UnUog  reduction  in  the  pound,  the  great 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  came 
Ibiwaid  with  a  measure  calculated  to  sub- 
vert all  the  good  which  had  previously 
beeo  effiMSted?  Bj  adopting  the  proposi- 
tioD  now  made,  the  country  would  lose 
the  potitioB-^e  great  and  elevated  posi- 
tiott-'-^hich  the  had  attained  at  so  much 
coat.  The  arguments  adduced  by  the 
k€m»  Member  would  lead  to  conclusions 
fsr  diferent  from  those  which  the  hon. 
Oentlamao  deduced  from  them.  They 
woold'iead  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
bo  oiore  humane  to  refit  our  slave-ships,  to 
se^opeo  the  traffic  in  slaves  under  restric- 
tiona  more  ttrtngent  than  those  which 
Ibmerly  exitted,  and  once  again,  under 
the  tnpervitioii  of  active  inspectors,  to 
kgalm  the  traffic.  Might  not  the  West 
hidiet  tay»  in  antwer  to  the  propotition. 
**  U  there  it  to  be  a  tystem  of  non*restric- 
tion,  let  the  tystem  be  general.  Do  not 
iwrtriet  «t  fiom  the  employment  of  tlave- 
IthNir,  which  it  permitted  to  othert.   We 


will  compete  with  countries,  the  soil  of 
which  you  know  has  fifty  years  fertility, 
whilst  ours  can  boast  but  four?**  This 
would  be  consistent,  but  this  was  now 
impossible.  As  soon  could  the  sun  be 
made  to  go  back  as  slavery  be  re-esta- 
blished in  our  West-Indian  possessions. 
Large  assemblages  were  lately  collected  at 
Exeter-hall  to  promote  the  extinction  of 
slavery.  *  The  wealth,  the  talent,  and  the 
respectability  of  the  country  were  present, 
and  a  Prince,  the  first  subject  in  the  land, 
presided  over  one  of  them.  To  forward 
the  object  for  whkh  the  meeting  was  con* 
vened,  a  ship  was  sent  out,  which  was 
named,  and  properly  so  named,  after  that 
Prince. 

<*  God  and  good  angels  guide  her  in  her  course^ 
"  For,  not  of  conquest  greedy,  nor  of  gain, 
''Seeks  she  the  distant  world." 

If  the  House  consented  to  the  present 
proposition  they  would  raise  a  cry  simi- 
lar to  one  which,  for  what  purpose  he 
could  not  tell,  had  been  raised  some 
time  since,  and  instead  of  "  Stop  the 
Pique,**  the  cry  would  be  '*  Stop  the 
Albert."  On  these  considerations,  not 
being  able  to  see  that  any  appreciable 
relief  would  accrue  to  the  labouring  classes 
from  the  proposed  measure,  and  thinking 
no  just  or  solid  ground  had  been  made 
out  upon  which  to  rest  the  allegations  as 
to  the  effects  to  be  produced,  he  should 
have  no  hesitation  in  voting  for  the  reso- 
lution of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Liverpool. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said.  Sir,  I  confess  that 
if  the  only  question  before  the  HousCi 
and  the  only  motives  which  actuated  it  in 
the  decision  to  which  it  was  about  to 
come,  were  those  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down— and 
that  the  case  was,  that  all  of  us  being: 
agreed  that  we  had  arrived  at  a  crisis  of 
great  commercial  and  financial  difficulty, 
and  upon  the  course  which  ought  to  be 
pursued  the  only  difference  of  opinion 
which  existed  was,  whether  or  not  there 
were  special  circumstances  applicable  to 
the  sugar  trade,  which  ought  to  exempt 
it  from  the  application  of  principles  which 
were  allowed  to  be  just  and  necessary  in 
their  application  to  other  branches  of 
industry  and  commerce, — if,  I  repeat, 
that  were  the  state  of  the  question,  I 
should  feel — I  would  not  say  no  interest, 
hut— not  the  same  interest  which  1  now 
feel  as  to  the  ultimate  decision  of  the 
House  on  the  question  before  it.    But, 
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because  I  b^ve  ieeo  various  symptoms  to 
the  contrary^  having  found  that  Geu- 
tlemen,  the  representatives  of  other  great 
protected  interests,  came  forward  aod 
aaid— **  This  is  a  case  common  to  us  all. 
We  find  that  there  is,  on  the  part  of  the 
manufacturing  and  commercial  interests 
of  this  country,  a  growing  opinion  now 
forcing  itself  on  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature,  that  it  is  necessary,  without 
any  delay,  to  revise  our  financial  and 
commercial  interests  generally/'  When 
I  find  those  who  spoke  thus  prepared 
to  admit  no  compromise  or  concession 
.—'When  I  find  them  opposed  to  any 
relaxation  of  the  sugar  duties,  not  from 
any  refined  speculations  with  regard  to 
the  slave-trade,  but  from  the  considera* 
tion  that,  in  defending  the  duties  on 
sugar,  they  were  at  the  same  time  standing 
out  in  support  of  their  own  monopolies,  I 
freely  admit  that  I  look  with  deep  anxiety 
to  the  course  which  the  House  proposes 
to  pursue  with  respect  to  the  question 
before  it.  I  feel  too  deeply  the  import* 
ance  of  the  question  to  mix  it  up  with 
any  party  considerations,  or  any  of  the 
political  taunts  which  has  been  bandied 
from  one  side  of  the  House  to  the  other. 
I  would,  at  the  same  time  say,  that  accu- 
aations  have  been  brought  against  the 
p^rty  with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to 
act,  of  which  it  was  fit  some  notice  should 
be  taken.  It  has  been  repeatedly  asserted, 
that  though  the  Whiga  always  talked  of 
free«trade,  they  never,  whilst  in  office, 
carried  any  measures  in  accordance  with 
ita  principles,  whilst  the  Tories,  when 
they  proposed  liberal  measures,  were  sure 
to  carry  them  through.  Now,  I  think, 
this  admits  of  a  very  easy  solution.  I 
have  been  long  enough  a  Member  of  this 
House  to  recollect  Mr.  Huskiason's  efibrls 
on  this  subject.  I  very  well  recollect — 
and  no  one  can  aay  that  I  am  guihy  of 
misrepresentation  in  saying  what  I  am 
about  to  say— -I  very  well  recollect  when 
Mri  Huskisson  brought  forward  those 
grea^  wise,  and  sagacious  measures,  which 
will  ever  endear  his  name  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  with  what  sullen,  reluctant 
acquiescence,  his  views  were  received  by 
his  uwu  party,  while  he  had  throughout, 
the  honest,  cordial,  warm  support  of  those 
who  were  his  political  opponents.  They 
thought  that  it  was  not  fitting  to  raise 
petty  cavils  against  the  details  of  those 
great  measures;  they  knew  what  an  ar* 
dttOtts  task  it  was^  to   introduca  great 


changes  into  the  commercial  poKcy  of 
country;  they  thought  that  was  not  aa 
occasion  on  which  to  raise  petty  cavils,  and 
though  many  Membera  who  then  sat  in 
opposition  to  the  Government  considered 
that  Mr.  Huskisson's  plans  did  not  quite 
carry  out  their  principles,  yet  they  decided 
that  it  was  but  just  to  that  great  stateaman 
to  abstain  from  embarrassing  him  with 
objections ;  they  felt  it  to  be  their  doty  to 
give  him  their  cordial  and  disinterested 
support.  I  think  that  this  diflerence  of 
conduct  between  the  leading  men  of  the 
two  parlies  on  this  occasion  and  on  Uiat 
which  I  have  referred  to,  may  perhaps  ao* 
count  for  some  of  the  taunts  which  have 
been  thrown  out  this  evening  against  the 
Whigs  in  respect  of  their  conduct  with  re- 
gard to  free-trade.  The  Government  has 
been  told  by  the  bon.  Member  fbr  Kil- 
marnock (Mr.  Colquhoon)  that  they  had 
brought  forward  no  measure  of  commer- 
cial policy  of  importance  during  the  ten 
years  they  had  been  In  oflice.  Now,  in 
reply  to  this,  I  may  mention  one  measum 
which  I  remember,  and  which  I  think 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  (Lord  Stanley)  and  the  righ^ 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Sir  J.  Gra* 
ham)  must  also  remember,  and  which  was 
really  a  very  great  measure  of  commercial 
policy ;  and  what  was  its  ikte  ?  I  allude 
to  the  question  of  the  timber  duties-— a 
measure  which  let  me  say,  very  closely  re- 
sembled the  same  subject  which  was  soon 
about  to  be  submitted  to  the  House,  and 
which,  if  it  had  been  carried  then,  it  is  my 
belief  would  have  been  of  the  greatest 
benefit  to  the  country.  But  unfortunately 
that  was  not  the  case.  It  was  quita  true 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamwortb, 
and  those  who  acted  with  him,  did  not  op- 
pose it  on  principle,  but  they  took  that 
convenient  course  which  is  almost  always 
taken  by  those  who  wished  to  dafeat  a 
measure  in  this  House  without  oompio- 
mising  themselves ;  they  stated,  that  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  existing  state  of 
information  on  the  sulgect,  and  proposed 
to  refer  it  to  a  committee  up  ataira ;  and, 
because  that  proposal  was  not  acquieaoed 
in,  the  measure  fell  to  the  ground.—- That 
reception  was  not  very  encouraging  to  the 
Government  to  proceed  in  the  introduction 
of  measures  of  like  character ;  and  for  my 
own  part  I  must  say  that  I  cannot  but 
feel  that  it  is  no  slight  evil  to  bring  for* 
ward  measures  of  this  kind,  involving  great 
changes  in  our  complicated  commercial 
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i9«trQi>«Rldti  Ibey  g«ii  be  brought  to  a  sao- 
cettful  iHue.  Ye9 ;  I  think  that  in  tbeae 
oifCtiiiiataiiGea  nolbing  could  have  juati- 
fied  ber  Majeaty^a  Go?ernment  in  bring- 
iiif  forward  a  measure  of  the  kind  I  am 
apeakmgof»  unleaa  they  had  felt  that  there 
.bad  ariaen  ao  imperative  demand  by  the 
4M>untry  for  the  adoption  of  auch  a  change, 
•nd  ttnleaa  it  were  <:lear»  that  nothing 
abort  of  auch  a  change  could  reatore  the 
fOfeoqe  and  commerce  of  thia  country  to 
«  atate  of  proaperlty.  But  I  any,  that  al- 
Ihoogb  I  am  msraelf  a  atrong  party  man, 
and  though  1  wiah  to  aee  the  party  to 
wbkb  I  have  the  hopour  to  belong  main- 
laiaed  in  power*  yet  ao  convinoed  am  I  of 
the  neceaaity  of  introducing,  with  a  view 
to  tha  aupport  of  the  commerce  of  the 
country!  a  thorough  and  aearching  reform 
wto  our  commercial  ayatem,  that  I  ahouid 
thUib  it  the  happieat  day  of  my  life  on 
which  1  aaw  thoae  to  whom  I  have  alwaya 
been  ptf>litically  oppoaed  acting  on  thoae 
principlea  if  they  come  to  be  aeated  in 
poweft  and  J  treat  that  in  auch  a  case  I 
abould  give  them  aa  cordial  a  aupport  on 
tbeae  aueationa  aa  I  now  give  to  thoae  to 
whom  I  am  attached  by  every  political  and 
peraenal  tiet  But  perbapa  I  am  wandering 
too  far  from  the  aubjeot  before  the  Houae. 
•I  will  begie.  then,  by  relieving  her  Majea- 
ty*a  Oovernmept  from  the  charge  which 
Uai  been  brought  agaiuat  them  more  than 
Qoee  in  the  courae  of  the  eveaing-  It  baa 
been  atated»  that  the  Government  haa  dealt 
unfairly  by  the  great  intereata  which  were 
principally  concerned  in  their  meaaurea ; 
that  tboae  great  intereQta  had  been  taken 
by  aurpriae;  that  the  conduct  and  Ian* 
goago  of  Miniatera  bad  led  thoae  great  io- 
lereata  to  auppoae  that  no  such  alteration 
as  waa  now  propoaed  had  ever  been  con- 
tewiplaled ;  and  an  bon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
aitOt  and  Eaat-India  director  (Mr.  Hogg), 
biaa  done  me  the  honour  to  quote  a  apeech 
of  mine  on  a  former  occaaion,  which  the 
bont  Gentleman  atated  waa  quite  inconaia- 
tenl  with  the  courae  now  purauing  by  her 
Majeaty'a  Government.  But  I  think  1 
have  a  right  to  complain  of  the  manner 
in  which  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  haa  quoted 
me ;  for  reallv  a  more  garbled  account  of 
n  q)eech  I  believe  waa  never  given.  The 
boa.  Gentleman  atudioualy  excluded  every 
pnr t  of  tbe  apeech  which  made  agaioat  the 
vicwa  he  wna  endeavouring  to  fix  upon  me. 
The  Quotation  waa  every  bit  on  one  aide. 
The  rigbt  hon«  Uember  for  Tamworth  alao 
quoted  thn(  H^^^qbf  bull  bQ  quoted  it  fair* 


Iv ;  and  baa  done  me  the  juatice  to  ataUf 
that  there  waa  nothing  in  that  apeech  which 

?reclud6d  me  from  taking  the  courae  which 
am  now  taking.  But  there  are  other  facta 
which  ahow  that  tbeae  partiea  were  by 
no  meana  taken  by  aurpriae.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn)  haa,  no  later  than  thia  evening,  pre- 
aented  fifteen  petiliona  from  merchants 
and  others  in  Jamaica,  and  other  Weat- 
India  iaianda,  in  which  the  petitionevs 
atated  that  they  were  in  the  full  expecta- 
tion that  the  Government  waa  about  to 
pursue  tbe  courae  which  it  waa  now  tak- 
mg.  I  must  say>  that  it  waa  with  aome 
aurpriae  that  I  fouod  these  petitiona  pre- 
aented  juat  at  the  preaent  moment,  but  it 
turned  out  they  had  Iain  by  for  aome  time 
in  the  drawer  of. the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  order  to  their  being  let  oflT  at  a 
juncture  when  they  might  be  uaeful.  I 
have  myaelf  aeen  many  gentlemen  from 
the  West-Indies  at  different  times  on  this 
aubjeot,  and  when  they  have  asked  me  to 
aay  whether  her  Majeaty'a  Government 
had  any  intention  of  altering  the  sugar 
dutiea  in  tbe  courae  of  thia  Sesaion,  I 
have  alwaya  aaid  that  I  could  give  no 
pledge  of  the  sort;  that  they  muat  judge 
for  tbemselvesj  and  that  Government  muat 
be  left  perfectly  free  to  act  aa  might  aeem 
best  to  them.  But,  beaidea  tbia,  I  would 
ask  the  House  to  liaten  to  what  I  am 
goieg  to  read,  and  aay,  whether  it  did  not 
amount  to  a  complete  announcement  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  what  were 
their  general  views  on  thia  aubjeot.  In 
the  year  1839,  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
Lord  Sydenham,  then  Mr.  Poulett  Thom- 
aon,  and  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
spoke  thus  on  tbe  subject  of  the  sugar 
duties.  My  right  hon.  Friend  then  said, 
that  be  considered  the  subject  as  one  *'of 
very  great  importance,  and  deserving  the 
moat  serious  attention.  He  admitted,  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance, 
and  one  which  would  be  forced  upon  the 
attention  of  Parliament  and  of  the  coun- 
try within  a  very  short  period.  In  the 
first  place,  this  was  a  matter  which  would 
force  itself  upon  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment aa  connected  with  the  treaty 
with  the  Brazila.  The  preaent  treaty  was 
only  of  a  temporary  character  and  would 
expire  in  1842,  and  if  we  entered  into 
freah  relations  with  that  important  state, 
thia  subject  must  necessarily  be  considered. 
Tbe  exports  to  that  country  were  up- 
wards of  4^000,000/.  a-year  of  British 
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BMimftclaref.  This  wm  the  moil  im-) 
porUDt  trade  that  we  carried  00|  with  the 
eseeptioD  of  the  Uoited  Statea  of  North 
America*  The  prodace  of  the  Brazib 
was  almoat  entirely  coofioed  to  togar  and 
ooffee,  and  when  we  came  to  the  period 
when  the  treaty  waa  about  to  expire* 
thia  rabject  mutt  force  itaelf  upon  the  at> 
tentioo  of  the  House.  The  other  branch 
of  the  aubject  wai  abo  become  a  matter  of 
deep  importance,  and  ought  to  receite 
great  consideration  «->namelY,  the  short 
supply  of  colonial  sugar."  My  right  hon. 
Friend  concluded  by  saying,  that  **  the 
Oovemment  was  deeply  impressed  with 
this  important  subject^  and  it  was  obvious, 
that  great  attention  must  be  paid  to  this 
point,  aa  well  as  to  the  other  subjects  to 
which  he  had  adverted.  It  was  important 
that  they  should  look  at  this  question — 
that  the?  should  regard  the  different  in- 
terests that  would  be  inrolved  by  blinking 
the  consideration  of  it  even  for  a  time. 
But  he  was  satisfied  that  it  must  be  forced 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government  and 
the  Legislature,  if  not  by  the  wants  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  at  any  rate  by  the 
treaty  with  the  Brazils,  and  he  trusted 
that  it  would  be  met  fairly,  and  the  diffi- 
culv  dealt  with  in  the  way  that  a  matter  of 
such  importance  deserved  when  it  waa 
ripe  for  consideration.*'  Such  was  the 
atatement  on  this  subject  of  Mr.  Poulett 
Thomson,  in  1839,  and  I  contend,  that^ 
consistently  with  the  reserve  which  every 
Government  ought  to  maintain  on  matten 
of  trade,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  give  mora 
dear  notions  of  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment than  those  which  different  Memben 
of  the  Government  have  stated  at  difierant 
times  to  the  House.  Coming  now  to 
another  branch  of  the  question,  I  must 
say,  that  1  should  have  thought,  that  I 
ahould  have  been  almost  ralieved  from  the 
necessity  of  arguing  the  propriety  of  ef- 
fecting  some  change  in  the  sugar  duties, 
with  reference  to  the  convenience  of  the 
consumer  and  the  increase  of  the  revenue. 
It  appeara  to  me,  that  on  all  general  prin« 
ciplea  a  differential  duty  greatlv  exceeding 
fifty  per  cent,  is  so  unsound  that  it  ooght 
not  to  continue,  and  that  immediate  mea* 
snres  ought  to  be  taken  with  respect  to  it ; 
I  almost  think,  that  I  shooM  waate  the 
ttme  of  the  House  by  arguing  what  seema 
to  me  to  be  so  self  evident.  But,  although 
bon.  Gentlemen  had  said,  that  the  con- 
aumer  had  no  great  interest  in  this  qnei* 
tfon,  yel  I|  for  onci  am  not  disposed  to 


undervalue  these  oonaideratione.  Thea 
thqr  were  toM  that  aogar  waa  not  mi 
article  of  which  the  oonsomptioB  depended 
very  much  on  the  price ;  that  it  waa  rather 
alttxury,and  that  the  degiee  in  which  it  wna 
consumed  did  not  depend  venf  moelion  thn 
price.  I  obeerve,  that  in  the  year  1880^ 
when  Mr.  Huskisson  and  Mr.  Grant  im^ 
troduced  the  subject  of  the  aogar  duties 
much  discussion  took  place  in  the  Bouae 
on  this  solject,  and  the  right  hon.  Mesa- 
her  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Gonlbnni)  theft 
held  that  augan  were  like  wines  and  silhn 
in  this  respect,  and  that  the  oonsnmptie« 
was  not  materially  aflected  by  the  price ; 
but  I  must  say,  that  the  aignmeota  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  went  very  far  to  conlnle  those 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  For  my 
own  part  I  think  that  theie  ia  acaveely 
any  article  on  which  a  redudioQ  of  piioe 
is  more  likely  to  increase  coosnmptioQ, 
and  so  augment  the  revenue.  1  know 
that  at  all  times  details  on  such  sabfecla 
as  this  are  repulsive,  but  I  will  trespass 
on  the  House  in  this  way  as  little  aa  ooa- 
sible.  I  have  obtained  a  calculation  nom 
the  oflBcen  of  the  statistksal  department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  the  average  pricee 
of  sugar  imported  during  a  series  of  years^ 
as  stated  in  the  London  Oaxette^  together 
with  the  quantities  imported,  and  the 
average  consumption  per  head  throughont 
the  United  Kingdom.  These  calculationa 
will  not  be  found  to  agree  quite  completely 
with  that  which  had  been  made  oy  the 
officera  of  the  Customs,  but  the  discre- 
pancy has  arisen  from  the  two  oalcnlationa 
naving  been  constructed  on  dilEwent 
grounds,  and  aa  refards  the  Customs^  on 
what  is  now  acknowledged  to  be  an  eiror, 
which  arises  from  the  manner  in  whidi 
the  quantity  of  refined  sugar  exported  la 
converted  into  its  equivalent  weight  of  raw 
supr ;  it  is  to  be  ofaaerved,  that  thia  eaten- 
lation  includes  also  molasses  converted 
into  crystalized  sugar,  and,  in  abort,  thai 
the  whole  embracea  all  the  saccharine 
matter  consumed  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  will  state  from  thia  table*  the  prices  and 
the  quantities  consumed  by  each  indivi- 
dual during  the  yean  since  18S0.  In  that 
year  the  average  price  waa  36$.;  the 
averam  quantity  coosnmed  by  each  iadi- 
vklual  in  the  United  Kingdom  waa  19*9lb. 
Fn  fact,  the  ndnal  oonsnmplkm  might  be 
slated  at  90ib.  per  bead.  In  1831,  the 
average  price  waa  28s.  Sd. ;  the  avenge 

*  See  Tebk  Mleiring  psga. 
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coBiviBplioD  fcil  to  191b.  per  head.  In 
1833,  Ae  aTenige  price  was  2Uf. ;  the 
average  consooipiioii  was  17*99lb.  In 
18349  the  aTerage  price  was  29t.  3|<2.; 
tbe  Gonsomptioo  was  18*311b.  In  1835, 
which  was  a  year  affording  a  remarkable 
cseeptiOD  to  the  general  role,  the  price 
waa  33«.  0||dL ;  and  the  increase  in  con- 
sMDptioD  was  very  considerable,  the  aver- 
agii  being  19«21lb.  per  head.  That  was 
■o  exception  to  the  general  role;  but 
what  were  the  causes  of  it?  The  year 
1835  was  a  year  of  remarkable  cheap 
hvaad.  I  qnite  altow,  that  the  price  of 
bread  is  a  Tery  disturbing  cause  to  reduce 
the  demand  for  any  article  not  of  primary 
naeessily  to  the  working  classes,  and  that 
at  that  time  the  working  classes  were  ez- 
lieBBely  well  off,  and  able  to  spend  more 
than  usual  in  articles  of  this  nature ;  but 
the  infeience  whwh  I  draw  from  this  cir- 
cwDslaace  ts,  that  it  would  be  most  expe- 
dient to  re-consider  our  Corn-laws,  toge- 

StatemaU  ofiht  quaniiiies  of  Sugar  and  of 
Molasses  converted  udo  its  £qtiivaleni 
weight  in  CrystaUsed  Sugar,  thxU  were 
retained  for  Home  Consumption  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  together  with  the  aver* 
age  Consumption  of  each  Person  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  average  price 
af  Su^ar  according  to  the  London  Ga- 
zette, m  each  year  from  1830  to  1840. 
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ther  with  the  sugar  duties.  In  the  year 
1836,  the  average  price  rose  to  40f.  9di ; 
the  ayerage  consumption  fell  to  16*58lb. 
per  head.  In  1837,  the  price  fell  to 
34s.  5d. ;  the  consumption  increased  to 
18'38lb.  In  1838  the  consumption  was 
much  about  the  same,  the  price  being 
33s.  7d.;  and  the  consumption  18*42lb. 
In  1839,  the  price  was  39f.  A^d.;  the 
consumption  17lb.  In  1840,  the  price 
was  higher  thsn  ever,  being  48s.  7  jd ; 
and  1  heg  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact,  that  the  consumption  per  head 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  fell  to 
15*281b.  Upon  the  whole,  if  they  com- 
pared the  first  year  of  the  period  I  have 
taken  with  the  last,  they  would  find,  that 
the  consumption  of  sugar  per  head 
throughout  tbe  United  Kingdom  had 
fallen  very  nearly  one-fourth.  Now,  when 
j  they  came  to  consider,  that  this  diminished 
consumption  did  not  affect  tbe  higher 
classes  in  any  great  degree,  but  that  it  fell 
almost  wholly  upon  the  lower  classes, 
they  had  some  idea  of  the  severe  privation 
which  those  classes  must  have  gone 
through  to  account  for  this  reduction' in 
the  consumption.  I  find,  that  Mr.  Hns- 
kisson,  in  bringing  forward  the  measures 
to  which  I  have  already  referred,  said, 
that  he  believed  two-thirds  of  the  con- 
sumers of  coffee  in  the  United  Kingdom 
drank  it  without  any  sugar  at  all.  But 
the  price  was  lower  then  than  now,  and 
therefore,  I  conclude,  that  the  privationa 
suffered  now  were  greater.  But  I  feel, 
that  really  this  is  not  a  part  of  the  sub* 
ject  on  which  I  need  delay  the  House.  1 
will  only  say,  that  though  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  might  differ  on  matters  of  nice 
calculation — though  they  might  differ  as 
to  extent  in  which  the  consumer  was  inleiv 
ested  in  this  question*— though  they  might 
difier  as  to  the  amount  of  addition  to  the 
revenue  which  would  be  derived  from  the 
change,  yet,  that  they  were  asreed  as  to 
the  general  principle^  and  with  regard  to 
the  c[ue8tion  of  revenue,  I  am  penuaded 
that  if  the  House  were  once' in  Committee, 
where  alone  subjects  of  this  nature  can  be 
discussed  with  advantage,  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  convincing  the 
House  that  his  calculations,  so  far  from 
being  aanguine  and  exagoeiated,  were,  in 
reality,  very  moderate,  i  have  convmed 
on  this  subject  with  many  persons  of  com- 
petent aothori^  on  such  mattem^  in  whom 
not  only  thii  dovemnenti  but  former  Go« 
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irvnnMnti,  wero  aoeoifeoined  to  lely,  and 
thcNie  g«otl«D«a  ara  of  opinion  tbat,  to  hx 
u  tho  rtvenue  wfw  oonc8nied«  my  right 
boHt  Friend  ia  quite  justified  ia  the  antici|Mi- 
tions  he  hat  made*  I  admit,  that  it  is  vary 
diflSoult  to  foresee  what  will  be  the  ooune 
of  the  sugar-trade  noxt  year-  I  have  en- 
dcavoured  to  inform  myself  as  well  as  I 
can  on  the  subject,  but  I  have  received 
from  the  gentlemen  whom  I  have  coiv- 
8ulted>  and  who  weire  the  best  competent 
to  state  an  Qpinion«  such  conflicting  esti- 
matesj  that  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  come 
.to  any  decision.  I  will  state  how  the  case 
stands*  I  have  taken  the  petition  of  the 
merchant^  planters,  and  otners  connected 
with  the  West  Indies^  and  resident  in  Lon- 
don«  which  has  been  presented  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  I  find 
that  they  stated  the  stock  of  sugar  in  hand 
at  35,000  tons ;  and  they  said  that  they 
expected  115,000  tons  to  arrive  in  the 
next  year  from  the  West  Indies,  30,000 
tons  from  the  Mauritius,  and  62,000  tons 
from  the  East  Indies,  making  a  total  of 
242,000  tons  altogether.  This  was  the 
opinion  of  very  competent  persons.  But 
on  the  other,  the  noble   Lord  opposite 

SHscount  Sandon),  with  a  deputation  of 
verpool  merchants,  visited  me ,allof  them 
eentlemen  ver^  able  and  well  Qualified  to 
form  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  being 
Bengal  and  West-India  merchants,  and 
when  they  were  asked  what  was  the  pro- 
bable expectation  of  the  amount  of  sugar 
that  would  be  consumed  next  year,  made 
a  statement,  which  I  requested  them  to 
put  into  writing,  and  in  which  I  find  a 
considerable  discrepancy  from  that  of  the 
London  merchants.  They  both,  of  course, 
stated  the  stock  in  hand  at  35,000  tons, 
and  both  agreed  in  taking  1 15,000  tons  as 
the  probable  import  from  the  West  Indies; 
hot  then  they  computed  the  product  of 
the  Mauritius  at  10,000  tons  higher  than 
the  London  merchants  had  done;  and 
that  of  the  East  at  70,000  tons,  while  the 
London  merchants  had  put  it  as  62.000 
tons.  The  variations  were  considerable ; 
but  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  this  ge- 
neral fact,  that  a  very  great  supply  was 
coming  from  the  East  Indies.  I  am  in- 
duced, by  this  very  ciroumstance,  to  come 
to  the  conclusion,  that  it  ia  important  to 
revise  the  sugar  duties,  and  put  them  on 
1^  sound  and  wise  footing.  If  no  other 
ooosideratioQ  could  have  induced  me,  I 
would  have  been  induoed  by  the  manner 
jn  which  capital  hu  been  attracted  by  the 


extravajjant  prices  of  last  year,  and  ia  now 
rushing;  into  the  East  Indies,  because  1  am 
perfectly  satisfied,  that  such  i^  state  of 
things  must  lead  to  the  worat  results  for 
those  who  embark  their  capital  in  such 
speculations*  The  nature  of  the  sugar 
aupply  from  the  East  Indies  is  this— it  is 
itself  a  great  sugar  <  consuming  coon- 
try,  and  only  sends  ua  what  it  cannot 
use  itself.  They  bad  been  attracted  to 
send  their  sugar  to  England  by  the  known 
deficiency  in  the  British  supply.  But 
when  the  prices  fall  here,  the  supply  from 
India  is  at  once  gut  ofi*.  It  is  not  like  the 
West  Indies,  which  must  send  over  every 
pound  of  sugar  they  produce.  If  we  view 
this  question  as  a  matter  of  trade.  I  am 
satisfied,  that  we  will  find,  that  the  beat 
course  to  pursue,  for  Qur  colonies  and  our 
trade,  as  well  as  for  the  consumer  in  Eng- 
land, ia  to  put  these  duties  upon  a  sound 
and  stable  tooting,  giving  to  our  colonists 
whatever  reasonable  protection  we  think 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  require ;  but 
not  aii  extravagant  amount  of  protection, 
an  amount  which,  whether  in  the  sugar  or 
in  any  other  trade,  will  never  be  found  to 
be  really  advantageous,  even  to  the  mono- 
polists themselves.  I  see  no  reason  why 
those  prineiples,  which  are  of  sound  ap- 
plication to  other  trades,  should  not  be  so 
to  the  sugar-trade.  I  now  come  to  that 
point  which  is  mainly  relied  upon  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  I  mean  the 
relation  of  this  question  with  slavery  and 
the  slave-trade.  I  do  not  stand  here 
to  make  light  of  objections  founded  upon 
these  considerations.  I  wilt  address  no 
reproach  to  my  right  hon.  Friend^  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  who  urged 
in  the  course  of  these  debiites  the  same  er« 
guments  which  I  have  often  heard  from 
that  right  hon.  Qentleman  before-*-very 
far  from  it — I  have  listened  to  him  wjth 
most  iiincere  respect,  although  1  cannot 
acquiesce  in  the  conclusion  to  which  he 
has  come.  I  would  ask  the  right  hpn. 
Gentleman  to  re-consider  the]  grounds  on 
which  he  arrived  at  that  conclusion.  I 
heard  him  say,  when  replying  to  an  argu- 
ment addressed  to  him  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  his  inconsistency  in  not  applying 
to  cotton  and  tobacco  the  same  principles 
which  he  applied  to  augar,  that  tne  reason 
of  the  distinction  he  drew  waa  his  deter« 
mination  to  adopt  practical  and  reason- 
able means  for  the  accomplishment  of  the 
great  end  which  he  had  in  view,  and  that 
he  would  npt  go  put  pf  ibt  bQuada  pf  rea« 
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aoD  and  common  senie.  I  am  prepared 
to  argiio  the  qaettion  with  him  on  tbeae 
ffoonda;  and  think  I   will  be  able  to 

{ifOTe,  considering  the  subject  in  that 
ight,  that  there  is  no  solid  foondation  for 
Ibe  distinction  which  he  has  drawn;  It 
wms  undoubtedly  perfectly  true  that  hi- 
therto they  had  prohibited  the  introduction 
of  fbreign  sugar  into  the  British  market, 
nttd  that  it  did  not  stand  upon  the  same 
fi>otiog  as  cotton  and  tobacco«  But  when 
•tk^  came  to  examine  the  grounds  on 
which  this  dietinction  was  made,  they 
wooid  find  them  to  be  possessed  of  but 
little  solidity.  When  they  were  told  that 
if  tkey  took  Braailiao  sugar,  they  would 
be  eocouraginy  the  growth  of  sugar  the 
produce  of  sieve  labour,  it  was  worth  while 
to  inquire  what  was  the  effect  of  the  sys<* 
tern  nkbich  they  were  now  pursuing.  They 
exported  each  year  a  laige  quantity  of 
Bntish  manufactured  goods  to  the  Brasil- 
ian  OAaikets.  How  were  these  goods  paid 
for  ?  They  were  paid  for  in  slave  labour 
produce,  and  especially  sugar.  It  is  (rue 
tbnt  they  do  not  bring  that  sugar  to  be 
consumed  in  England ;  but  they  took  it 
to  other  countries,  or  else  they  brought  it 
to  be  refined  in  England,  and  then  taken 
oiil  in  iu  refined  state  for  the  purpose  of 
being  sold  in  other  countries.  I  cannot 
renlly  see  wh«re  is  the  difference.  It  is 
tree,  that  by  forbidding  the  direct  import- 
ntion,  we  are  embarrassing,  in  an  extreme 
degree,  the  trade  of  our  own  country ;  we 
lioil  and  reduce  the  amount  of  manufac- 
lured  goods  exported  to  the  Braxils,  and 
it  is  plain  from  the  representation  of  the 
Bnsiliao  merchants,  that  the  consumption 
of  our  manufactures  there  is  diminish^ 
log,  and  that  if  we  do  not  alter  our 
system,  they  will  soon  dwindle  to  com- 
pnrative  msignificance«  But  we  do  not 
the  least  for  every  bale  of  gooda  which 
we  import  to  the  Braails,  receive  payment 
in  alnve  produce,  which  is  brou|;ht  either 
lo  our  own  or  to  other  ooontries.    This 

Jnestion  waa  argued  et  great  length  in 
839.  I  beg  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
pvoposition  which  was  then  made,  and  the 
opinions  expressed  by  eminent  publio 
men.  In  1829,  Mr.  Grant  (the  present 
Lord  Gieneig)  brought  forward  his  mo^ 
lion  npoB  sugar,  which  was  to  reduce  the 
duty  upon  colonial  sugar  to  20s»  per  cwt., 
that  upon  East  India  sugar  to  26a.,  and 
tiiat  opon  foreign  sugar  to  98e.,  leaving  a 
differential  duty,  in  favour  of  our  colonial 
angar,  of  8«.  per  cwt,    The  protection 


•which  *  Qovernment  ^  now  -  propoHd  was 
much  larger,  beio|^  12i.  per  cwt,  Mr. 
Grant  had  immediately  before  held  the 
situation  of  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  he  said, 

»  When  I  Tvas  President,  I  brought  this 
proposition  before  the  Cabinet,  of  which  I  was 
a  Member,  and  rsceived  its  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple ;  the  only  differenoe  between  us  being  ss 
to  the  time  of  bringing  it  forward,  as  a  ques- 
tion  of  revenue." 

It  would  be  unfair  to  ssv,  that  the  cir- 
cumstances were  preoiselv  the  same.  They 
had  not  then  passed  the  Emancipation 
Act,  But  there  was  this  common  point 
between  the  two  cases : — ^Tbe  slave<^trade, 
which  was  the  strength  of  their  argument, 
waa  at  that  time  rife  to  Cuba  and  the 
Brazils^  and  the  argument  in  this  resp^t 
remained  the  same.  The  West  India  in* 
terest,  too,  at  the  period  referred  to,  had 
come  forward  vehemently  to  oppose  Uie 
measures  and  their  arguments  did  not 
then  appear  quite  so  conclusive  to  bon* 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  they  do  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  tne  Member  for 
Cambridge,  was  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  said  that,  though  be  might 
differ  from  Messrs.  Grant  and  Huskisson, 
he  did  not  differ  from  them  upon  any  mat- 
ter of  principle,but  upon  one  of  calculation. 
The  argument  derived  from  the  trade  to 
Brasil  has  been  so  admirably  answered  by 
Lord  Glenelg,  that  I  will  read  an  extract 
from  the  speech  which  he  made  upon  that 
occasion.  No  one  who  knew  that  states- 
man would  represent  him  as  unscrupulous, 
or  as  one  disposed  to  overlook  the  evils  pf 
the  slave«traae ;  for  if  ever  there  was  a 
conscientious  and  pure-minded  public 
man,  lord  Glenelg  was  that  man  i-^"  On 
the  subject,"  he  said,  *'  of  opening  the 
trade  in  foreign  sugar,  it  is  said,  Uiat  we 
would  be  opening  new  sources  for  the  en- 
couragement of  the  slave-trade*  The 
amount  of  such  encouragement  (if. en- 
couragement it  could  be  called)  would 
be  small  indeed,  since  no  foreign,  sugar 
could  enter  the  market  till  ours  rose  to  a 
much  higher  price  than  it  could  ordina- 
rily be  expected  to  arrive  at.  And  in  fact, 
without  reference  to  these  contingencies, 
we  are  at  this  moment  as  completely  en- 
couraging the  slave-trade  as  wp  could  be 
supposed  to  be  under  the  prqposed  plan. 
Take  the  Brazils  fqr  instance.  Our  ex* 
ports  to  Brazil  last  year  were  to  the 
amount  of  3,820,000/.  and  the  imports 
thence  were  1,380,000/.,  the  difference 
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bdni^  iieaily  2,500,0001.  Now,  I  %poiiM 
with  to  know  what  becomes  of  ihoie  two 
nillioDt  and  a-half  of  money.  Thej  were 
naoifettly  ptid  in  the  produce  of  Brazil 
-•the  produce,  be  it  remembered,  of 
alaTe-labonr— and  carried  in  Britith  vet- 
aeh  to  foreign  markets.  In  fine,  my  plain 
proposition  is,  that  it  will  give  improTC- 
meot  to  the  comforts  of  society  in  this 
cobntry."  Iliis  proposition  was  made  to 
a  Cabinet  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Member  forTamworth,  belonged, 
and  in  this  proposition  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  Univenity,  speak- 
ing  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  de- 
ehred  that  he  acquiesced  in  principle, 
and  differed  from  it  only  as  a  matter  of 
csdculation.  I  quite  agree  that  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  no  foreign 
country  should  be  led  to  believe  that  we 
were  relaxing  our  desire  to  suppress  the 
slave-trade.  But  I  do  believe,  that  this 
putting  forward  of  unfounded  reasons 
would  lead  persons  to  believe,  that  they 
rather  made  this  question  a  pretext  and 
screen  for  other  questions,  than  were  bond 
fide  asserting  a  great  principle.  I  have 
already  alluded  to  the  advice  given  by 
Mr.  Poulett  Thomson,  to  apply  them- 
selves to  this  subject,  at  the  approach  of 
the  close  of  the  treaty  with  the  Brazils. 
I  have  heard  with  great  surprise  ftom 
Members  representing  great  manufiiictur- 
ing  districts  attempts  to  depreciate  our 
foreign  trade.  They  say,  that  our  home 
trade  is  verv  valuable,  and  also  our  colo- 
nial trade,  but  that  there  is  no  necessity 
for  looking  so  neariy  to  our  foreign  trade. 
I  have  heard  this  with  great  surprise.  It 
would  be  a  fatal  error  to  undervalue  our 
fo^ign  trade.  In  1839  the  total  amount 
of  our  exports  to  the  East-Indies  and 
the  colonies  was  16,700,000/.,  while 
the  total  amount  of  our  exports  to  other 

PrU  of  the  world  was  36,507,00M.  Thus 
wu  perfectly  plain  that  they  could  not 
nateridlv  cripple  their  foreign  trade  with- 
out prooncinff  such  effects  unon  their 
commerce  and  industry,  upon  tne  peace 
and  welfare  of  the  country,  as  it  was  fear- 
ftil  to  contemplate.  Thev  would  form  no 
adequate  idea  of  the  trade  with  the  Bra- 
sils  if  thev  looked  merely  to  the  present 
amount  of  their  exports.  A  most  re- 
markable change  wu  going  on  in  that 
country.  Some  of  the  greateat  rivera  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  flowed  through  that 
oountrvt  affording  boundless  facilities  for 
iQUma  oommaoicttioo.    North  Anorioi 
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had  no  advantages  fai  this  respect,  com* 
pared  with  those  of  Sovth  America.  The 
mighty  element  of  aleam  power  was  only 
in  its  infancy  in  the  Brazils,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  calculate  the  wide  extansioo 
to  which  commerce  night  there  attam. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Pomgn 
Affairs,  was  so  fully  impressed  by  the  im- 
portance of  these  oonsidefatioDS,  that  be 
has  opened  negotiations  with  the  Brazilian 
govemnaent  to  secure  moderate  and  rea- 
sonable transit  duties  upon  their  rivers  for 
the  trade  of  this  country.  The  House 
would  recollect  that  the  treaty  into  which 
they  had  entered  with  the  Brazilian  go- 
vernment was  most  advantageous,  aeconng 
no  higher  import  than  15  per  cent,  ad  oo- 
larem  upon  British  goods,  and  f^rantee- 
ing  to  us  the  payment  of  no  higher  duty 
than  any  other  country.  This  treaty  ex- 
pired, accordmg  to  the  constraction  of  the 
Brazilian  government.  In  1842.  Aceord- 
ing  to  our  interpretation  of  the  correct- 
ness of  which,  after  full  consohatioo,  1 
entertain  no  doubt,  it  does  not  expire 
until  1844;  but  there  appeared  to  be  a 
most  erroneous  opinion  very  generally 
prevalent  hi  Brazil  that  it  will  expire  in 
1842.  The  legislature  of  that  country 
has  a  strong  feeling  of  irritation  agaisst 
us  with  regard  to  the  course  which  we 
have  pnrso^  in  obtaining  the  osost  liberal 
concessmns  for  our  own  commercei  and 
keeping  up  almost  prohibitory  duties  nrioo 
the  articles  which  they  send  us.  Tlits 
state  of  things  weighed  so  much  with  me, 
that  some  time  since  1  wrote  a  letter  to 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for 
Foreign  Affaiiv,  soggeathig  to  him  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  desirable,  consider* 
ing  the  immense  interests  at  stake,  to  en* 
deavour  to  enter  into  oegotiatkMis  at  once 
with  the  government  of  Brazil,  and  per- 
haps not  to  insist  upon  the  contionanee 
of  the  present  treaty  to  the  ful  tetai  to 
which  we  were  entitled,  if  for  financial 
or  other  reasons  the  Brazilian  government 
might  desire  to  pnt  an  end  to  it,  provided 
we  might  come  to  some  arrmngemeiil 
which  shonM  place  our  cominereial  rela- 
tiona  with  that  country  on  a  safe,  eqnita* 
ble,  and  permanent  basis,  and  of  motnal 
benefit  to  both  partiea.  I  fcel  it  to  be  oqf 
doty  to  state  these  views,  that  it  nMy  not 
be  supposed  that  it  is  quite  safo  to  put 
the  matter  off  for  two  years  longer,  and 
trust  to  carry  out  our  own  interprsiatiott 
of  its  non-expiring  before  the  tear  I844« 
There  ia  anotW  wiy  of  oooMeriag  HM 
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ntjjfci  to  which  I  most  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  moment.  I  have  be- 
fore attempted  to  prove,  that  this  country 
gained  very  little*- nothing  worth  consi- 
deriog»  with  regard  to  discontinuing  ala- 
▼ery,  by  conducting  her  trade  with  Brazil 
in  a  circuitous,  instead  of  a  direct,  mode. 
Now,  that  is  really  the  only  distinction 
between  the  two  plans.  Bat  if  they  acted 
on  this  principle  at  all,  they  ought  steadi- 
1j  and  purposely  to  discourage  all  trade 
between  this  country  and  the  Brazils,  be- 
cause tliat  was  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  avoid  encouraging  the  industry  of 
thai  country  and  her  slave- trade.  But  if 
they  applied  that  principle  to  sugar,  why 
did  they  not  extend  it  to  other  articles  ? 
Let  them  take  the  instance  of  coffee. 
The  present  system  of  duty  with  regard 
to  that  article  was  generally  acknowledged 
to  be  one  of  the  most  absurd  that  could 
be. adopted— but  not  only  that,  it  was 
emioenuy  unjust  with  regard  to  Brazil 
and  every  other  coffee-growing  country  in 
the  WesL  How  did  we  treat  their  coffee? 
There  were  two  scales  of  doty,  such  that 
coffee  by  touching  at  the  Gape  of  Good 
Hope  came  to  this  country  at  a  less  duty 
than  if  it  came  in  a  contrary  direction. 
Java  coffee,  therefore,  by  touching  at  the 
Cape,  which  was  not  much  out  of  its  way 
to  this  country,  paid  a  less  duty,  while 
tba  oo&e  of  Brasil  must  go  half-way 
found  the  globe  to  obtain  the  same  ad- 
vantage.  We  have  engaged  by  treaty 
to  treat  the  produce  of  the  Brazils  on 
the  footing  of  that  of  the  most  favoured 
nation:  but  while  we  adhere  to  the 
letter  of  that  engagement,  we  avoid  its 
spirit  by  this  arrangement  of  our  coffee 
daties.  But  there  is  another  point  which 
1  think  the  House  ought  to  consider.  I 
aaa  of  opinion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
country  by  every  practicable  means  in 
her  power,  by  persuasion  and  by  her  in- 
floence,  to  attempt  the  entire  suppression 
of  the  slave-trade.  I  then  ask  the  House 
to  cooaider  whether  it  is  more  likely  thev 
will  achieve  that  object  by  refusing  all 
commercial  intercourse  with  a  nation  that 
sapported  slaverv  than  by  encouraging 
those  commercial  relation^,  by  inducing 
Englishmen  to  go  there  with  English 
habiu  and  English  feelings,  diffusing  far 
and  wide  the  intelligence  and  civilization 
of  this  country.  It  was  but  the  other  day 
tliat  the  Government  had  to  decide  a  ques- 
tkm  mnch  of  the  same  description.  The 
stale  of  Teaas  made  an  ofier  to  this  coun* 


try  to  enter  into  a  commercial  treatT.  l(ha 
Government  thought  it  right  to  make  mijch 
a  treaty.  They  felt  satisfied  that  it  waa 
their  duty  to  do  so ;  but  did  they  lose 
sight  of  that  cause  which  they  knew  tO;  be 
so  dear  to  the  people  of  England — I  m^aa 
the  cause  of  the  slave-trade?  No.  My 
noble  Friend,  the  Foreign  Secretary;  ia 
expressing  his  willingness  to  sign  the 
treaty,  said  he  was  willing  to  do  so,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  slate  of  Texas  musjt 
bind  itself  to  give  to  this  country  that 
which  all  allowed  to  be  the  most  effectual 
means  of  suppressing  the  slave.trade — ^the 
right  to  search,  and  the  noble  Lord  made 
that  a  sine  qua  non  of  the  treaty.  That 
is  the  way,  I  say,  in  which  British  influ- 
ence may  be  employed  most  beneficially 
in  the  advancement  of  the  principles  of 
justice  and  humanity  :  and  a  much  better 
mode  it  is,  than  by  crippling  the  industry 
and  commerce  of  the  country.  There  ia 
also  another  point  of  view  in.  which  thia 
question  may  be  considered.  If  this  mea- 
sure had  been  brought  forward  by  itself,  I 
could  well  understand  hon.  Grentlemen 
keying,  "  after  all,  any  alteration  in  sugar 
will  produce  a  general  impression,  thoagh 
not  very  well  founded,  perhaps,  that  you 
are  not  standing  on  the  same  ground  with 
regard  to  the  slave-trade  as  hitherto.** 
I  understand  that,  and  I  think  this  waa 
one  of  the  reasons  which  has  hitherto 
justified  the  Government  for  having  per- 
mitted the  state  of  the  sugar  duties  to 
remain  so  long  unaltered.  Since  ihe 
year  1829,  no  measure  has  been  passed 
for  the  purpose  of  altering  them  ;  but  I 
think  it  is  brought  forward  as  a  very 
different  measure  when  it  is  proposed  as 
part  of  a  great  whole,  when  foreign 
countries  see  that  this  is  not  being  done 
with  reference  to  sugar  only,  but  that 
on  general  grounds  the  Government,  of 
this  country  is  advised  to  reform  her 
whole  commercial  tariff.  It  would,  then, 
be  absurd  to  exclude  the  srtide  of  su|par 
from  that  revision,  lliere  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  sufficient  reason  wh^  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  think  it  desirable  last 
year  to  make  this  change  ;  but  this  year 
the  whole  financial  and  commercial  slate 
of  the  country  justifies  them  in  making  it. 
I  began  by  stating  that,  important  as  this 
subject  was,  if  1  could  realljr  believe  ^the 
House  was  disposed  to  decide  it  on  ita 
own  merits  only,  and  no  other  question 
was  involved  in  it,  I  should  not  attach  to 
it  such  a  degree  of  importance  as  I  didg 
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but  it  it  because  t  cannot  help  thinking 
diat  the  decision  the  House  comes  to 
will  be  a  decision  on  far  greater  and  more 
important  subjects  that  I  look  to  with  an 
anxiety  which  no  language  of  mine  can 
express.  I  am  not  at  all  disposed  to  hold 
forth  the  language  of  despondency  with 
regard  to  the  future  slate  of  the  country, 
for  I  know  that  in  her  situation,  in  her 
minerals,  and  in  her  wealth,  she  possesses 
great  advantages  over  other  countries; 
and  I  believe,  that  the  most  valuable  of  all 
her  possessions  is  the  most  indomitable 
energies  of  her  people ;  but  I  feel  it  is  not 
wise,  not  humane,  to  tax  those  energies 
too  heavily.  I  say  this  country  has  ar- 
rived at  one  of  those  revolutions  in  com- 
aserce,  at  one  of  those  crises  in  financial 
affairs  that  would  either  lead  to  great  good 
or  incalculable  evil.  The  name  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  has  been  often  mentioned  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  Happily  for  this 
country,  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
the  councils  of  the  Crown  on  a  very  similar 
occasion,  when  he  found  k  state  of  things 
requiring  great  alteration.  Boldly  did  he 
propose  it,  and  be  was  supported,  not  by 
arty  mere  party,  but  by  the  general  sense 
of  the  leaoing  statesmen  of  this  country — 
by  men  who  felt,  that  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  and  a  regard  for  their  own  fair 
famei  was  of  more  consequence  to  them 
than  any  mere  temporary  or  party  con- 
liideratioDs.  And  tdat  great  and  neces* 
^arv  reform  was  proposed  and  supported, 
and  encouraged,  and  carried  into  effect, 
in  spite  of  that  opposition  which  such 
measures  must  always  provoke.  A  great 
revolution  had  then  taken  place  in  the 
commercial,  political,  and  financial  state 
of  the  world ;  and  I  am  satisfied  that  we 
have  now  arrived  at  a  period  very  similar, 
in  which  there  is  the  choice  either  to 
adapt  the  laws  to  that  altered  state 
of  circumstances,  or  sustain  the  greatest 
possible  inconvenience  and  mischief.  It 
would  be  going  into  too  wide  a  field  to 
enter  into  particular  instances ;  but  I  am 
sure  that  any  commercial  gentleman  will 
readily  admit,  there  are  many  points  in 
which  great  changes  are  desirable  with 
regard  to  our  commerce.  This  country 
has  foreign  rivals,  who  more  and  more, 
year  hy  year,  are  rendering  her  less  able 
to  compete  with  them  in  many  important 
branches  6f  trade;  they  not  labouring 
under  the  same  disadvantages.  I  feel 
this  so  strongly,  that  if  the  tiouse  should 
agree  to  the  measures  now  proposed  to  I 


them  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqner, 
it  will  be  my  duty  in  the  Customs  bill  of 
the  year  to  recommeiid  other  mealores  of 
great  consequence.  I  must  beg  the  House 
to  observe,  that  It  is  entirely  impossible  to 
do  this  without  encountering  some  pro- 
tected interests.  They  were  bound  to 
make  those  change*  with  all  fair  and  due 
consideration;  but  at  the  sande  time,  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  make  thefn  really 
and  thoroughly  without  encountering  op- 
position, and,  perhaps,  injuring  some  in- 
terests. The  moment  that  w^s  done,  what 
was  the  answer  ?  The  persons  Interested 
said,  "  yes,  that  is  all  very  well,  but  why 
are  we  to  be  sacrificed  V*  And  theti  they 
pointed  to  other  ereat  monopolists,  and 
argued,  and  argued  justly,  that  it  would 
be  hard  that  the  Saute  principles  should 
not  be  applied  to  them^  Witn  retard  to 
this  whole  subject,  I  can  only  toy,  I  n^V^r 
remembered  a  period  when  there  existed 
in  the  mercantile  and  manufiicturtng  com- 
munity of  this  country  so  general  au 
impression  on  any  question  not  brought 
forward  for  party  purposes,  or  by  any 
party  man,  nor  conducted  in  a  manner  Ia 
which  party  measures  were  generally  ear<s 
ried  on,  but  having  fbr  its  end  a  ht 
more  serious  and  important  object,  in 
former  years,  when  the  Corn-hws  were 
debated  in  this  House,  I  have  obsenred 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  Ibr 
Tamworth,  has  always  referred  to  th« 
accounts  of  the  exports,  and  always  aatd, 
'^This  cannot  be  true,  that  your  maou- 
facturers  are  in  such  distress,  for  your 
exports  continue  to  increase.''  Now,  I 
say  it  with  great  regret,  that  argument 
will  fail  in  the  present  year.  The 
exports  f^om  thii  country  during  the 
last  year  have  much  decreased,  and  the 
more  the  House  examinee  into  them,  the 
greater  will  be  found  the  cause  for  ap* 
prehension,  unless  they  relieve  the  weight 
that  now  oppresses  the  industry  and 
energies  of  the  country.  During  the 
last  year,  aa  compared  with  the  year  pre- 
ceding the  value  of  the  exports  has  much 
fallen  off,  to  the  amount  of  about  a 
million  and  a-half ;  in  earthenware  in  the 
one  year  the  value  of  the  exports  was 
771,000/. ;  this,  in  the  last  year,  has  Allien 
off  to  574,0001.  In  hardware,  the  former 
was  1,800,000/.;  this  has  decreased  to 
1 ,300,000/.  and  in  woollen  goods  it  has 
decreased  from  6,37 1 ,000/.  to  5,336.000/. 
In  cotton  yarn  there  is  an  exception  ;  but 
that  has  gone  to  feed  the  uiaitefaetoriee 
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of  Other  cotmtries.  One  tnannfacture  of 
this  eoQDtry,  however,  has  increased ;  it 
it  the  tnafinfactnre  of  refilled  sugar.  I 
can  understand  hon.  Gentletnen  drawing 
a  distinction  between  coffee  and  sngar, 
and  articles  of  that  kind;  but  how  can 
dity  draw  distinctions  between  sugar  con- 
sumed in  Ibis  country  and  sugar  prepared 
here  to  be  consumed  in  other  countries  ? 
But  refining  sugar  has  been  one  of  the 
most  floorishing  branches  of  our  manu- 
factnres.  In  the  one  year  it  was  only 
209,0001b.  in  the  other  year  it  was 
444,0001b.  And  that  led  to  a  point 
extremely  well  deserving  the  attention  of 
the  Rouse  in  considering  this  subject.  It 
was  said,  if  you  put  sugar  on  a  reasonable 
footing,  yoQ  will  make  England  the  en- 
trepot of  all  the  sugar  in  the  world.  I 
have  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Huskisson  on  that 
point,  who  in  the  debate  of  1899  attached 
the  gMtest  importance  to  it.  That  right 
hott.  Gentleman  said-^ 

''We  bad  advantages  for  sugar  refioiDg 
which  no  other  country  possessed ;  and  if  the 
system  of  duty  was  reasonable,  foreign  sugars 
woold  h%  brought  here,  and  that  which  all 
maM  admit  would  be  desirable  would  be  at* 
tamed^  namely,  England  would  become  the 
giaai  maiket  for  all  the  sugars  of  the  world*" 

I  have  stated,  I  believe^  that  the  mer- 
chants and  manufacturers  of  this  country 
feel  the  greatest  apprehension  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  they  have  expressed  that  most 
diiiiocciv  to  the  House.  But  one  very 
fMMirkable  petition  has  been  addressed  to 
that  HoMse  by  the  merehants  of  London. 
I  heard  with  some  astonishment  the  right 
hon.  Btfronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth> 
the  other  night,  in  presenting  a  counter 
petition  against  the  plan  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  I  believe  on  this  very 
subject,  state  that  many  of  the  most  re- 
spectable merchants  who  had  signed  the 
first  petition  hsd  also  signed  that  one.  I 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  the  petKion 
was.  I  have  done  so  once  already,  but  after 
what  was  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
1  cannot  help  reverting  to  it  again.  The 
petition  of  those  Gentlemen  was,  I  believe, 
by  fkr  the  most  important  with  regard  to 
signainres  that  had  been  presented  to  that 
Honse  since  the  memorable  one  presented 
by  Lord  Ashburton^  immediately  before 
Mr.  Hnski«son*s  commercial  reform,  and 
it  stated,  that  the  present  restrictire  and 
prohibitory  duty  was  highly  detrimental  to 
the  commercial  interests  of  the  country ; 


that  if  there  were  a  revision  of  the  Cus- 
toms' duties,  the  petitioners  believe  the 
revenue  would  be  increased,  that  trade 
would  be  promoted,  and  the  merchant 
shipping  extended ;  and  that  their  opinion 
was  strengthened  by  the  satisfactory  evi- 
dence that  had  been  taken  before  the 
select  committee  of  the  House  on  the  im- 
portant subject  of  the  import  duties,  and 
by  the  report  of  that  committee;  and 
they  therefore  prayed  the  House  to  make 
such  an  alteration  in  the  excessive  re« 
strictive  and  prohibitory  duties,  as  would 
be  beneficial  both  to  \\\e  merchant  and 
the  consumer,  and  also  promote  the  trade 
and  the  interests  of  the  country.  I  will 
leave  it  to  the  House  to  say  with  what 
degree  of  consistency  and  candour  Gen« 
tlemen  could,  after  that,  sign  any  counter- 
petition,  and  say  they  were  opposed  to 
the  plan  of  the  Government.  How  could 
Gentlemen  say  thev  had  read  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  on  imports,  and 
that  they  agreed  to  that  report,  but  with 
the  exception  of  sugar,  timber,  and  corn  t 
I  certainly  was  surprised  to  hear,  that 
Gentlemen  could  adopt  such  a  course.  It 
appeared  to  me,  indeed,  to  be  so  foolith 
as  to  be  almost  impossible.  Those  Gen- 
tlemen might  have  made  exceptions  in 
their  own  particular  cases;  for  instance, 
the  West-India  merchant  might  have 
excepted  sugar,  the  timber  merchant  Ca* 
nsdian  timber,  and  the  agriculturist  corn ; 
so  that  those  particular  exceptions  might 
have  been  made,  although  they  agreed  to 
the  general  principle.  All  I  can  say  upon 
that  point  is,  that  in  dealing  with  a  whole 
system,  as  a  wholes  they  must  not  attempt 
that  kind  of  piecemeal  legislation  which 
it  might  be  alleged,  with  great  plausibility, 
was  unfair  and  unjust.  Upon  these 
grounds,  I  hope  the  House  will  abide  by 
the  recommendations  of  this  important 
petition,  instead  of  that  which  was  pre. 
sented  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite. It  may  be  said,  that  although  it 
might  be  well  to  do  the  things  therein 
recommended,  it  would  take  a  long 
time  to  accomplish  them.  But  the  country 
is  now  in  that  state  which  renders  delays 
extremely  dangerous.  I  can  assert,  that 
it  is  the  general  opinion  of  the  merchants 
and  manufacturers  of  the  country,  that 
those  things  must  be  done,  and  done 
speedily,  if  they  are  to  continue  to  prosper 
and  to  flourish.  There  is  one  other  con- 
sideration connected  with  the  subject  to 
which  I  shall  sKghtly  advert.    I  allude  to 
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our  finaneei.  It  no  bappeni  that  the  pre- 
MDt  crisis  arises  just  u  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  make  an  eflbrt  to  repair  those 
finances ;  and  if  we  turn  that  necessity 
to  a  good  acoonnt,  it  will,  in  my  opinion, 
be  the  most  fortunate  circumstance  that 
ever  befel  this  country.  If  we  meet  that 
necessity  with  bold,  but  at  the  same  time 
prudent  measures,  embracing  commercial 
alterations,  I  believe  that  immense  benefit 
may  accrue  from  it  to  the  country.  Inde- 
pendently of  that  consideration,  nowever, 
the  subject  is  surely  one  which  deierves 
to  be  well  and  seriously  weighed  by  the 
House.  The  deficiency  in  the  revenue 
may  be  supplied  by  a  loan  ;  but  I  concur 
in  the  very  just  sentiments  frequently  ex- 
pressed upon  that  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I  concur 
with  him  in  thinking,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  unworthy  of  a  Gorernment,  or 
mora  fatal  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
than  in  time  of  peace,  to  be  adding  mate- 
rially to  our  permanent  debt,  and  making 
no  effort  by  other  means  to  supply  the  de- 
ficiency. What  then  remains?  Direct 
taxation  on  the  people.  To  apply  direct 
taxation  under  such  circumstances  as  the 

1>Ksent  »  a  course  which  I  never  should 
bel  myielf  justified,  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  in  proposing,  or  as  a  representative 
of  the  people,  in  supporting.  What  the 
Go? emment  now  proposes  to  do  will  sup- 
ply the  deficiency,  not  only  without  im- 
posing fresh  taxes  on  the  people,  but  by 
actnslly  relieving  them  from  a  portion  of 
the  burdens  they  were  already  enduring. 
I  have  that  confidence  in  the  integrity  and 
spirit  of  the  people  of  this  country  that  they 
would  cheerfully  submit  to  taxation  when- 
ever it  could  be  shown  to  be  necessary, 
either  for  supporting  the  establishments  of 
the  country  or  maintaining  our  character 
u  a  nation;  but  I  do  not  believe,  that 
they  would  cheerfully  submit  to  uxation 
if  they  supposed  that  the  mOney  could 
be  obtained  by  other  means,  particn- 
larly  when  recourse  to  those  means 
wodd  actnally  afford  them  relief.  These 
are  opinions  which  ara  becoming  mora 
and  mora  gencial  through  the  country, 
and  these  ara  questions  which  ara  not 
now  confined  to  political  economists. 
Tbera  is  a  spirit  of  inquiry  abroad  upon 
ibem  which  nnat  be  satisfied ;  and,  how* 
ever  this  House  may  for  the  prasent  raAise 
to  go  into  the  qnestion,  depend  upon  it 
they  cannot  alwavs  do  so.  The  people  of 
England  bear  witn  j  net  and  nataral  impa- 


tience  those  burdens  which  thej  conceive 
to  be  imposed  upon  them,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  the  national  treasury, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
honour,  the  interests,  or  the  dignity  of  the 
country,  but  for  the  purpose  of  unduly 
favouring  particular  classes.  I  conceive 
that  the  course  which  the  Honse  takes  on 
the  present  occasion  will  be  a  raply  to  the 
country  u  to  the  view  they  take  upon  the 
subject.  For  myself  I  can  only  say,  that 
I  feel  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  bring  the  question  befora  the  Honse ; 
that,  placed  as  they  ara  under  the  necessity 
of  providing  for  the  financial  wants  of 
the  country,  findmg  at  the  same  time 
those  views  entertained  by  the  oommeieial 
and  manufacturing  classes  of  the  coontry 
respecting  the  alteration  of  onr  comasefcial 
system,  and  having,  after  matnra  ooasi- 
deration,  completely  satisfied  myself  that 
these  views  ara  founded  in  justice  and  in 
raason,  I  certainly  do  feel,  that  the  Go* 
vemment  would  have  been  wanting  in 
their  duty  to  the  House  and  lo  the  coontry 
if  they  had  not  brought  the  qocetsMi 
fairly  and  comprahensively  Iwfora  thou. 
What  the  decision  of  the  Honse  asnv  be, 
it  is  not  for  flse  to  anticipate ;  but  of  lUs 
I  am  certain,  that,  tliongh  the  mmmam 
of  her  Majesty's  Minisltw  may  not  Himph 
tOHlay,  tbera  is  that  justice  and  eowndneas 
in  the  principles  upon  which  they  ut 
fonnded  that  of  their  ultimate  sncccei  ■• 
doubt  can  be  entertained. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GladtUme:  Sir Jt  wiU  be  a 
ooosolntkm  to  the  Hoose,  at  tins  Ime  boor 
of  the  nicht,  to  be  informed,  timt  I  shell 
discard  allogedier  from  my  eonsidentsoii  a 
laroe  portion  of  those  topics  which  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  has  introduced  hi 
tbeooiseof  hisqpeech.  It  is  not  indeed 
my  intention  to  insinuate,  even  in  the  re- 
molest  degree^  that  the  right  hen.  Gcnde* 
man  has  endeavoured  to  eseape  fosoi  tiie 
discussion  of  the  question  a^nally  befate 
the  Hoos^  by  a  diversion  to  maltsn  e»» 
traneons  and  irrelevant,  for  I  am  qinle 
soie,  that  the  vig^t  hon.  Gentleman  is  al» 
together  incapable  of  sodi  a  sobteifwge; 
but  still  I  cannot  help  expneniff  my  as- 
tooishment  at  the  nomber  sod  wiety  of 
lonies  follinff  under  ♦^•^  deserinlann.  *m  m 
their  total  want  of  beating  on  the  qocstion 
raally  in  debate.  Sir,  1  am  not  here  lo 
contest  or  to  diseom  with  the  right  Ion. 
Gentleman,  the  principles  of  trsde  I  do» 
dine  them  aliugnithei  they  ara  not  nnon 
the  present  itfraiifln  IsBtfanntely  befeM  the 
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Houae.    Tbe  motion  now  propoaed  to  the 
House  by  her  Majesty's  Government  is  to 
go  into  committee,  with  a  view  to  consider- 
ing a  reduction  in  the  sugar  duties>  which 
is  intended  to  form  a  part  of  a  general  re- 
vision of  our  system  of  import  duties.    The 
amendment  to  that  motion  offered  by  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  Liverpool, 
speaks  to  this  effect :   that  the  sugar  duties 
are  not  a  fit  subject  for  such  alteration,  by 
no  means  on  account  of  any  principles  of 
trad^  but  for  reasons  connected  with  other 
and  higher  principles,  which  must  be  dis- 
posed m  before  principles  of  trade  can  with 
xvason  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  case. 
To  my  mind.  Sir,  the  subject  thus  limited 
wSords  ample  matter  for  the  conuderation 
of  the  House,  without  entering  at  all  on 
that  wider  field,  and  in  my  view  of  the  case 
it  is  to  this  subject  in  this  province^  and  not 
to  the  general  poHcy  of  our  import  duties, 
that  the  House  should  direct  its  attention. 
Indeed,  Sir,  so  far  as  regards  the  general 
phrases  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  stated  his  principles  of  trade,  I  find  in 
them  little  or  nothing  that  seems  to  me  lia- 
ble fo  objeetion.  The  language  of  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman,  I  think,  was  this :  that  he 
cBsapproved  of  monopcdy  with  regard  to  the 
pnmets  of  die  colonies  of  this  country,  and 
tkat  ho  wished  to  sobstitote  for  it  a  fair 
and.  lesMuahlii  pvoteetion.    Now  who.  Sir, 
I  diouUlliketo  ask,  who  in  this  House,  is 
MHepated  to  contest  such  a  inoposition  ? 
Who  is  prqiared  to  maintain,  that  the  eon- 
sumer  at  home  must  buy  exclusively  from 
the  cokmial  produoer«  and  that  if  ithe  sup- 
ply be  unequal  to  his  wants,  he  is  still  to 
%Me  no  other  resort }    No  doubt.  Sir,  such 
doctrine  may  be  ascribed  to  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  by  their  opponents; 
but  it  is  an  aseription  wholly  inconsistent 
with  truth,  and  one  that  it  will  be  found 
dsffienlt  indeed  to  sustain  by  anything  in 
the  nature  of  evidence.    But  now,  Sir»  to 
cooie  to  the  question  which,  as  I  have  oon- 
lended^  is   that   Intimately  before    the 
House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
aigued,  that  the  adoption  of  the  plan  pro* 
poasd  iij  the  Government  would  confer  ad- 
vantage on  the  oonsumer,  would  increase 
the  xevenoej  and  would  give   increased 
ssope  to  the  industry  of  tbe  manufacturer. 
We^  Sir,  aigue,  that  with  an  amount  of 
benefit  to  the  zetenue  altogether  inoonsi- 
deaihie,  with  a  slight,  nay  an  imperceptible 
xeltef  to  the  ooosttmer,  and  with  detriment 
tu  the  sure  interests  of  the  British  manu- 
fcctmei'»  you  are  asked  to  abandon  what  is 
nodbing  less  than  a  great  principle  of  hu- 
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manity,  that  has  received  the  most  solemn 
sanction  of  the  Legislature,  the  principle  of 
hostility  to  the  slave-trade  and  to  slavery. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that 
plenty  of  sugar  will  be  obtained  under  the 
projected  scale,  either  of  colonial  or  of  fo- 
reign growth ;  but  the  question  is  which 
it  is  to  be  f     If  an  abundance  of  sugar,  the 
growth  of  our  own  possessions  can  be  had, 
how  are  the  Government  to  be  justified  in 
making  the  present  proposition  ?  Now,  Sir, 
with  respect  to  the  advantage  which  it  is 
proposed  to  realise  for  the  consumer,  I  do 
not  deny  the  object  to  be  reasonable  and 
desirable ;  but  what  ia  the  amount  of  bene- 
fit which  may  be  expected  ?     I  have  made 
the  most  searching  inquiries  in  my  power 
into  the  question,  what  fall  in  price  would 
probably  follow  the  adoption  of  the  scale  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
results  very  nearly  correspond  with  those 
which  were  stated  on  Friday  night  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
although  I  should  estimate  the  reduction 
somewhat,  not  greatly,  higher  than  he  did. 
But  I  have  a  right  to  measure  his  boon  to 
the  consumer  by  the  statement  which  he 
himself  made  of  its  amount.     He  placed  it 
at  Is.  6d,  per  cwt.     He  said  foreign  sugar 
of  a  given  quality  is  to  be  had  at  22s.;  add- 
ing 37«.  6d.  for  duty,  we  have  a  price  of 
59s.  6c2.  per  cwt.  British  sugar  of  the  same 
quality  might,  he  considered,  be  purchased 
at  a  price,  mduding  25s.  duty,  of  6ls,  or 
from  that  to  62s,    Upon  this  he  promised 
a  relief  of  Is.  6d»  to  the  consumer.     Now, 
does  the  noble  Lord  seriously  think  that 
the  prospect  of  such  a  reduction  justifies  the 
expectations  which  his  speech  was  calculated 
to  excite  on  the  part  of  the  suffering  la- 
bourers ci  England  ?    I  had  always  under- 
stood it  to  be  an  admitted  principle  of  Go- 
vernments in  this  country,  and  a  wise  one, 
that  those  at  the  head  of  affairs  should, 
above  all  things,  be  cautious  of  raising 
hopes  on  the  part  of  the  people  which  it  is 
obvious  are  not  to  be  realised.  But  such  does 
not  appear  to  be  the  principle  of  the  present 
Administration.    Whsit  comfort  oan  it  af- 
ford to  the  poor  weaver  of  Bolton,  upon 
whom  so  much  verbal  sympathy  has  been 
lavished  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  nay, 
is  it  not  rather  a  mockery  and  an  aggrava- 
tion of  his  hardships,  to  be  told  that  the 
price  of  sugar  should  indeed  be  reduced, 
but  by  an  amount  of  reduction  so  smallf 
that  it  cannot  possibly  reach  to  the  minute 
quantities  in  which  he  consumes  it     On 
this  point,  Sir,  I  will  cite  an  authmty 
whom  the  noble  Lord  is  bound  to  respect, 
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the  fiuthoYity  of  Mr.  Macgregor.    In  his 
evidence  before  the  committee  of  last  year, 
on  Import  Duties,  Mr.  Macgregor  stated, 
that  any  reduction  in  the  price  of  sugar 
which  did  not  bring  it  do^n  by  at  least 
1^.  in  the  pound,  would  be  totally  una- 
voOing   for   the  relief  of  the  poor,  who 
purchase  in  fractions  of  the  pound.     So 
mueh  for  the  effect  to  be  expected  from 
a  reduction  of    1^.   6d,    pet   cwt     But 
what  has  now  become  even  of  that  re^* 
duction  ?  While  the  noble  Lord  was  speak- 
ing  that  speech,    there  appeared  a  pew 
number  of  the  London  Gazette,  announcing 
that  the  average  which  had  immediately 
before  stood  at  87^.  7^^.,  and  had  been  so 
quoted  by  the  noble  Lord,  had  now  fallen 
to86«.  Id,  Thus  the  advantage  promised  by 
the  noble  Lord  to  the  working  classes  has  at 
this  moment  entirely  vanished.     Now,  Sir, 
With  respect  to  the  increase  of  revenue 
which  it  is  promised  that  we  shall  secure, 
I  confess  that  I  was  astonished  to  find  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  under  the 
plea  of  preferring  a  plain  statement!  and 
bf  a  sort  d  friendly  apprehension  lest  he 
should  puzzle  and  bewilder  the  House  of 
Commons  with  over  many  figures  if  he 
put  them  in  possession  of  his  calculations, 
proposing  to  raise  an  additional  revenue 
from  sugar  to  the  extent  of  700,000/.  an- 
nually,  by  the  simple  operation  of  lowering 
the  duty  on  foreign  sugars  from  6ds.  to 
86«.  per  ewt.,  without  laying  before  the 
House  a  single  datum,  or  any  of  the  grounds 
on  which  he  had  founded  his  calculation 
and  by  means  of  which  we  mi<;ht  test  it. 
The  House  will,  of  oourse,  distinguif^  be*' 
tween  that  increase  in  revenue  which  will 
doubtless  take  plaoe  under  the  law  as  it 
now  stands,  from  increased  supply,  and  as 
consequent  thereupon  a  fall  in  prices  and 
an  augmented  consumption,  and  the  addi^ 
tional  increase  to  be  expected  from  an  aU 
teration  in  the  duties.     The  Government 
has  a  right  to  take  credit  for  the  latter 
only,  in  arguing  for  this  plan :  but  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  we  should  well  con^ 
sider  the  former.    The  noble  Lord   was 
^eased  to  make  himself  merry  the  other 
night  on  the  sobjeet  of  the  increased  supply 
to  be  expected  f^m  British  possessions; 
and  ha  asked  the  Hooae  what  securisy  the 
producers  could  give  him  for  that  increase. 
The  noble  Lord  evidently  thinks  it  unrea^ 
scMiable  to  eakulata  ftvenue  opon  an  esti« 
male  of  the  sapply  to  be  received  during 
the  cun^nt  year*    He  thinks  this  a  vision- 
ary prodOedHig.    But  beforo  the  noble  Ixird 
again  iodolgea  in  such  merriment,  will  he 


have  the  goodness  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Excheouer  who  sits  beside  him,  utxm 
what  principle  if  not  on  this  he  has  caku- 
lated  the  remaining  items  of  his  budget  ? 
How  does  the  right  hOn.  Gentleman  know 
that  he  will  get  his  twenty  iwo  millions 
from  the  Customs,  his  so  many  more  mU- 
ilons  from  the  Excise?  Is  it  not  by  estimating 
the  amount  of  production  and  importattoit 
of  articles,  of  which  many  depend  upon  the 
contingencies  of  crops  and  seasons ;  and  is 
not  the  dependency  of  sugar  precisely  the 
same?    Surely,  if  the  noble  Lord  were 
conversant  With  the  practice   of  British 
commerce,  he  would  know  that  such  estl« 
mates  as  these  were  continually  made,  and 
that,  subject  to  exceptions  under  rare  casu*' 
alties,  our  mercantile  men  are  able,  asm 
j^neral  rule  by  their  skill  and  their  etper^ 
lence,  to  make  calculations  for  the  current 
year  with  a  very  considerable  degree  of 
certainty.    Such  are  the  calettlations  that 
have  come  before  the  House,  with  respect 
to  the  supply  of  sugar  for  1841.     Now  the 
right  hot)4  uentleman  has  said,  that  thead 
estimates  vary  so  much  among  themselves, 
that  he  cannot  tell  what  to  make  of  them. 
J  have  seen  several  of  them,  and  I  can  pet'» 
ceive  no  such  extraordinary  variante.    He 
himself  mentioned  twos  one  of  them,  omit^ 
ting  the  86,000  tons  of  stock  on  hand, 
amounted  to  225,000  tons,  the  other  to 
207,000  tons,  fhmi  the  East  Indies^  Man* 
ritius,  and  the  West  Indies.    Now  let  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  the  lowest  of 
tbese-*<-the    lowest    estimate  whieh   any 
person   of  whatever   class  has  put  fer^ 
ward,    and    I    say    that    this    estimate 
thus  reduced  upon  each  of  its  items,  exa 
oeeds,  notwithstanding,  the  greatest  eo»< 
sumption,  that  has  ever  taken  place  during 
any  year  in  the  United  Kingdom ;  namely^ 
that  which  took  plaee  in  the  year  1^87, 
and  which  reached  to  197,000  tdns.  Tbere^ 
fore,  Sir,  we  are  folly  bom6  out  In  the 
conclusion,  that  the  British  donsuifter  will 
be  supplied  dnritig  the  year  from  Mt&sh 
possessions,  with  an  abundanee  of  sugar  at 
fair  and  rsasonable  prices.    Buti  indeedi 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman   has   hiinastf 
stated*  that  we  may,  beyond  idl  doubt/  da* 
pect,  he  did  not  say  a  mddemte^^he  did 
not  say  an  inoreased-^-boi  aetually  he  sftld> 
''  a  very  great  supply"  of  sugar  from  the 
East  and  West  fndies>  during  the  venr* 
Upon  this  coneessiofti  which  has  now  Been 
made  by  the  right  hoti.  GeoUeitoatii  I  %tk6 
my  stand.    The  propositton  la  one  ittdia* 
pe'nsable  and  all  important  to  the  qoeMdott 
at  Issue.    For  it  may  reasonably  he  tti^» 
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thttt  tve  are  i^ot  80  to  eomtHifttonate  the 
negro  as  to  ibrgei  condderation  fbr  our 
own  fellow  eountrytben,  for  their  wants 
and  thctr  almost  essential  comforts.  In 
that  sentiment  I  agree.  The  principle  of 
bttmanity  to  the  A&ican,  may,  at  a  certain 
pmnty  be  met  end  counterraiied,  not  by 
aay  considertttion  of  mere  policy^  but  by 
a  fciadrBd  principle  of  humanity  to  the 
BngUahiBan.  But  I  coritend,  that  the 
Gomament  have  failed  in  showing,  that 
tlM  plan  pffopoaed  is  to  relieve  the  people 
of  fiisgland ;  and,  unless  it  can  be  diown, 
that  there  is  a  real  and  severe  pressure 
upon  tbeu,  then,  I  say,  it  is  impossible, 
that  the  proposers  of  the  plan,  can  resist 
the  force  of  the  arguments  against  it|  from 
the  encouragement  which  it  has  been 
shown  that  it  afibrds  to  the  slave-trade, 
and  to  slavery.  And,  indeed,  there  was  a 
time  when  there  was  something  like  a  real 
distress  in  this  country  from  the  scarcity  of 
sugar..  The  average  price  of  the  last  year, 
was  as  high  as  49s4  There  was  one  month 
oF  that  year,  in  which  it  rose  to  58s,  3d, 
Whatever  I  might  have  thought  of  the  iu- 
trinsio  merits  of  the  measure,  I  should  have 
been  less  surprised  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  proposed  to  relieve  the  con- 
sumer. At  that  time,  he  refused  to  do  it ; 
and  now  when  the  distress  has  passed  &way 
he  comes  forward  with  his  scheme.  Yes, 
Sir,  when  the  distress  has  passed  away,  the 
price  (^  sugar  has  now  iklli^n  to  365 ;  the 
caletiktions  of  the  noble  Lord  show,  that 
no  reduction  fi^m  this  price  is  to  be  ex- 
pedted  in  consd^tience  of  the  proposed  biter. 
ation,  ftom  Which,  however,  I  would  ex- 
c«|ft  the  fall  which  1  have  no  doubt  would 
uke  place  in  the  first  instance,  through  the 
influenee  of  patiict  and  yet,  under  the 
pMezt  of  telieWttg  the  consumer,  the  Go* 
vemmetit  delibefately  propose  to  *forego  a 
great  principle  on  which  Parliament  and 
the  eootitry  have  aeted  with  respect  to  the 
iliV««ti«de^  However,  Sir«  the  right  hon« 
Geatfeflfton  esid,  that  we  must  not  place  per- 
niinnm  rrHtmro  nti  the  East  Indteafor  a  sop* 
ply  <^  sugar.  I  will  not  ^etntj  the  House 
hf  siBiiiig  ia  detail  the  grouitds  which  1 
tUak  nay  featfoaaUy  be  urged  in  verifioa- 
tion  i>f  the  estimated  supplies  of  sugar  from 
the  West  Indies,  Mauritius,  and  the  East 
Indies;  hot  with  rcfersnes  to  the  last,  I 
will  senund  the  House,  that  it  is  only  of 
very  late  years,  that  We  have  had  any  con* 
uderaUe  sugar  trade  with  India ;  that  Mr. 
TrevelyaQy  the  Assistant  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury^  gave  in  evidence  last  year,  before 
the  BasUlndia  Produce  Committee,  that 


that  country  supplied  a  hundred  millions  of 
consumers,  and  could  easily  supply  the 
whole  United  Kingdom,  nay,  the  whole 
world.  In  addition  to  this,  it  should  be 
remembered,  that  according  to  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Melville,  before  the  same  committee^ 
last  year,  the  trade  of  India  labours  under 
a  great  difficulty,  in  the  want  of  a  medium 
of  rediittance ;  that  there  is  a  sum  of  four 
millions  or  thereabouts  annually,  which 
roust  be  sent  home ;  and  that  the  trade  in 
sugar  to  this  country  goes  to  supply  that 
medium  in  the  most  convenient  form,  and 
thus  meets  the  peculiar  want  to  which  1 
refer.  So  that  a  variety  of  reasons  combine 
to  justify  our  expecting  from  that  country 
a  steady,  permanent,  and  increasing  supply. 
Bat,  Sir,  when  so  much  has  been  said  re- 
specting^ cheapness  of  sugar,  as  if  this  were 
the  mam  consideration  by  whteh  we  ought 
to  be  guided,  I  must  refer  to  another  aspect 
of  this  part  of  the  case.  There  was  a  pe-> 
riod  of  the  history  of  this  country,  when 
the  people  could  buy  sugar  cheaply  enough « 
when  they  had  it  at  a  rate  but  little  above 
the  prices  of  the  continent,  and  very  much 
lower  than  according  to  any  calculation  it 
is  imagined  that  they  can  have  it  under 
the  plan  of  the  Government.  The  aver- 
age price  of  sugar*  during  the  seven  years 
from  1828  to  1834,  was  only  27s.  lid.  per 
cwt.  The  noble  Lord  does  not  now  pro- 
pose  to  reduce  it  below  d6i. ;  and  yet 
when  the  price  was  at  28ff.,  did  the  people 
of  this  country  consider  that  easy  price 
as  a  justification  for  continuing  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery?  Ko,  they  rose  as  one 
man,  and  demanded  its  extirpation.  It 
was  then  plainly  represented  to  them,  and 
every  person  well  informed  upon  the  sub- 
ject was  perfectly  aware,  that  if  they 
abolished  slavery,  they  would  haVe  to  pay 
largely  for  it,  not  only  in  the  shape  of 
compensation,  but  likewise  in  the  shape  of 
an  increased  price  for  sugar.  Etery  person 
of  common  sense  believed,  whatever  Other 
sanguine  anticipations  he  might  entertain, 
that  the  immediate  effect  of  emancipation 
niust  necessarily  be  to  diminish  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar,  and,  eonsequently,  to 
enhance  the  price.  Yet  they  persevered  in 
the  worki  in  the  noble  work,  which  they 
had  undertaken,  and  they  added  even  to 
these  expenses  further  and  heavy  charges* 
And  does  the  noble  Lord  suppose,  that 
after  the  experiende  which  the  people  of 
this  country  liave  now  had  of  the  measure 
t)f  abolition,  and  of  its  beneficial  efieets  in 
praotiee,  they  wilU  for  small  and  paltry 
advantages,  of  a  pecuniary  kind*  infinitely 
G2 
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leM  thrni  those  whicb  the  Ryttem  of  abvcfy 
necured  to  them^  consent  to  forego  the  high 
title  and  the  noble  character  which  thej 
have  earned  before  the  whole  world,  by 
adopting  the  propoeition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  No,  Sir,  never  did  it  happen 
to  me  to  rise  in  my  place  in  this  House, 
more  effectually  supported,  not  only  by  an 
entire  and  heartfelt  conviction  of  the  Just- 
ice of  my  cause,  but  by  the  certainty,  that 
it  cannot  fail  to  triumph ;  because,  in  con- 
tending for  the  resolution  of  my  noble 
Friend,  we  are  home  along  upon  the 
strength  of  a  resistlefls  principle,  of  a  prin- 
ciple which,  at  different  times,  has  come 
into  collision  with  manv  interests,  and  has 
shattered  them  all,  and  one  which  the  peo* 
pie  of  England  are  fully  determined  to  oh* 
serve.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  said,  that  this  country 
has  maintained  and  acted  upon  a  great 
principle  with  regard  to  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade;  and  I  am  not  surprised  that  the 
remark  when  uttered  and  taken  without 
expbination,  should  have  elicited  from 
Oenlleroen  opposite  some  tokens  of  doubt 
and  of  difference;  because  I  admit  that 
our  opposition  to  slavery  has  not  at  any 
time  been  uniform  and  unqualified.  At 
the  same  time  I  argue  that  there  has  been 
a  principle  in  our  exclusion  of  foreign 
iogar,  a  principle  of  magnitude  and  of 
moral  weight  and  interest  to  humanity, 
and  one  which  it  is  well  worth  while  to  con- 
tinue to  observe.  The  objection  urged 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  is  this— 
that  although  it  be  true  that  we  have  ex- 
cluded sugar,  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
from  our  markets,  yet  we  have  not  simi- 
larly excluded  coffee  and  cotton.  Now, 
Sir,  I  do  not  say  that  the  policy  of  this 
country,  with  respect  to  coffee  and  to 
cotton,  has  been  precisely  what  it  oughr 
to  have  been.  On  the  contrary,  I  know 
it  to  be  the  opinion  of  some  whose  opinions 
are  entitled  to  great  respect^  that,  with 
regard  to  cotton  in  particular,  if  we  took 
proper  means  to  encourage  its  production 
IB  the  East  Indies,  not  by  bounties  and 
legislative  protection,  but  by  local  im- 
provements and  attentk)n  to  the  mode  of 
cultivation,  we  might  obtain  from  that 
quarter  a  supply  more  secure  than  that 
which  we  now  derive  from  America,  and 
at  least  equally  adrantageous  in  every 
other  ffsapect.  1  will,  boweter,  at  least 
aa^,  that  with  rsgard  to  cotton,  and  like- 
wise wtib  regard  to  coffee,  there  are  some 
most  ttulcrial  dislioctions  between  these 
and  iHt  case  of  sugar.     I  will  not  rely 


upon  the  circumstance,  that  the  adaaisaioa 
of  slave-grown  coffee  originated  not  to  aay 
deliberate  purpose  of  the  Legislature*  but 
from  an  evasion  of  the  law,  which  I  be- 
lieve was  quite  uncoatemplated  at  the 
time  when  it  was  passed.  But  1  will  urge 
this,  at  least,  that  the  coSee  produced  bj 
slave  labour,  which  is  admitted  into  our 
markets,  does  not  displace  coflfee  produced 
by  free  labour.  Let  hon.  Geotleaseu  wtM 
ot>serve  this — there  is,  as  baa  bceu  sbo«u« 
and  there  is  likely  to  be  for  some  ttase, 
more  free-grown  sugar  than  will  tulirr 
for  the  consumption  dt  the  people  of  ihia 
country  ;  but  of  coffee  of  that  descriptiou 
there  is  an  actual  deficiency*  Our  ooa* 
sumption  of  coffee  reacheato*2S,000,000lba. 
and  the  entire  supply  derived  from  the 
British  possessions  is  only  17,000,000lbs. 
It  IS  a  very  different  thing  to  admit  slave- 
grown  coffee  to  supply  the  actual  wants 
of  the  people,  where  it  cannot  discourage 
the  production  of  the  same  article  by  fret 
labour,  and  to  admit  slave-grown  sugar, 
whicb,  if  it  find  its  way  into  our  maricela 
at  all,  can  only  enter  by  displacing  so 
much  sugar,  the  produce  of  free  labour* 
This,  however,  is  not  all— there  are  other 
material  distinctions  between  the  two 
cases;  and  I  might  argue  much  in  the 
same  manner  with  regard  to  cotton*  Thejr 
are  such  as  these :  coffee  is  au  article  wefl 
adapted  for  free  labour  in  tropical  climates; 
sugar,  on  the  contrary,  is  one  which  seems 
peculiarly  adapted  to  slave-labour»  and  to 
the  economy  of  estates  which  derive  their 
manual  strength  from  the  slave-trade,  i 
believe  that  the  whole  proceas  of  the  cul* 
tivaiion  of  coffee,  from  firat  to  last*  is  one 
of  very  light  labour,  one  that  suiu  well 
the  organisation  of  the  family,  thai  affoids 
abundant-  occupation  to  womea  and  to 
children.  I  may  quote.  Sir,  the  case  of 
Hayti.  When  that  island  became  free,  k 
ceaised  to  export  sugar,  but  it  coutiuuea  le 
export  coffee  to  no  less  an  extent  than 
50,000,0001bs.,  aod  it  compelea  advw- 
tageously  with  slave-labour  coffee  in  tho 
markeu  of  the  world.  Upon  the  other 
haad  it  is  sugar,  upon  which  alavety  eed 
the  slave-trade  chiefly  depend.  The  labour 
of  cultivation  is  not  light;  it  afiibrds  com- 
paratively little  oocupetion  for  women  eed 
young  persons,  it  does  not  aseet  the  uete. 
ral  compoeition  of  families,  it  desaanda 
msinlv  the  masculine  vigour  of  the  arm  of 
the  adult,  it  holds  out  a  peculiar  indoet- 
ment  to  |;athering  togetlHv  labourera  of 
this  description ;  and  thus  it  tempts  men. 
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tfae  stealers  of  men,  to  pass  to  Arrica,  to 
rend  families  asauder,  to  seize  those  who 
•re  in  the  vigour  of  their  age,  aod  such 
aloDe»  and  these,  too,  chiefly  of  the  male 
sex.  Through  this  economy  of  sugar  cul. 
tivaiion  it  is  easily  seen  how  closely  the 
slave  trade  depends  upon  it^  rather  it  is 
sugar  upon  which  it  is  dependent  alto- 
gether ;  and  I  do  believe  it  is  not  too  much 
lo  say,  that  if  we  could  destroy  the  in- 
ducement to  pursue  the  slave-trade  for  the 
sake  of  the  production  of  sugar,  so  far  as 
oDtton  and  coffee  are  concerned,  that 
trade,  and  even  slavery  itself,  would  soon 
die  a  natoral  deafh.  These  sorely  are 
■Mtarial  distinctions  of  a  practical  kind ; 
■od  it  is  most  important,  that  if,  in 
secondary  degrees,  or  by  indirect  pro- 
eeases,  we  have  given  encouragement  to 
alavery,  we  should  not  make  that  encou- 
ragement an  ezcose  or  apolo^  for  fresh 
encouragement,  and  much  more  if  it  has 
been  proved,  that  that  which  we  have 
hitherto  refused  to  encourage,  is  that  upon 
which  slavery  mainly  depends.  Such 
being  the  case,  I  am  justified  in  asserting 
that,  although  we  may  have  admitted 
slave-grown  coffee,  yet  in  excluding  slave* 
grown  sugar  from  our  markets,  we  have 
been  acting  upon  a  roost  important  prin- 
ciple—upon  a  principle  whkb,  since  the 
Emancipation  Act,  has  been  deliberately 
contemplated  and  entertained  by  the  Brit- 
ish people,  for  which  they  have  knowingly 
and  of  foil  purpose  made  great  sacrifices, 
and  which,  as  I  believe,  they  are  deter- 
mined resolutely  to  maintain.  However, 
Sir»  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  alluded  in 
passrag  to  the  fact  that  we  do  not  refuse  to 
refine  slave-grown  sugar  in  bond,  and  he 
ezdains  against  our  inconsistency  in  this 
particular.  Of  course,  on  such  an  occa- 
sioo  as  the  present,  every  inconsistency  in 
our  practice  is  dragged  into  light,  for  the 
wretched  purpose  of  using  it  as  a  plea  for 
fisfdier  and  for  more  monstrous  inconsis- 
tency, or  in  order  to  sntMtitute  an  unifor- 
SMty  in  wrong  for  an  inconsistent  acknow. 
ledgment  of  what  is  right.  Yet,  Sir,  I 
most  observe,  that  the  case  of  refining  for 
the  use  of  other  countries  is  materially 
dMRvent  from  that  of  consuming  the  Bra- 
alian  sugar ;  it  opens  no  new  market,  it 
afiords  no  new  distinct  stimulus  to  pro- 
duction :  on  these  grounds,  if  1  remember 
right,  in  the  year  1833,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  argued  in  favour  of  permitting 
the  refinement  uf  foreign  sugars  in  bond»  I 


Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  went  on  to 
say,  that  whether  we  did  or  did  not  ad- 
roit Brazilian  sugar  to  consumption,  our 
exports  to  the  Brazils,  or  a  portion  of 
them  were  at  this  moment,  and  would 
continue  to  be,  paid  for  in  sugar:  and 
he  seemed  to  intend  that  we  should 
hence,  conclude  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government.  Sir,  I  can- 
not imagine  any  thing  less  consequent, 
if  I  understand  the  argument,  it  is  tbis«» 
wc  already  give  so  much  encouragement 
to  the  sugar  of  the  Hrsjdls,  we  are  already 
so  far  implicated  in  the  responsibility,  that 
no  new  responsibility  is  to  be  incurred,  and 
consequently  no  new  encouragement  af- 
forded by  the  present  proposition.  But, 
then,  if  such  be  the  ground  occupied,  what 
becomes  of  the  boon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tenders  in  this  measure  to  the 
British  manufacturer  of  goods,  for  the  Bra- 
zil market,  and  to  the  Brazilian  producer  i 
But  in  point  of  fact,  Sir^  it  is  not  so :  the 
case  is  plain :  the  truth  ought  not  to  be 
concealed  and  evaded ;  the  market  of  Eng- 
land is  beyond  all  dispute  the  greatest  and 
the  best  sugar  market  of  the  world ;  and 
therefore  it  is  to  the  opening  of  this  mar« 
ket  that  all  producers  look  with  the  great- 
est possible  anxiety.  Even  already,  Sir,  if 
we  may  believe  the  accounts  of  those  who 
have  resided  in  Cuba,  I  allude  particularly 
to  the  authentic  work  of  Mr.  TurnbuU,  the 
merely  remote  and  undefined  speculation 
that  their  would  be  a  falling  off  in  our 
own  West  Indies,  consequent  upon  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  has  given  a  powerful 
stimulus  to  the  production  of  sugar  in  that 
island.  Even  at  this  moment  the  foreign 
grower  is  keenly  watching  over  the  fence 
which  you  have  erected  about  your  own 
colonial  production,  for  the  moment  when 
he  may  find  access  within  it.  Mr.  Turn- 
bull  says,  "  the  practice  obtains  among  the 
merchants  of  the  country  of  directing  the 
commanders  of  ships,  to  caJ  for  orders  at 
some  convenient  point  of  the  English  coast, 
in  which  case  they  are  entered  in  the 
return  of  exports  from  Cuba,  as  for  '  Cowes 
and  a  market'  although  the  Continent  ge- 
nerally may  have  been  their  original,  and 
some  particular  continental  port  their  ulti. 
mate  destination."  If  then  it  is  true  that 
the  foreign  producer  looks  with  so  much 
anxiety  to  the  possibility  of  finding  entry 
into  England^  is  it  not  true  that  the 
hearing  of  this  measure  upon  slavery  and 
the  slave-trade  is  of  direct  and  fearful  im- 
portance i    It  be  wishes  to  be  admitted  in* 
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to  this  markets  it  is  on  account  of  the  im- 
mense consumption  of  sugar  in  this  coun- 
Xry,  a  consumption  which  comparatively 
large  as  it  is,  is  neverthelesSj  I  helieve^  capa- 
ble of  even  indeBnitely  great  increase. 
That  increased  consumption,  must  require 
an  increased  growth ;  that  increased  growth 
requires  that  there  shall  be  more  hands  to 
produce  it ;  and  this,  if  we  are  to  repair  to 
foreign  sources  for  our  supplies,  means  that 
more  and  more  of  the  natives  of  Africa  must 
be  borne  by  the  slave-trade  from  their 
homes.  These  are  plain  undeniable  mat. 
ters  of  fact,  and  this  as  1  conceive  is  the 
view  of  the  case  before  us  which  common 
sense  will  take.  Therefore,  Sir,  I  do  con- 
tend, that  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment involves  the  abandonment  of  a  great 
principle  of  British  policy,  which  has  been 
at  great  cost  observed  and  with  consider- 
able steadiness.  And  now  I  proceed  to 
complain  more  warmly  still  of  the  propo- 
sition as  it  was  originally  made  on  Friday 
week.  The  right  hon.  Gcntlemauy  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  w  ho  has  the 
character  of  a  plain  spoken,  straightfor- 
ward man>  came  down  on  that  evening 
and  announced  a  scheme  by  which  he  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  differential  duty  upon 
foreign  sugar  ;  but  he  told  us  not  a  word 
at  that  period  of  any  scale  of  differential 
duties  upon  different  descriptions  of  foreign 
sugar;  and  yet  this  is  what  he  now  pro- 
poses ;  and  this  most  material  alteration  he 
has  introduced  into  his  plan  without  any 
notice  whatever  to  the  H(ou6e  ;  a  course  to 
which  I  trust  this  House  will  give  no  en- 
couragement. Now,  Sir,  what  was  the 
effect  of  the  plan  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
was  first  proposed  ?  Its  effect  would  have 
been  not  merely  to  displace  a  part  of  our 
own  sugar^  which  is  entirely  free-grown, 
by  foreign  sugar  of  which  as  we  know  a 
very  large  proportion  is  slave-grown,  but 
further,  as  between  the  different  descrip- 
tions of  foreign  sugar,  I  affirm  that  it 
tended  to  give  no  advantage  worth  naming 
to  that  which  is  produced  by  free-labour, 
and  that  it  was  favourable  only  to  that 
produced  by  slave-labour.  The  evidence  of 
this  proposition  is  so  clear  and  simple,  that 
I  need  not  trouble  the  House  many  mo- 
ments with  its  proof.  The  House  should 
be  aware  that  there  exists  a  very  great 
difference  in  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  fo- 
reign suffars,  amounting  in  many  cases  to 
no  less  nian  50  per  cent.;  and  it  unfortu- 
nately happens  that  whether  from  superi- 
ority of  soil,  or  in  the  command  and  com- 
bination of  labour  which  slavery  affords, 


or  from  whatever  other  reason,  the  mqft 
valuable  sugars  are  those  of  slave-growth. 
The  first  inequality  of  all  the  foreign 
sugars  usually  brought  here  are  those  of 
Cuba ;  the  next  are  those  of  Braxil,  both 
of  these  produced  exclusively  by  slave- 
labour,  then  come  those  of  Java,  of  which 
I  cannot  clearly  ascertfdn  to  which  class 
they  should  be  assigned;  with  those  of 
Siam  and  Cochin  China,  and  last  of  all 
those  of  Manilla,  which  three  last  places 
are  the  only  places  whose  growths  can  be 
certainly  affirmed  to  be  from  free*  labour. 
Now  let  us  consider  how  the  plan  of  the 
Government  would  have  operated  on  these 
several  kinds  of  sugar.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
the  most  recent  prices  current,  at  well  of 
our  own  markets,  as  of  the  different  parts 
nf  the  Continent :  from  these  I  could  eaaily 
show,  but  I  will  not  trouble  the  Hmne 
with  the  figures,  that  the  slave  sugar  of 
Cuba  exceeds  the  free-grown  sugar  of 
Manilla  in  price,  which  is  the  test  of  in- 
trinsic power  and  value,  In  a  great  propor- 
tion, very  commonly  reaching  to  50  per 
cent.  If,  therefore,  the  Government  bad 
intended  to  give  equal  terms  to  these  kinds 
of  sugar,  they  ought  to  have  proportioBQd 
the  duty  to  the  value.  If,  then,  two 
articles  are  to  be  admitted  on  the  aune 
footing,  and  the  value  of  one  is  to  that  of 
the  oUier  as  three  to  two,  it  is  undeniable 
that  the  duty  should  be  in  the  same  pro- 
portion. Inasmuch,  therefore,  as  henm- 
posed  to  lay  a  duty  of  3&.  on  the  Isast 
valuable  foreign  sugar,  such  as  the  free- 
labour  sugar  of  Manilla,  he  ought  by  this 
rule  to  have  imposed  a  duty  of  no  less  than 
54«.  on  the  most  valuable,  namely  the 
white  sugars  of  Cuba,  which  form,  I  may 
add,  the  greet  bulk  of  the  produce  of  that 
island;  and  in  so  doing  he  would  have 
done  no  more  than  strict  justice  to  the 
foreign  grower  nf  free-labour  sugar^  as 
comparea  with  the  foreign  grower  of  slave- 
labour  sugar.  But  what  was  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  He 
proposed  a  duty  of  36/.  upon  Manilla 
suears  which  were  worth  perhaps  20s., 
and  at  the  same  time  proposed  the  same 
duty  for  Cuba  sugars  worth  SOs.,  thus 
practically  he  would  have  laid  a  tax  greater 
by  one  half  upon  the  cheaper  article,  that 
being  the  article  which  was  the  produce  of 
free-labour ;  so  that  the  effect  of  this  must 
have  been,  that  while  the  British  market 
would  have  been  swamped  with  fbretgn 
sugar  of  slave-growth,  scarcely  one  pound 
of  sugar  the  produce  of  free-labour  oonld 
have  entered  there.    But  though  the  right 
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hoD.  GenUemao  bas  altered  bin  sdieme  in 
a  manner  wbicb  I  tbink  tbis  House  ought 
to  discoumge^-yesy  Sir,  I  dp  bold  that  this 
House  ought  to  discourage  such  a  course^ 
and  I  believe  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
^11}  himself  agree  with  me  tbat  it  is  de- 
sirable that  wben  Chancellnrs  of  the  £x- 
ehequer  announce  tbeir  budget  they  should 
announce  tbe  propositions  whicb  they  really 
mean  to  make,  and  not  other  propositiousj 
wbicb  tbey  are  to  alter  without  explanation 
by  a  printed  paper  circulated  on  the  very 
evening  when  tbe  discussion  is  to  come  on 
•«^yet  unfortunately  tbe  right  bon.  Gentle- 
flsan  baa  not  altered  bis  plan  enough  to 
escape  the  whole  force  of  tbe  objection 
wUcb  I  have  Just  made  to  it.  He  proposes 
to  fix  the  duty  on  brown  and  yellow 
SQgars  at  36«.^  and  tbat  on  white  clayed 
angm  at  42^.,  making  a  difference  of  6^. 
to  eorrespcmd  with  a  difference  in  value 
whSeh  I  have  shown  would  require,  for 
tbe  excieme  descriptions^  a  difllerence  of 
109^  H»  tbat  it  still  rexaains  true  thai  tbe 
Ine^kbour  foreign  sugars  will  have  but 
little  chaiiee  of  entry  into  out  markets,  and 
tbat  wlMtever  may  come  in  will  almost 
wMly  ppoeaed  ftom  Cuba  and  the  Braatls* 
Aa  to  ^km  amount  of  diiiarenttal  duty  which 
k  is  pnypoaad  to  establish  in  favour  of  Bri- 
tiib  sugany  I  aas  not  diseusaing  this  ques« 
lion  in  tbe  cfaaraoter  of  one  connected  with 
eiir  ooknisa;  if  I  weie  disausnag  it  in  tbat 
aqpi«Uy»  and  if  I  ware  arguing  for  a  greater 
pfVtaclioiv  it  would  be  a  quastion  of  one 
or  Mvo  shillings  mora  or  less,  important 
deublles^  but  not  fit  to  be  entertained 
bore  I  it  should  be  oonsidered  in  a  commit- 
tee (|f  tbia  House :  but  I  am  not  now  re- 
ganiing  Uie  qoestion  as  one  of  protection 
to  eomneroay  it  is  a  qMestion  of  protection 
to  buman  liberty  and  life.  And  as  I  have 
been  apeaking  of  dealing  fairly  by  free  la-* 
hour  oigar^  I  must  regret  that  I  do^not 


in  YniA  place  tbe  bpn.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  tbe  Member  for  Dublin.  He,  Sir^ 
baa  put  upon  record,  in  tbe  list  of  notices 
of  motion,  a  most  Interesting  testimony  of 
bis  concem  for  tbe  welfare  of  the  negro. 
He  means  to  propose  in  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  that  tbe  foreisn  sugar 
to  bave  access  to  our  markets  shaU  be  ex- 
dniively  free  labour  sugar.  Sir,  I  hope  that 
aome  Friend  of  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, will  kindly  convey  to  him  tbat  of  whicb 
be  ia  doobtless  not  aware ;  tbat  there  is  one 
trivial  objection  to  bis  plan,  namely  tbis» 
that  it  is  abaolutely  precluded  by  express 
stlpqhuiana  of  our  treaty  of  reciprodty 
With  the  Bfaails,  wbicb  povides,  tbat  the 


produce  of  Brazil  shall  be  received  in  our 
ports  upon  the  footing  of  that  of  the  most 
favoured  nation^  and  thus  render  it  im- 
possible without  a  direct  breach  of  national 
faith,  so  far  as  Brazil  is  concerned i  to  draw 
a  distinction  in  favour  of  the  sugar  of  any 
other  foreign  country  as  compared  with 
that  of  Brazil.  Sir,  if  it  were  otherwise, 
if  it  were  possible  to  draw  such  a  distinc* 
tion,  I  speaking  for  myself  alone,  and  hav- 
ing no  man's  proxy,  should  be  glad  to  en- 
tertain it,  and  thus  give  a  practical  proof 
of  willingness  to  recognise  tbe  princi* 
pies  of  fair  competition  3  because  I  do  ad- 
mit, that  competition  is  attended  with  cer- 
tain beneficial  results  to  the  producer  as 
well  as  to  the  cousumer  of  commodities, 
and  that  monopoly  is  the  parent,  not  only 
of  hardship  to  the  consumer,  but  of  a  sloth 
and  dulness  in  trade,  and  binders  the  de- 
velopment  of  its  energies.  I  should  also 
be  desirous  if  it  were  practicable  to  see 
some  such  distinction  attempted  with  tbis 
view,  that  we  might  thus  explain  fully 
to  the  world  that  we  are  now  imposing 
very  heavy  duties  on  foreign  sugar  not 
merely  because  it  is  not  of  borne  growth, 
but  because  it  is  the  produce  of  slave- 
labour  and  stimulates  the  slave-trade. 
Anain,  Sir,  with  respect  to  Brazil.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  tbe  ColonieSj 
conceiving,  I  imagine,  that  his  proposition 
if  displayed  in  its  nakedness  before  the 
eyes  of  the  British  nation  would  be  too 
ugiy  for  them  to  endure,  did  employ  cer. 
tain  soothing  words  about  negotiation 
with  Brazil,  and  about  tbe  exercise  of 
tbe  moral  influence  of  this  country  for 
tbe  mitigation  of  the  existing  evils,  nay 
he  went  so  far  as  to  say  for  the  ultimate 
abolition  of  the  state  of  slavery.  But  what 
is  the  proposition  of  tbe  noble  Lord,  and  is 
it  a  mere  vision  and  a  dream  of  the  imagi- 
nation, or  a  scheme  of  one  accustomed  to 
practical  affairs  and  knowing  the  nature 
of  man?  Here  we  are  dealing  with 
the  Brazils,  a  state  involved  in  all  the 
responsibility  of  slavery  and  the  slave- 
trade  ;  and  most  unwilling  as  we  know, 
like  the  people  of  Cuba,  to  abandon  them  : 
we  again  hold  in  our  bands  something  in 
the  nature  of  an  inducement,  namely,  a 
privilege  of  regulated  access  to  the  British 
market ;  and  the  noble  Lord  actually  ad- 
vises us  to  give  away  this  inducement  at 
the  outset,  and  then  forsooth  to  enter  on 
tbe  nesotiation.  He  will  abandon  the  con- 
sideration to  tbe  holders  of  slaves,  and  then 
having  so  abandoned  it,  and  having  nothing 
left  to  offer,  he  will  proceed  to  make  bis 
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bargun.  It  teems  now  to  be  proved  by 
tbeconfenioni  made  on  tbe  otbernde,  tbat 
any  additional  advantage  to  the  revenue,  to 
arfae  from  tbe  plan  of  the  Government, 
over  and  above  thai  advantage  which  will 
floubtktf  ariae  in  the  natural  coune  of 
thing!  from  the  increaaed  supply  of  Britiah 
sugar,  and  the  reduction  in  price  and  in- 
crease of  consumption  consequent  upon  it, 
IS  altogether  triflinff:  and  in  the  same 
manner  it  is  admittedv  that  the  consumer 
has  nothing  worth  mention  to  anticipate 
from  the  plan,  and  on  this  head,  I  can  only 
hope,  that  the  vain  hopes  which  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  calculated  to  raise> 
may  at  once  be  dispelled.  It  appears,  there- 
fore, that  we  are  called  upon  to  forego  a 
policy  friendly  to  humanity,  without  even 
a  show  of  necessity.  There  is  one  other 
point  in  the  npeech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Ueman  to  which  I  wish  to  allude.  He  al- 
leced  with  some  appearance  of  triumph,  that 
wbeu  in  1829,  Mr.  Grant  proposed  to  re- 
duce the  duty  on  West-India  sugar  to  205., 
and  that  on  foreign  sugar  to  28#.,  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cambridge, 
declared  himself  friendly  in  principle  to 
the  proposal ;  and  he  seemed  to  thinlc,  that 
he  has  an  advantage  over  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  this  circumstance.  There  is, 
however,  one  material  distinction  between 
that  and  the  present  case  which  he  himself 
remembered :  that  was  a  questbn  of  com- 
petition not  between  free  sug%r  and  slave 
sugar,  but  between  slave  sugar  and  slave 
sugar.  I  admit  that  it  was  between 
slave  sugar  and  slave-trade  sugar.  But 
there  is  another  answer  which  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  will 
admit  to  be  condosive.  Whatever  may 
have^  been  anticipated  from  such  a  re- 
duction at  the  time,  the  subsequent  events 
have  shown,  thai  in  practice  it  would  liave 
been  quite  in  operationi  for  a  reason  easily 
to  be  explained.  The  noble  Lord  stated  the 
other  night,  that  when  davery  existed,  the 
monopoly  of  sugar  was  complete:  the  noble 
Lord  never  was  more  mistaken,  and  he 
ahowed  by  that  statement,  that  with  what- 
ever address  he  might  have  applied  his  mind 
to  the  present  state  of  this  question,  he  had 
not  paid  an  equal  attention  to  iu  earlier 
history.  During  the  latter  years  cf  slavery, 
the  British  proouction  of  sugar  outran  the 
demand:  in  consequence  a  large  surplus 
was  exported  to  the  markeU  of  Se  Conti- 
aant,  and  the  price  of  that  sui^lus  naturally 
governed  the  jpoa  in  tbe  home  market, 
with  the  exception  of  an  advantage  e^torad 
l|  tha  British  grower  through  tSo  madaum 


of  the  drawback,  on  whidi  I  need  ooi 
dwell  in  detail,  but  it  was  estimated  at  4t» 
or  5«.  or  thereabouts  per  cwt.  This  advan- 
tage through  the  drawback  was  practieaOy 
the  only  protection  then  enjoyed  by  tfiie 
British  colonist ;  and,  in  point  of  £sct,  Ae 
prices  of  British  sugar,  daring  ci^t  yaan^ 
from  1828  to  1885,  never  once  exceeded  the 
prices  of  Braafl  sugars  by  so  mudk  as  8«. 
I  find  from  the  Gazeiie  averages,  that  ia 
that  series  of  years  the  cxcesi  in  this  price  oC 
British  over  Braxil  brown  and  yellow  nysr 
waa  as  fellows  from  year  to  year ;  3s.  ludL, 
6s.  lid.,  6t.,  5s.  M.,  6s.  dd.,  7s.  3d.» 
6s  2d.,  6$.  So  that  in  no  one  year  waa  tha 
actual  protection  worth  8s.  per  cwt,  tha 
sum  which  Mr.  Grant  propoaad,  and  the 
change  he  proposed  waa  accordingly  alto- 
gether nugatory*  even  aa  it  would  be  nuga- 
tory in  practice  if  the  present  dui^  of  63s« 
were  changed  into  6d£,  either  being  gaaa 
rally  equivalent  to  prohibition.  Sir.  bar* 
ing  stated,  that  I  wonid  not  follow  tba 
right  hon.  Gentleman  into  hia  genaraldia- 
cuasion  of  tbe  priociplea  of  trade,  I  will 
be  faithful  to  ny  promise ;  and  I  trill  lor* 
bear  to  inquire,  with  what  dcfraa  of  j«»- 
tica  tha  claim  is  advanced  on  the  oftbar 
side  to  the  eredit  of  having  baao  fiivoor- 
able  in  former  timea  to  coBMnercial  ralas* 
ations.  But  I  did  think  that  tha  nobia 
Lord  waa  unfair  in  some  of  tha  icasarfca 
which  he  made  in  hia  apaech,  hia  able  and 
brilliant  apeecb,  of  Friday  laat,  with  re- 
spect to  the  question  who{  had  heretofore 
iMen  the  friends  of  slavery,  and  who  ita 
opponents.  Blotting  out  altogether  the 
memory  of  the  peat,  b  it  not  enough  for 
us  to  know  that  the  slave-trade  b  a  asoo- 
ster  consuming  every  day  we  live,  and  that 
from  year  to  year,  according  to  the  mi- 
note  and  careful  calculationa  of  Sir  Thomaa 
Buxton,  a  thousand  human  beingaf 
While  it  may  be  said  of  war,  pestilence, 
and  famine,  that  each  of  them  deatroya 
its  thousands,  it  is  not  less  true  of  lUa 
abominable  traffic,  that  it  conautnea  ita 
ten  thousands.  But  I  will  not  attempt  to 
dilate  upon  its  horrors.  It  Is  1  know  sop- 
posed  impossible,  tbat  thoae  who  are  coo. 
nected  with  our  colonies,  or  even  thoee 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  Hooaa,  can 
entertain  an^  sincere  sentiment  of  thoaa 
enormooa  evils.  **  The  Gentleasen  oppo- 
site,** so  said  the  noble  Lord,  **  are  elam- 
bg  credit  for  what  is  but  aa  aflactation  of 
humanity  ;*  aoch  ware  the  tanna  thai  ha 
did  not  aerupk  to  apply.  Wall,  Sir,  I 
will  laj  btuMiiiil  iiiali;  bat  baft  I  Ml  • 
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Tight  •!  leati  to  feel  and  to  plead  for  the 
decent  contistency  of  roy  country  ?  have 
I  not  a  right  to  hope  that  it  may  escape 
being  visited,  from  all  the  nations  of  the 
world,  with  that  mingled  ridicule  and 
acorn  which  must  follow  the  adoption  of 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  ?  Is  it  a 
fact  Dpon  record,  or  is  it  a  dream,  that 
ibis  country  paid  twenty  millions  of  com- 
pensation to  the  West  Indian  planters  ?  Is 
it  not  trae  that  in  the  maintenance  of 
squadrons,  in  the  support  of  settlements, 
io  payments  to  foreign  powers,  and  in  va« 
vions  other  charges,  England  has  eipended 
fifteen  or  twenty  millions  more  in  order  to 
e€RBct  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade?  Is 
it  not  true  that  upon  a  very  moderate  com- 
pntatioo,  she  has  paid  ten  millions  more 
in  the  shape  of  an  enhanced  price  of  colo- 
nial produce  during  the  last  seven  years, 
mainly  for  the  direct  benefit  of  the  eman- 
cipated labourer?  And  is  it  money  alone 
that  she  has  contributed?  Has  she  not 
freely  sacrificed  the  lives  of  many  of  the 
bravest  of  her  sons,  some  of  them  in  the 
settlements  we  have  formed,  many  more 
who  hover  upon  the  seas  to  watch  for  the 
marauder  ?  Are  there  not  at  this  moment 
quitting  your  own  shores,  a  devoted  band, 
who  are  about  to  pierce  through  that  broad 
cincture  of  poisoned  air  that  girds  the 
coast  of  Africa^  in  order  to  find  an  en- 
trance for  designs  aiming  at  the  extir- 
pation of  the  slave-trade  ?  With  what 
decency  can  this  sacrifice  of  life  be  con- 
tinued? Well  has  Mr.  Tumbull  said, 
cent  per  cent  is  stronger  than  physical 
force :  one  physical  force  we  apply  for  the 
suppression  of  the  traffic,  and  we  are 
invited,  at  the  same  time,  to  minister 
the  strongest  incentives  to  that  lust  of 
gain,  by  which  we  know  that  it  is  fed. 
The  noble  Lord  the  other  night  made  al- 
lusions which,  at  the  time,  I  did  not  well 
tmderstand,  to  General  Tarleton,  but  he  did 
not  then  apprise  us  to  what  an  extent  he 
was  indebted  to  that  Gentleman.  Yet  the 
very  arguments  which  General  Tarleton 
used  in  and  before  1806  in  support  of  the 
slave-trade,  the  noble  Lord  has  burnished 
and  reproduced  as  his  own.  If  the  noble 
Lord  says  no,  then  I  say  he  has  reason  to 
complain  of  General  Tarleton  in  the  words 
of  the  adage,  pereant  qui  ante  no$  nostra 
dixeriMi;  for  the  General  has  been  guilty 
of  a  sort  of  plagiarism  >y  anticipation,  and 
baa  purloined  l^eforeband  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  Lord.  The  words  of  the  noble 
I^  werei  that  be  did  not  think  it  would 


be  any  gain  to  the  negroes  of  the  Braiils 
to  be  told  that  their  sugar  was  not  to  get 
into  the  bands  of  English  shop-keepers  or 
artizans,  that  they  might  be  flogged  to 
death,  but  that  their  consolation  must  be 
that  to  Germany  or  Switzerland  most  go 
all  the  produce  of  their  labour :  just  so 
said  General  Tarleton  in  1806,  Uhe  conse- 
quence of  giving  up  this  trade  in  any  de- 
giee  would  be  to  throw  it  into  the  hands 
of  the  Americans,  who  could  carry  it  on 
cheaper,'  and,  *  these  Gentlemen  are  now 
for  turning  over  the  trade  to  the  Ameri- 
cans, by  whom  the  slaves  would  be  treated 
with  much  more  cruelty/  The  parallelism 
of  the  argument,  allowing  for  the  necessary 
change  of  phrase,  is  exact.  General 
Tarleton  argued,  *  as  we  cannot  prevent 
others  from  partaking  in  the  trade,  let  us 
partake  in  it  ourselves ' :  the  noble  Lord 
argues, '  as  we  cannot  prevent  others  from 
encouraging  the  trade,  let  us  encourage  it 
ourselves.'  However,  the  noble  Lord  urges 
that  his  party  has  always  been  the  party 
favourable,  and  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  usually  unfavourable  to  human* 
ity.  But  what  claim  does  the  noble  Lord 
mean  hereupon  to  advance  ?  Does  he 
mean  that  if  he  proposes  a  measure,  it  is 
on  that  account  alone  to  be  considered  as 
favourable  to  humanity,  and  that  we  must 
accept  it  without  examming  its  merits  in 
that  respect,  or  whatever  may  be  our  own 
opinion  of  its  bearings  ?  In  point  of  fact, 
Sir,  this  question  has  intrinsic  merits  which 
supersede  the  inquiry,  by  what  persons  it 
is  brought  forward.  The  country  will  not 
be  content  that  it  shall  be  judged  other* 
wise  than  by  those  intrinsic  merits.  But 
is  it  not  also  true,  that  if  in  other  times 
you  have  been  the  friends  of  the  negro* 
your  guilt  is  rather  the  more  aggravated 
if  you  have  abandoned  your  former  course: 
and  do  you  not  expose  even  your  previous 
conduct  to  taunts  on  the  part  of  those  who 
are  inclined  to  suspect  you,  and  to  the 
charge,  that  if  you  use  this  as  a  question 
of  party  now,  you  were  doing  the  same 
then,  and  neither  now  nor  then  were 
governed  by  the  true  principles  appli- 
cable to  the  case,  but  by  extrinsic  and 
secondary  considerations?  And  if  the 
noble  Lord  forces  us  to  examine  this  pro- 
position with  reference  to  the  men  by 
whom  it  is  advanced,  then  I  say  there  is 
to  my  mind  a  peculiar  impropriety  in  the 
fact  that  these  should  be  the  persons  to  ad- 
vance it  who  have  laid  claim  to  such  credit 
for  the  pelt.  Mr.  Turnbulli  in  the 
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lion  of  his  work  on  Cuba,  to  Lord  Claren- 
don, calls  him  the  illustrious  author  of  the 
treaty  of  1835  with  Spain,  and  exhorts  him 
to  persevere, as  the  man  peculiarly  qualified 
to  effect  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade; 

{et  he  is  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  who 
as  proposed  the  present  plan.  There  is 
another  name  still  more  strangely  associated 
with  it.  I  can  only  speak  from  tradition 
of  the  strtiggle  for  the  abolition  of  slavery; 
but,  if  I  have  not  been  misinformed,  there 
was  engaged  in  it  a  man  who  was  the  un- 
seen ally  of  Mr.  Wilberforce,  and  the  pillar 
of  his  strength  $  a  man  of  prpfouod  be- 
nevolence, of  acute  understanding,  of  in- 
defatigable industry,  and  of  that  self- 
denying  temper,  which  is  content  to  work 
in  secret,  to  forego  the  recompense  of  pre* 
sent  fame,  and  to  seek  for  its  reward  be- 
yond the  grave.  The  name  of  thai  man 
was  Zachary  Macaulay,  and  his  son  is  a 
Member  of  the  existing  Cabinet.  I  know, 
Sir,  that  this  occasion  is  viewed  by  many 
as  one  of  great  political  excitement ;  and 
that  great  interest  is  taken  with  respect  to 
the  particular  votes  which  are  to  determine 
the  division.  I  do  not  share  in  such  cu- 
riosity, but  I  am  satis6ed  with  the  con- 
Ticiion,  that  the  strength  of  the  principles 
opposed  to  the  present  measure  cannot  fail 
to  destroy  it.  The  right  hon.  Qeotleman 
must  know,  that  it  wilt  be  absolutely  im- 
|K>8sible  for  him  to  carry  his  resolution  ; 
and.  for  my  own  part,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  rational  motive  could  have  io- 
daced  the  OoTernment  to  mix  with  a  ge- 
neral Question  of  trade  another  question 
which  the  people  of  England  are  determined 
to  entertam  upon  the  basis  of  humanity ; 
I  can  only  ascribe  it  to  that  infatuation 
which  is  often  found  to  accompany  a  laxity 
of  principle.  The  noble  Lord  knows  this 
House  will  not  affirm  his  proposition.  I 
know  not  how  many  of  his  adherents  will 
follow  him  in  the  division ;  but  I  know 
that  some  who  do  it  will  do  it  with  doubt- 
ine  minds  and  auailing hearts:  the  people 
wRI  not  admit  that  this  matter  is  one  to  be 
decided  by  merely  political  or  commercial 
considerations.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
speech,  described  the  poor  man  quitting 
tne  grocer's  shop,  unable  to  purchase  su- 
gar on  account  of  the  high  price  of  last 
season.    But  that  poor  nan  did  not  sign  a 

Btition  for  such  a  measure  as  the  present, 
uriog  the  pressure  of  last  year,  tnerewas 
■CtreeW  a  petition  from  the  people.  This 
year  there  are  no  petitions  In  favour  of 
joor  plan.    The  commercial  classes  mis* 


trust  yourlegislation,  the  people  of  England 
repudiate  your  boon,  and  1  well  know,  thai 
the  vote  of  the  British  House  of  Commons 
at  the  close  of  this  discussion  will  vindi- 
cate, in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  and  the  world 
will  amply  vindicate,  their  country's  fame. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 

MufiifM.]  BUk.  9fmA  a  am  thmi-^CtmntH  Jwttot  t 
Tunvik*  Roadi  and  Highiray^— liMd  a  Moopd  Him^- 
SlftTW  Cdmpmaflnm  Anns  (Inland)  t  DubUa  Wide 
a  thM  Una  t— ■mails  Aata  (f 


Patitiooc  prcKntad.  By  Lord  Abingpr,  and  Vinamt  B9im^ 
focdt  ftoin  Noitotnti,  MaiyMKna.  and  Plosadilty»  tar 
tb»  AhoBttanaf  UiaTqlh  on  Watwlaa  ItrMgi.  By  UmA 
Stiaflbnl,  ftom  LondoBdirry.  tm  tiie  AboUtiaM  al  OwnII 
Patninage  (Scocland).--By  tlM  Bidtop  of  Wlncholar, 
Aon  Cktgfmm  in  Vorkihlrak  fbra  man  iiinaMi  Ra&lag 
of  TidMk— By  Vtaaonat  Mafcnwnw,  $tam  Wmdtmmt^ 
for  Uie  AboUtkm  of  CbiiBph  gatot. 

UsuRT  Laws — Ratb  of  Interest,] 
The  Marquess  of  Lansdown$  begged 
leavoi  pursuant  to  the  notice  which  be 
had  given,  to  move  for  the  appointmeni 
of  a  committee  to  consider  the  amount  of 
interest  now  payable  by  law  on  promissory 
notes.  In  makiog  this  motion  be  did  not 
thinic  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  oBer 
any  arguments  in  relation  to  auv  opinion 
which  be  might  have  formed  on  the  Usury 
Laws  as  they  hitherto  esisted,  or  as  they 
might  be  amended.  All  that  be  should 
do  at  preaeot,  was  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  law  as  it  existed  at 
present.  By  the  4th  of  William  4th»  upon 
certain  representations  from  the  Bank  of 
Englaody  promissorv  notei  under  six 
months'  date  were  taLen  out  of  the  Usury 
Laws,  and  by  the  1st  of  Victoria  that  ex«* 
emption  was  extended  to  all  bills  under 
twelve  months'  date.  That  Act  would  ex* 
ptre  towards  the  end  of  1 840.  but  in  that 
year  an  Act  was  passed  to  continue  the 
experiment  until  the  year  1843.  It  was 
expedient,  therefore,  to  come  to  some  de« 
cision  before  the  commencenent  of  the 
next  year.  The  object  of  the  inquiry 
which  he  proposed,  was  confined  to  the 
expediency  of  git iog  a  certain  latitude  to 
the  money  market,  by  permitting  certain 
bills  to  be  charged  with  more  than  the 
old  legal  rate  of  interest.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess concluded  by  moving  for  **  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  subject  of  Ike  interest 
payable  on  promissory  notes  and  bilb  of 
exchange.'* 

Lord  Aihbwrtm  sakl,  that  he  bad  at 
present  anything  but  a  fixed  ophkm  upon 
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ihif  sobj^t.  He  bad  received  applications 
from  vpHoQS  parties  relative  to  the  chan|^ 
wbicb  bad  been  made  in  the  Usury  Laws. 
All  the  money  brokers  and  money  lenders 
Ibought  it  tbe  greatest  godsend  which 
tbey  could  receive,  whilst  other  parties 
viewed  it  quite  in  a  different  light.  He 
confessed,  tb^t  he  should  have  preferred 
if  his  noble  Friend  coold  postpone  the 
question  for  another  year ;  for  as  yet  they 
bad  not  had  any  great  experience  of  the 
change.  He  should  say,  that  a  committee 
in  tbe  year  1 842  would  do  quite  as  well 
as  a  committee  in  the  present  year.  He 
must  also  say.  however,  that  be  thought 
tbe  notice  of  his  noble  Friend  was  rather 
too  confined.  He  wished  to  see  it  ex- 
tended to  other  securities,  such  as  dock 
warrants,  &c.  He  also  wished  to  see  it 
comprehend  tbe  question  of  the  Usury 
Laws  generally. 

Tbe  Marquess  of  Lansdowne:  he  had 
DO  objection  to  tbe  extension  proposed  by 
bis  noble  Friend;  be  would,  therefore, 
amend  bis  motion  so  as  to  include  the 
Usury  Laws. 

Tbe  motion,  in  its  amended  form,  agreed 
to,  committee  nominated, 

Corn-Laws  (Irelakd  anp  Scot* 
lakd).]  Tbe  Earl  of  Radnor  said, 
that  on  the  previous  night  he  had  stated 
to  Ibeir  Lordships  that  Scotland  had 
ceased  to  be  an  eiporting,  and  was  now 
an  JBiporting,  country  of  corn.  Since 
then  be  bad  looked  at  some  returns  on 
tbe  subject,  and  he  found  bis  statement 
was  correct,  and  that  from  tbe  year  1829 
up  to  1839  Scotland  had  been  an  im- 

rorting  |!0untry  at  an  annual  average  of 
21,436  quarters.  He  had  also  stated, 
that  tbe  exportations  from  Ireland  bad 
been  gradually  decreasing ;  and  he  found, 
CD  reference  to  some  returns  on  that  sub- 
ject, that  since  1832  the  quantity  of^ 
wheat,  wh^at-meal,  and  Hour  exported  . 
had  decreased  every  year.  { 

Tbe  Earl  of  Haddington  had  not  denied  , 
that  grain  was  imported  into  Scotland,  j 
What  be  said  was,  ttiat  corn  was  imported  ^ 
into  this  country  from  Scotland,  tbe  corn  ^ 
received  by  the  latter  country  from  this 
being  chiefly  for  tbe  purpose  of  seed*  ^ 
There  was  also  a  large  quantity  of  the 
finest  flour  for  confectionery  and  the  like 
exported  (especially  from  Hertfordshire) 
to  Scotland.    But  this  bore  no  proportion 
to  the  whole  consumption.  { 

Lord  McnUagh  saidi  that  the  argu« . 


meat  of  bis  noble  Friend  (Esrl  Radnpjr) 
was  con^plete,  and  showed  from  the  Cus- 
tom-house returns,  which  could  not  be 
impeached  or  disputecJt  that  Scotland  had 
lately  become  an  importing  country  tp  a 
much  greater  extent  than  an  exporlirig 
one.  In  four  of  the  years  referred  to  in 
tbe  returns,  Scotland  imported  more  wheat 
than  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdoyn. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  begged  to  ask 
if  the  noble  Earl  (RadnQr)  meant  to  say, 
that  Scotland  imported  121,000  quarters 
more  than  she  exported  ? 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  was  pre- 
cisely what  he  meant.  He  believed  tbe 
returns  were  correct  in  showing  the  ex- 
cess of  imported  corn  above  the  expprted 
to  be  of  that  large  amount,  but  be  was 
not  prepared  to  take  his  oath  of  It. 

Toe  Earl  of  Olengall  said^  that  in  ex- 
amining the  returns  which  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table,  he  found,  that  from  the  year 
1820  up  to  1838,  or  from  the  year  1828 
up  to  1838,  there  bad  been  an  immense 
progressive  increase  in  tbe  quantity  of 
wheat  exported  from  Ireland.  Recent 
returns  had  shown,  that  the  annual  con- 
sumption of  spirits  in  Ireland  bad  de- 
creased to  the  extent  of  ^i, 800,000  gallon^. 
This  might  naturally  lead  noble  Lords  to 
suppose,  that  there  must  therefore  be  a 
diminished  consumption  of  grain ;  but  the 
efiect  of  the  change  was  to  augment  the 
consumption  of  coffee,  and  therefore  of 
wheaten  bread.  Large  bakipg  establish- 
ments bad  been  opened  in  various  parts 
of  Ireland,  and  thence  the  inference  was 
obvious,  that  a  greater  Quantity  of  Irish 
com  was  now  consumed  at  ;home  than 
formerly  was  the  case. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  was  delighted  to 
hear  such  a  statement,  but  it  certainly 
corroborated  his  conclusion  that  the  ex- 
ports of  Ireland  had  decreased.  Indeed 
it  admitted  the  fact,  and  assigned  a  rea- 
son for  it. 

Lord  Ashhurton  observed,  that  tbe  re- 
turns made  on  the  subject  of  corn,  clearly 
showed  that  from  18?.0  to  18'^.8,  the  quan- 
tity of  corn  produced  in  this  country  af- 
forded a  sufficient  supply  for  tbe  use  pf 
all  its  inhabitants,  and  as  regarded  the 
future,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  9ay«  tbalt 
tbe  vast  improvement  which  bad  pf  late 
years  been  effected  in  agriculture  afforded 
tbe  best  grounds  for  believing  that  we 
should  at  all  times  be  able  to  command 
that  supply.  On  a  former  evening  it  hati 
been  stated,  that  tbe  prices  of  com  at 
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Rotterdam  did  not  fluctuate  to  the  same 
eitent  as  in  London.  Now,  from  the 
report  of  Mr.  Jacob,  it  appeared  that  the 
prices  of  corn  at  Rotterdam  varied  from 
1045.  to  36s.  What  an  outcry  there  would 
be  in  this  country  if  the  fluctuations  in 
our  prices  made  any  approximation  to 
this.  In  the  year  1817  our  price  rose  to 
94s.y  but  never  since  the  enactment  of  the 
present  com  laws  had  there  been  any  such 

Cices  paid.  On  that  and  other  grounds 
\  was  fully  warranted  in  saying,  that  at 
no  time  and  in  no  country  had  there  been 
such  steadiness  in  the  prices  of  corn  as  in 
England  during  the  last  few  years. 
'  The  Earl  of  Wickhw  observed,  that  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  the  (Earl  of  Radnor), 
had  praduced  bis  own  calculation  in  sup- 
port of  the  views  which  he  entertained, 
%thile  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Olen- 
gall)  had  supported  his  opinions  by  refer- 
ences to  printed  documents  accessible  to 
every  noble  Lord.  He  must  say,  that  he 
thought  it  rather  unfair  thus  to  come 
down  unexpectedly  with  statements  and 
calculations  which  were  difficult  to  be 
met,    merely  because  they  were    unex- 

Gcted.  As  he  had  risen  to  address  their 
^rdships,  he  thought  it  only  right  to 
say,  that  in  Ireland  great  improvements 
in  agriculture  had  recently  been  efiected, 
and  therefore  a  great  increase  in  the  cul- 
tivation of  wheat. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  defended  himself 
from  the  charge  of  reading  any  returns 
which  might  not  be  exactiv  accurate.  If 
they  were  not  so,  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  it  was  unintentional  on  his  part. 
He  was  surprised  to  have  heard  the  opin- 
ions just  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, when,  in  1815,  he  had  expressed 
sentiments  exactly  opposed  to  them.  [The 
noble  Lord  read  an  extract  from  a  speech 
of  Mr.  Baring,  on  the  presentation  of  a 
petition  from  the  merchants  of  London  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  strong  approbation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade.] 

Lord  Ashhurton  said,  that  the  opinions 
contained  in  the  speech  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  now  read  for  about  the  hun- 
dtedth  time— were  those  of  a  young  man 
who  had  been  captivated  by  tne  delusive 
doctrines  of  free  trade — particularly  attrac- 
tilre  to  young  minds*  Those  opinions  the 
experience  of  twenty-five  years  had  altered 
to  a  considerable  extent,  though  he  would 
still  say,  had  not  altogether  removed. 

The  Duke  of  WoUington :  it  would  be 


very  desirable,  my  Lords,  when  it  is  inten- 
ded to  bring  forward  subjects  of  this  na- 
ture, that  some  notice  should  be  given  of 
that  intention.  If  that  were  done,  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  would  take  care  to 
have  our  documents  in  our  pockets  as  well 
as  noble  Lords  opposite,  and  then,  I  have 
no  doubt,  that  we  should  be  able  to  meet 
the  calculations  they  bring  forward.  The 
noble  Earl  has  read  a  paragraph  of  a 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ashbur- 
ton)  which  he  made  some  years  ago.  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  sentiments  of  that  speech 
are  perfectly  true  in  relation  to  the  princi- 
ples of  political  economy  in  general — and, 
I  believe,  have  been  acted  upon  by  all  Ad« 
ministrations  in  this  country.  But,  my 
Lords,  you  must  know,  that  the  first  man 
who  brought  forward  those  opinions  (Adam 
Smith),  which  I  have  read,  as  well  as 
noble  Lords  opposite,  made  an  exception 
upon  this  very  subject.  He  excepted  corn 
from  the  doctrines  he  laid  down  as  to  all 
the  other  articles  of  trade.  In  relation  to 
the  subsistence  of  the  people  he  says,  that 
we  roust  always  take  care  to  ensure  that 
subsistence  within  the  country  itself — and 
accordingly  he  excepts  corn  from  the  seve- 
ral doctrines  which  he  lays  down.  I  con- 
fess that  I  have  heard  nothing  during  these 
discussions  to  alter  my  opiuion,  that  the 
Corn-kws  which  were  adopted  almost 
unanimously  in  1828  have  perfectly  an- 
swered the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
intended,  and  have  kept  the  prices  as 
steady  as  the  nature  of  the  commodity 
will  allow.  Yes,  my  Lords,  in  this  conn- 
try,  when  we  have  produced  corn  for  our 
own  subsistence,  and  it  is  our  object  in- 
variably to  produce  it,  prices  have  been 
more  steady  than  in  any  other  country  of 
Europe.  It  is  my  opinion,  on  all  these 
grounds,  that  these  laws  have  operated  as 
successfully  as  any  laws  could  have  done. 
Earl  FitzwilUam  said,  it  would,  perhaps, 
be  necessary  for  both  his  noble  Friend  and 
himself  to  read  Adam  Smith  again,  in 
order  to  be  sufficiently  feimiliar  withhim«^ 
but  his  own  impression  was,  that  Adam 
Smith's  doctrine  was,  that  the  laws  relat* 
ing  to  the  protection  of  corn  were  great 
favourites  with  corn  dealers — not  that  they 
were  really  advantageous  either  to  the 
agriculturists  or  the  public.  He  did  not 
himself  remember  that  Adam  Smith  had 
made  any  very  pointed  exception  with  re- 
spect to  corn,  rrom  the  opinions  whieb  bo 
advocated  with  respect  to  free  trade  in 
general. 


IM 


AtStntmed  Dehate-^  { Mat  1 1 } 


CThifd  Day). 


190 


Hutt  li  Uras  otherwise.     I  am  glad  that  un- 
til tbh  morning  1  was  unacquainted  with 
some  part  of  the  dehate  which  occurred  last 
night.    The  consequence  is^  that  I  come 
here  without,  I  trust,  any  feeling  of  irri- 
tadoil.     I  will  not  nay,  that  the  hon.  Meih- 
ber  for  Newark^  whom  I  will  still  call  ffly 
hon.  Friend,  could  have  intended  to  be  per- 
sonally ofiensiTe  to  one  from  whom  he 
nerer  received  any  personal  provocation.    I 
ant  aitis6ed  of  the  contrary ;  and  the  more 
96  as  some  part  of  the  expressions  imputed 
to  the  hot).  Crentleman  were  of  a  nature  so 
gratifying  to  my  feelings,  that  they  more 
than  compensated  for  the  pain  which  was 
given  by  tf  censure  which  was  not  deserved. 
Avoiding,  therefore,  aity  irritating  expres- 
sion of  my  fecrlings,  avoiding  any  recrirai- 
nadon  or  retort,  1  shall  request  the  attention 
of  thtf  House  for  a  very  few  minutes  to  an 
explanation  of  the  part  which  I  mean  to 
tike  in  the  decision  of  the  question  before 
it.     I  do  not  intend  to  toucn  upon  the  ge- 
neral principles  involved  in  this  debate.     I 
willingly  leave  them  to  rest  on  the  luminous 
and  eloquent  ejcposition  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  to  which  1  feel  it  would 
be  difficult  to  add  anything.  The  questions 
of  detail  I  with  equal  pleasure  leave  to  my 
right  hem.  Friends  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  TrAde,  and  to  other  Gentlemen  whose 
mtimate  knowledge  of  the  commercial  and 
manufaetming  interests  of  the  country  ena- 
ble them  to  speak  with  ati  authority  and 
abiHty  to  which  I  eannot  pretend.    I  onlv 
ofi^  fUyself  to  a  point  on  thisduMion  with 
r^M  to  Which  It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
ixmtinti^  silent    I  shall  endeavour  to  state, 
atf  iftberly  «fid  ai  temperately  as  I  can,  those 
Reasons  which  may  lead  a  persofi  who  has, 
aceordtng  io  his  situation  and  tfhe  measure 
of  his  ability,  made  etertions  and  sacrificed 
to  f«mdv«  fhm  Our  laws  the  stain  of  slavery 
— «  ftetaon  who  is  tonsible  of  the  pecmliar 
responaibility  which  lies  on  him  for  exer* 
tiooi  and  sacrifices,  not  his  own,  on  this 
grsBt  i)[ueStion'**-*hoHeitly  and  properly  to 
iuppori  the  ifiMsure  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
tifnmtM.    My  htm^  Friend  (Mr.  Olad^ 
stoAO),  if  I  rightly  understand  him,  imputes 
to  md,  ttttd  to  those  who  take  the  same 
view  df  thii  moiiott,  sonlti  dereliction  of 
prihdplo.    Nayi  he  speaks  of  Our  llixlty  of 
priodple,  and  ii  eertain  infiatuation  amount- 
ing ta  a  jodiMiit  bllhdftessi  which  marked 
ttie  cotWNwi  of  those  onterhtining  the  samd 
opMoM  M  I  do  with  MgArd  to  slavery,  in 
irWing  tbolr  ttdhe«ioti  to  the  views  of  thd 
Gafmmtnt.  WiMt  is  this  principle  which 


we  have  lost  sight  of?  I  am  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  discover  any  that  we  have  violated. 
1  have  listened  to  speeches  in  this  House : 
I  have  read  the  newspapers :  I  have  looked 
at  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Sandon)  for  the  purpose  of  lighting  upon 
the  great  principle  of  humanity  andnjustice 
which  we  have  been  accused  of  viomting ; 
and  I  have  examined  all  these  sources  m 
vain.  As  to  the  resolution  which  has  been 
laid  before  the  House,  1  do  not  complain  of 
it.  I  do  not  say,  that  it  is  not  a  justifiable 
mode  of  political  warfare;  but  with  any 
Statement  of  a  moral  principle,  it  is  clearly 
not  chargeable.  It,  on  the  contrary,  ap« 
pears  to  me  to  be  a  skilfully  contrived  party 
motion,  the  object  of  which  is  to  perplex 
and  dispossess  the  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
without  committing  their  successor.  I  see 
nothingin  that  motion  which,  if  it  be  carried, 
can  impede  the  success  of  that  principle  of 
free  trade  which  I  devoutly  hone  may  De  ul- 
timately sanctioned,  or  which  can  prevent 
those  now  opposed  to  such  large  and  en- 
lightened views  coming  down  on  some 
future  occasion  to  the  House  with  exactly 
the  same  proposition  as  that  submitted  by 
her  Majesty's  Government.  I  have  read, 
as  I  have  said,  controversial  writings — 1 
have  looked  into  debates,  and  still  I  tiy  in 
vain  to  find  out  the  great  moral  principle 
which  we  are  accused  at  violating.  Is  It 
intended  to  set  up  as  a  law  of  morsuity  thai 
we  ought  not  to  take slave-groWn produce? 
Clearly  not.  That  we  may  use  the  slave- 
grown  eotton  of  the  United  States,  and 
slave-grown  coffee  and  tobacco,  is  not  con- 
tend. And  with  regard  to  sugar  itself, 
that  which  is  the  product  not  only  of  staves, 
but  of  the  slave  trade,  is  not  found  to  be  in- 
terdicted in  large  portions  of  the  British 
empire.  We  do  not  denv  its  use  to  the 
Canadians  or  to  the  people  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope— nay,  we  do  not  deny  it  to  the 
inhabitants  of  these  very  West-Indian 
islands.  What,  th6n,  is  this  moral  prin- 
ciple—this  great  general  law  of  humanity 
and  justice,  which  permits  a  man  to  wear 
slave-grown  cotton  On  his  feet,  and  not 
taste  slave-grown  sugar  in  his  Ced^which 
permits  him  to  smoke  slave-growi)  tobacco, 
and  denies  him  a  palatable  beverage  to 
drink  with  it -^rather,  which  permits  him 
the  enjoyo^ent  of  a  cup  of  slave-grown  cof- 
fee, but  does  not  allow  him  to  sweeten  It 
with  slave-grown  sugar.  Nav,  to  mako 
the  absurdity  more  complete,  which  permits 
slave'gfown  sugar  to  be  imported  loto  New- 
foundland and  BarbadOes,  and  dedares  St 
ihall  not  be  admitted  into  Yorkshire  atid 
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LuiGMhire.    I  ciii  perfectly  understand, 
that  hon.  Gendemen  qpponte  may  have 
reaaons  of  good  weight  why  they  should 
tderate  one,  and  not  the  other ;   but  I  al- 
together deny  they  can  rest  the  dutinction 
on  any  great  ffeneral  law  of  morality.  And 
I  must  say,  wnen  I  contemplate  the  whole 
case  got  up  on  the  opposite  side,  it  seems  to 
me  Uiat  the  distinction  which  has  been 
drawn  partakes  very  much  less  of  moral 
feeling  than  of  party  interests.    As  to  my 
conduct,  and  that  of  those  who  think  with 
me,  I  diall  perhaps  best  defend  it  by  stating 
the  oonnderations  which  weighed  with  my 
own  mind  in  taking  the  course  on  which  I 
have  decided.    Suppose  any  philanthropist 
were  persuaded  himself  of  the  justness  of 
the  step,  and  called  on  us  to  exclude  the 
cotton  of  the  United  States :    suppose  he 
were  to  draw^and  I  fear  he  might  draw 
with  great  truth— a  very  melammolv  pic- 
tore  of  the  moral,  social,  and  physical  evils 
connected  with  the  system  of  slavery  in  the 
southern  parts  of  the  United  Sutes.    Sup- 
pose he  were  to  ask  whether  we  could  con« 
sent  to  receive  three  or  four  million  pounds 
of  cotton  annually,  every  ounce  of  which 
was  the  produce  of  slave  labouri  and  then 
call  on  the  House  to  pass  a  law  interdictine 
by  a  durect  prohibition»  or  by  a  duty  soh^ 
as  to  amount  to  a  direct  prohibition  (whidi 
is  the  case  of  the  foreign  sugar),  the  impor- 
tation of  cotton  from  such  a  quarter-— the 
riffht  hon.  Member  for  Tamwcnrth,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newark,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  would, 
with  one  voice,  pronounoe  such  a  proposition 
inadmissible.    The  reasons  tli^  would  eive 
for  coming  to  such  a  determination,  lam 
sensible  I  could  give  but  very  imperfectly ; 
but  I  think  I  can  state  the  views  which,  in 
soch  a  case,  would  influence  my  own  vote, 
and  then  1  Aall  leave  it  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House  to  say  whether  these  reasons 
do  not  to  a  great  extent  applv  to  the  present 
ease.    I  should  say,  if  such  a  propoation 
were  biogght  on,  "  I  admit  that  slavery  is 
a  great  and  fearful  evil ;  I  admit  that  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  which  are  within  the 
nhere  of  our  power  we  lie  under  a  moral 
obligatioii  to  abolish  it    I  admit  that  no 
cost,  however  great,  should  stand  in  the 
way  of  what  is  so  clear  a  duty  aa  it  ought 
in  that  case  to  be  considered ;   but  the  case 
of  slavery  within  the  control  of  our  own 
power,  and  that  of  slavery  in  a  foreign 
country,  present  sudi  distinct  features  tut 
they  ou^t  to  be  treated  on  perfeetly  diflbr- 
ent  principles.'*     We  have  not  the  sove- 
raign  power  of  the  united  legidature  of  the 


States.    We  cannot  say  to  the  slave  owners 
of  Georgia,  as  we  did  to  those  of  Antigoa, 
"here  is  money  to  reimburse  your  loss;  set 
your  slaves  at  liberty,  admit  them  to  the 
enjoyment  of  freedom  and  to  the  exercise  of 
equid  rights  with  yourselves."     We  can 
ezerdae  no  sudi  direct  control;    we  can 
only  influence  sudi  parties  by  some  in« 
direct  means.    Some  of  these  it  is  dearly 
our  duty  to  use.  Whatever  the  peiauasion, 
the    discussion,    the    moral    power,    the 
arguments,  and  the  practice  which  one 
great  nation  can  effect  with  another,  we 
are  bound  to  resort  to.    1  regard  with  the 
highest    approbation    those  efforts  whidi 
have  been  made  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  the  slave-trade,  throuch  means  of 
English  cruisers,  and  of  making  treaties 
with  foreign  nations  with  the  object  of 
putting  down  that  trade ;  but  if  we  are 
called  on  to  prohibit  all  commercial  inter* 
course  between  countries  employing  slave* 
labour  and  our  own,  if  we  are  called  on 
to  prohibit  the  free  admission   of  their 
produce  into  our  ports,  the  question  pre. 
sents  itself  in  a  very  difirent  wtptdL    I 
am  here  charged,  in  the  first  place,  with 
providing  for  tlie  bapmness  or  onr  own 
oeople.    It  is  committed  in  a  very  difirent 
form  from  that  by  which  the  people  of 
other  countries  are  leeonmended  to  asy 
care.    All  men  have  certain  daims  on  my 
sympathy,  hot  all  have  not  eqoal  daima. 
I  maintain  if  the  State  neglects  that  wUdi 
is  its  oroper  and  legitimate  duty,  a  risk  is 
run  that  boih  the  functions  whieb  Isfiri- 
matdy  bdong  to  it,  and  those  whidi  it 
unnecessarily  usurpsi  will  be  ill  perfocned. 
I  see  in  this  country  a  great  mannlactufing 
population,  drawing  the  materials  of  asann- 
facture  from  a  limited  mafket.    I  see  a 
great  cotton  trsde  carried  on,  whidi  for. 
nishes  nearly  two  miUions  of  people  with 
food,  dothes,  and  firing,  and  I  say,  thai  if 
you  diut  out  slave-grown  cotton,  you  woold 
produce  a  mam  of  misery  amongst  the  peo* 
pie  whom  Providence  has  eonmitted  to 
your  diaige  frightful  toeontemplale;  yon 
would    introduce    desolation    nto    vour 
richly  flourishing  manufactoringdistiieta; 
▼ou  would  reduce  hundreds  on  hnndnds  lo 
b^gary  and  destitution;  you  would  ride 
the    stabilihr   of  your   instjtotioni    and 
when  you  had  done  all  this,  you  would 
have  great  reason  to  doubt  whether  you 
eonlerred  any  great  beoenta  on  the  par* 
tifiilar  dass   for  whom  you  mode  soch 
sacrifices.    You  woold  oMidy  transfor  the 
present  trade  whidi  yoo  cony  on  to  yoor 
livala.     Yoo   would  make   GevoMsiT  a 
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Wanricksbirey  Leipstc  another  Manchester, 
and  without  elevating  one  slave  in  the 
United  States  to  the  position  of  a  freeman, 
you  would  bring  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
your  own  industrious  artisans  to  beggary. 
If  any  person  were  to  come  forward  with 
such  a  proposition,  for  the  exclusion  of 
slave-giown  cotton,  I  think  I  should  be 
justified  in  opposing  it  on  the  grounds  I 
have  stated;  and  it  appears  to  me,  that 
this  motion  should  be  judged  of,  though 
not  quite  to  the  same  extent^  on  the  same 
prindple.  The  question  must  be  looked 
at  as  one  of  expediency.  To  the  best  of 
my  power  I  have  fiiirly  weighed  the  efiect 
likely  to  be  produced  to  the  people  of 
En^and^  by  depriving  them  of  the  market 
of  BraAlsy  which  I  firmly  believe  will  be, 
to  a  great  extents  if  not  altogether,  shut 
out  by  die  continuance  of  your  present 
oofflmercial  law.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
consider  what  effects  will  be  produced  in 
eztingoishing  the  Brazilian  slave-trade  by 
the  influence  which  Great  Britain  would 
neoeasarily  acquire,  if  idie  raened  her 
mulfiets  to  the  Brasilians.  I  have  at- 
tempted to  compare  the  degree  of  unhappi- 
ness,  which  could  possibly  be  removed  from 
the  Brasiliansy  by  retaining  a  commercial 
flfstem  of  lestriction,  with  the  degree  of 
UIlhl^ppine»  inflicted  on  a  people  more 
immediately  placed  under  our  charge,  by  a 
peneveranoe  in  such  a  course  of  policy. 
AAer  makine  this  comparison  it  is  my 
deliberate  opmion  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
adcnt  a  proposition  similar  to  that  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  I  really  cannot 
conceive  how  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  is 
content  to  receive  slave-grown  cotton  can 
pfonounoe  a  departure  from  principle  to 
have  taken  place  in  the  conduct  of  others, 
because  calculations  as  to  the  efiects  of  a 
change  in  our  present  system  by  one  party 
differ  from  the  views  of  the  other.  Nor 
can  I  see  any  inconsistency  in  giving 
twenty  millbns  for  the  abolition  of  a  great 
moral  and  social  evil  which  we  were 
guilty  of  inflicting,  which  was  under  our 
control,  and  which  oppressed  our  fellow- 
subject^,  the  negroes  of  the  Indies ;  and 
aying  we  will  not  pay  what  I  verily 
believe  will  be  a  great  deal  more  than 
twenty  millions,  for  Uie  purpose  of  averting 
what  I  admit  to  be  a  horrible  evil,  but  for 
which  we  aro  not  responsible,  over  which 
we  have  no  direct  control,  which  we 
cannot  abolish,  and  which  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  we  should,  by  taking  such  a 
coarse,  at  all  diminish.  It  has  been  said, 
that  foreign  nations  will  look  with  aston- 
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ishment  at  the  inconsistency  displayed  by 
parties  on  this  question.  I  do  believe  that 
foreigners  will  be  surprised  when  they 
look  into  this  question^  and  see  the  different 
conduct  pursued  by  those  when  a  great 
monopoly  was  connected  with  the  contin- 
uance of  slavery  in  our  dominions,  and  the 
scruples  now  raised  concerning  it,  when 
carried  on  in  a  foreign  country.  And  if 
foreigners  carry  their  curiosity  far  enough, 
and,  looking  into  the  public  lives  of  those 
wbo  have  come  forward  on  this  occasion, 
compare  the  present  division  with  those 
that  took  place  formerly,  and  particularly 
in  1823,  they  may  perhaps  find  some  reason 
to  be  astonished  that  precisely  the  same 
persons  who  struggled  the  most  vehe- 
mently to  uphold  the  great  evil  for  which 
we  were  directly  responsible,  and  which  it 
was  our  first  duty  to  remove^  were  those 
who  maintained  that  no  sacrifices  wero  too 
great  for  the  extinction  of  an  evil  which 
we  did  not  produce,  and  which  we  wero  in 
no  way  directly  bound  to  romedy.  My 
object  has  been  only  to  show,  that  thero  is 
no  necessary  inconsistency  in  wishing 
to  extirpate  slavery  within  the  British 
Empire,  and,  at  the  same  time,  supporting 
the  proposition  which  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  As  to  the  general 
question,  I  shall  only  say,  that  a  great 
financial  and  commercial  crisis  appears  to 
me  to  have  arrived  at  the  same  time.  For 
the  support  of  the  public  faith,  and  for. 
the  safety  and  dignity  of  the  State,  the 
wants  of  the  rovenue  must  be  supplied. 
For  the  security  of  our  manufactures,  and  to 
protect  them  against  rivalry , our  great  towns 
have  cried  out  for  the  romoval  of  commer- 
cial restrictions.  It  so  happens  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  the  power  by  one 
measuro  to  prop  the  revenue,  and  to  extend 
our  commerce ;  to  make  good  the  deficit  in 
our  supplies,  not  by  making  the  people 
poor,  but,  as  I  conscientiously  believe,  by 
making  them  rich.  I  utterly  deny,  and  I 
can  speak  with  confidence  of  my  own 
feelings  and  opinions,  that  these  measuros 
have  been  thrown  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  a  fit  of  random  despair.  I  deny 
that  I  despaired  of  seeing  the  greater  part 
of  them  carried.  We  have  miscalculated'— 
that  is  unquestionable.  We  well  knew,  in 
the  present  state  of  parties,  that  the 
strength  of  the  Government  alone  was 
utterly  incapabl^of  carrying  them.  But, 
even  after  the  evening  on  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  his 
statement,  and  down  even  to  the  moment 
when  the  noble  Member  for  Liverpool  laid 
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Laaciihire.  I  can  perfectly  undentand^ 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  q)po8ite  may  have 
reaaons  of  good  weight  why  they  should 
tolente  one,  and  not  the  other ;  but  I  al- 
together deny  they  can  rest  the  distinction 
on  any  great  genend  law  of  morality.  And 
I  must  say,  when  I  contemplate  the  whole 
case  got  up  on  the  opposite  side,  it  seems  to 
me  wat  the  distinctbn  which  has  been 
drawn  partakes  veiy  much  less  of  moral 
feeling  than  of  party  interests.  As  to  mv 
conduct,  and  that  of  those  who  think  with 
me,  I  shall  perhaps  best  defend  it  by  stating 
the  considerations  which  weighed  with  my 
own  mind  in  taking  the  course  on  which  I 
have  decided.  Suppose  any  philanthropist 
were  persuaded  himself  of  the  justness  of 
the  step,  and  called  on  us  to  exclude  the 
cotton  of  the  United  States :  suppose  he 
were  to  draw— and  I  fear  he  might  draw 
with  great  truth— a  very  melancholv  pic* 
ture  of  the  moral,  social,  and  physical  evils 
connected  with  the  system  of  slavery  in  the 
southern  parts  of  the  United  States.  Sup- 
pose he  were  to  ask  whether  we  could  con- 
sent to  receive  three  or  four  million  pounds 
of  ootton  annually,  every  ounce  of  which 
was  the  produce  of  slave  labouri  and  then 
call  on  the  House  to  pass  a  law  interdicting 
bj  a  direct  prohibition^  or  by  a  duty  so  high 
as  to  amount  to  a  direct  prohibition  (which 
is  the  case  of  the  foreign  sugar),  the  impor- 
taUon  of  ootton  from  such  a  quarter— the 

3^t  hon.  Member  for  Tamwcvth,  the  hon« 
ember  for  Newark,  and  the  right  hoot 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  would, 
with  one  ▼oice,  pronounce  such  a  proposition 
inadmissible.  The  reasons  they  would  sive 
for  ooming  to  such  a  determination,  f  am 
sensible  I  could  give  but  very  imperfectly ; 
but  I  think  I  can  state  the  views  which,  in 
such  a  case,  would  influence  my  own  vote, 
and  then  1  shall  leave  it  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House  to  say  whether  these  reasons 
do  not  to  a  great  extent  applv  to  the  present 
ease.  I  should  say,  if  such  a  proposition 
were biousht  on,  "I  admit  that  slavery  is 
a  great  and  fearful  evil ;  I  admit  that  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  which  are  within  the 
nhere  of  our  power  we  lie  under  a  moral 
obligatioii  to  abolish  it.  I  admit  that  no 
cost,  however  great,  should  stand  in  the 
way  of  what  is  so  clear  a  duty  aa  it  ought 
in  that  case  to  be  considered ;  but  the  case 
of  slavety  within  the  control  of  our  own 
power,  and  that  of  slavery  in  a  fbrngn 
ooont^i  present  sndi  distinct  features  thai 
they  ought  to  be  treated  on  perfectly  difiev 
ent  priottples.**  We  have  not  the  sove- 
reifii  power  of  the  united  legislature  of  the 


States.    We  eannot  say  to  the  slave  owners 
of  Georgia,  as  we  did  to  those  of  Antigoa, 
"  here  is  money  to  reimbarae  your  loss;  aet 
your  slaves  at  liberty,  admit  them  to  the 
enjoyment  of  freedom  and  to  the  exerciseof 
equid  rights  with  yourselvca."     We  can 
exercise  no  such  direct  control;    we  can 
only  influence  such  parties  by  some  in- 
direct  means.    Some  of  these  it  is  deariy 
our  duty  to  use.   Whatever  the  prrsuasinn, 
the    discussion,    the    moral    power,    the 
arguments,  and  the  practioe  which  one 
great  nation  can  efiect  with  another,  we 
are  bound  to  reaort  to.    I  regard  with  the 
highest    approbation    those  efforts  whidi 
have  been  made  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  the  slave-trade,  throush  means  of 
English  cruisers,  and  of  making  treaties 
with  foreign  nations  with  the  object  of 
putting  down  that  trade ;  but  if  we  ate 
called  on  to  prohibit  all  commercial  inter- 
course between  countries  employing  slave- 
labour  and  our  own,  if  we  aro  called  on 
to  prohibit  the  free  admission   of  their 
proauoe  into  our  ports,  the  question  pre. 
sents  itself  in  a  very  different  aspect.    I 
am  here  charged,  in  the  first  place,  with 
providing  for  the  hapoiness  or  oor  own 
neople.    It  is  committed  in  a  very  different 
form  from  that  by  which  the  people  of 
other  countries  are  reeomnended  to  ny 
care.    All  men  have  certain  claims  on  asy 
sympathy,  but  all  have  not  equal  daima. 
1  maintain  if  the  State  nef^s  that  whidi 
is  its  nroper  and  legitimate  do^,  a  risk  is 
ran  tnat  both  the  functions  which  lemfU 
mately  belong  to  it,  and  those  whidi  it 
unnecessarily  usurpsi  will  be  ill  peffbmed. 
I  see  in  this  country  a  great  manofaeturing 
population,  drawing  the  materials  of  aano* 
facture  from  a  limited  maiket,    I  see  a 
great  cotton  trade  carried  on,  whidi  for- 
nishes  nearly  two  millions  of  people  with 
food,  dothes,  and  firing,  and  I  say,  thai  if 
you  shut  out  slave-grown  cotton,  you  wonU 
produce  a  mass  of  nrisery  amongst  the  peo- 
ple whom  Providence  has  committed  to 
your  charge  frightful  toeontemnlate;  yon 
woold    introduce    desolation    mto    vour 
richly  flourishing  manufiMtOfingdiatnets; 
▼ou  would  reduce  hondrads  on  hnndMs  to 
beggary  and  destittttioii ;  you  would  risk 
the   stability   of  your   institmioaa    and 
when  you  nod  done  all  this^  you  would 
have  great  reaaon  to  doobt  whether  you 
conferred  any  great  benelita  on  the  par* 
ticular  class   for  whom  you  made  onch 
sanrificaa.    You  would  meray  tnnater  the 
present  trade  whidi  yon  cany  on  to  your 
rifala.     Yon   would  amhe   GemanT  ft 
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Warwlckahirey  Leipsic  another  Manchester, 
and  without  elerating  one  slave  in  the 
United  States  to  the  position  of  a  freeman, 
yoa  would  bring  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
jrour  own  industrious  artisans  to  beggary* 
If  any  person  were  to  come  forward  with 
such  a  proposition,  for  the  exclusion  of 
slaye-gfown  cotton^  I  think  I  should  be 
justified  in  opposing  it  on  the  grounds  I 
have  stated  i  and  it  appears  to  me,  that 
this  motion  should  be  judged  of,  though 
not  quite  to  the  same  extent,  on  the  same 
principle.  The  question  must  be  looked 
at  88  one  of  expediency*  To  the  best  of 
my  power  1  have  fairly  weighed  the  effect 
likely  to  be  produced  to  the  people  of 
England,  by  depriving  them  of  the  market 
of  Braails,  which  I  firmly  believe  will  be, 
to  a  great  extent,  if  not  altogether,  shut 
out  by  the  continuance  of  your  present 
coomieicial  law.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
consider  what  effects  will  be  produced  in 
eztingnishing  the  Brasilian  slave-trade  by 
the  influence  which  Great  Britain  would 
neoeasarily  acquire,  if  she  qpened  her 
markets  to  the  Braailians.  i  have  at- 
tempted to  compare  the  degree  of  unhappi- 
nesa,  which  could  possibly  be  removed  from 
the  Brasilians,  by  retaining  a  commercial 
flfstem  of  restriction,  with  the  degree  of 
unhappiness  inflicted  on  a  people  more 
innediately  placed  under  our  charge,  by  a 
perseverance  in  such  a  course  of  policy. 
AAer  making  this  comparison  it  is  my 
deliberate  opmion  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
adopt  a  proposition  similar  to  that  of  her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  really  cannot 
conceive  how  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  is 
content  to  receive  slave^-grown  cotton  can 
pronounce  a  departure  from  principle  to 
have  taken  place  in  the  conduct  of  others, 
because  calculations  as  to  the  eflects  of  a 
change  in  our  present  system  by  one  party 
difler  from  the  views  of  the  other.  Nor 
can  I  see  any  inconsistency  in  giving 
twenty  millions  for  the  abolition  of  a  great 
moral  and  social  evil  which  we  were 
guilty  of  inflicting,  which  was  under  our 
control,  and  which  oppressed  our  fellow- 
subiects(»  the  negroes  of  the  Indies ;  and 
saymg  we  will  not  pay  what  I  verily 
bdieve  will  be  a  great  deal  more  than 
twenty  millions,  for  uie  purpose  of  averting 
what  I  admit  to  be  a  horrible  evil,  but  for 
which  we  are  not  responsible,  over  which 
we  have  no  direct  control,  which  we 
cannot  abolish,  and  which  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  we  should,  by  taking  such  a 
course,  at  all  diminish.  It  has  been  said, 
that  foreign  nations  will  look  with  aston- 
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ishment  at  the  inconsistency  disphyed  by 
parties  on  this  question*  I  do  believe  that 
foreigners  will  be  surprised  when  they 
look  into  this  question,  and  see  the  diflerent 
conduct  pursued  by  those  when  a  great 
monopoly  was  connected  with  the  contin- 
uance of  slavery  in  our  dominions,  and  the 
scruples  now  raised  concerning  it,  when 
carried  on  in  a  foreign  country.  And  if 
foreigners  carry  their  curiosity  far  enough, 
and,  looking  into  the  public  lives  of  those 
who  have  come  forward  on  this  occasion, 
compare  the  present  division  with  those 
that  took  place  formerly,  and  particularly 
in  1823,  they  may  perhaps  find  some  reason 
to  be  astonished  that  precisely  the  same 
persons  who  struggled  the  most  vehe- 
mently to  uphold  the  great  evil  for  which 
we  were  directly  responsible,  and  which  it 
was  our  first  duty  to  remove,  were  those 
who  maintained  that  no  sacrifices  were  too 
great  for  the  extinction  of  an  evil  which 
we  did  not  produce,  and  which  we  were  in 
no  way  directly  bound  to  remedy.  My 
object  has  been  only  to  show,  that  there  is 
no  necessary  inconsistency  in  wishing 
to  extirpate  slavery  within  the  British 
Empire,  and,  at  the  same  time,  supporting 
the  proposition  which  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House*  As  to  the  general 
question,  I  shall  only  say,  that  a  great 
financial  and  commercial  crisis  appears  to 
me  to  have  arrived  at  the  same  time;  For 
the  support  of  the  public  faith,  and  for. 
the  safety  and  dignity  of  the  State,  the 
wants  of  the  revenue  must  be  supplied. 
For  the  security  of  our  manufactures,  and  to 
protect  them  against  rivalry, our  great  towns 
have  cried  out  for  the  removal  of  commer- 
cial restrictions.  It  so  happens  that  her  Ma» 
jesty's  Government  have  the  power  by  one 
measure  to  prop  the  revenue,  and  to  extend 
our  commerce ;  to  make  good  the  deficit  in 
our  supplies,  not  by  making  the  people 
poor,  but.  as  I  conscientiously  believe,  by 
making  them  rich.  I  utterly  deny,  and  I 
can  speak  with  confidence  of  my  own 
feelings  and  opinions,  that  these  measures 
have  been  thrown  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  a  fit  of  random  despair.  I  deny 
that  I  despaired  of  seeing  the  greater  part 
of  them  carried*  We  have  misodculated— - 
that  is  unquestionable.  We  well  knew,  in 
the  present  state  of  parties,  that  the 
strenffth  of  the  Government  alone  was 
utterly  incapabl^of  carrying  them.  But, 
even  after  the  evening  on  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoiequer  made  his 
statement,  and  down  even  to  the  moment 
when  the  noble  Member  for  Liverpool  laid 
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liis  motion  on  the  Table,  I  had  hopes  that 
there  were  persons  on  the  other  side,  who 
from  a  patriotic  feeling,  from  a  just  con- 
sideration of  the  necessities  of  the  State, 
would  as,  to  do  them  justice,  they  had 
done  on  many  other  occasions — have  come 
forward,  and  without  relaxing  their  general 
opposition  to  the  Government,  have  assisted 
that  Government  in  meeting  the  dilficulties 
which  pressed  on  the  country.  Their 
support  would  undoubtedly  have  enabled 
the  Government  to  carry  the  material  parts 
of  the  Budget,  including  that  now  under 
debate.  These  calculations  have  turned 
out  to  be  unfounded.  But  the  seed  we 
have  sown  is  not  lost.  I  feel  a  firm  con- 
viction that  at  no  distant  period  these  great 
reforms  we  have  proposed  in  our  oommer. 
cial  system  will  become  the  law  of  the 
land.  I  don't  expect,  when  that  time  comes 
we  shall  occupy  these  benches,  but  when- 
ever it  arrives,  I  shall  not  deny  my  adhesion 
tp  the  principles  of  that  great  party  to 
which  I  am  unalterably  attached.  It  is  not 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  that  party, 
that  they  yielded  the  harvest  to  those  who 
did  not  bear  the  burden  and  heat  of  the 
day.  It  is  not  the  first  time  they  have 
been  eager  supporters  of  a  measure  which 
they  believed  likely  to  promote  the  public 
good,  whatever  were  the  motives,  or  how- 
ever tardy  the  admission  in  its  favour  of 
the  party  which  brought  it  forward. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  reluctant  as 
he  felt  at  all  times  to  trespass  on  the  in- 
dulgence  of  the  House,  he  felt,  that  he 
was  under  peculiar  disadvantage  in  having 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
whose  eloquence  the  House  mu3t  always 
listen  with  pleasure.  His  only  ponsq- 
lation,  however,  in  doin^  sot  was  the 
strength  of  the  c^use  which  he  advoca- 
ted-r  a  strength,  of  which  no  greater 
proof  could  be  given  than  by  the  weakness 
of  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man against  it,  and  in  support  of  his  own 
conristency.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  only  repeated  arguments,  every  one, 
of  which  had  been  used  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  on  the  in- 
troduction of  the  measure,  and  which  had 
been  so  completely  answered  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets.  The  whole  scope  and  end  of 
those  arguments  went  to  prove  that  the 
Opposition  were  inconsistent  in  their  con- 
duct, because  they  consented  to  receive 
slave-grown  produce,  and  at  the  same  time 
opposed  the  proposition  of  the  noble  |jord, 
on  the  ^ound  that  it  encouraged  slavery. 


and  stimulated  the  Slave-trade.  Cut  what 
was  the  actual  state  of  the  case?  Werie 
they  to  be  told  by  %\\e  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  becfiuse  they  could  not  parry  out 
to  the  fullest  extent  a  measure  just  aQ4 
good  in  itself  that  they  should  abandon  it 
altogether,  without  eqdeavouring  to  pbtain 
a  portion  of  it,  or  that,  because  thoy  could 
not  get  a  sufficient  supply  of  cptton,  the 
product  of  free  labour,  they  were  not  alone 
to  stop  the  manufacturing  industry  of  the 
country,  but  also  to  give  encouragement  to 
the  products  of  slavery  in  another  forpn? 
Were  they,  in  short,  to  be  told,  that,  h^. 
cause  they  could  not  get  any  but  slave- 
grown  cotton,  that  they  were  also  to  take 
slave-grown  sugar  from  foreign  nations, 
although  they  had  a  full  knowledge  of  the 
fact  that  the  free  labour  of  our  own  colo- 
niefT  produced  more  than  sufficient  of  that 
article  for  the  consumption  qf  the  country? 
He  was  greatly  astonished  to  (ind  any  one 
of  the  right  hon.  Gcntleipan's  nf^me  argu- 
ing that  the  efforts  of  ^his  country  for  the 
suppression  of  slavery  should  be  confined 
to  our  own  dominions^  and  that  they  should 
not  be  likewise  directed  to  the  benefit  of 
slaves  in  other  couutries;  and  that  ^ny 
attempt  to  extinguish  slavery  in  foreign 
states,  should  be  characterised  by  him  as 
quixotic  and  absurd.  He  would  ask  the, 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  such  were  hi^  opi« 
nioui  why  not,  as  a  Me^nber  of  her  Ma« 
jesty's  Government,  at  onoe  put  a  stop  to 
the  wastq  of  human  life  ou  the  African 
cos^t,  at  our  inspect ive  stfttipns  established 
there  for  suppression  of  the  Slave-trade? 
That  yfoM  be  only  consistent  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  course  of  furgument« 
for  thpre  was  no  furtl^er  need  of  them  as  far 
as  our  own  colonies  were  concerned.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  infer 
that,  because  domestic  slavery  could  not  be 
put  down  in  the  United  States  of  America^ 
nothing  should  be  done  towards  its  preven. 
tion  in  Cuba  and  the  Br^^ils  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  former 
debates  in  that  Hoqse  for  the  purpose  of 
charging  hqn.  Gentlemen  on  h^  (Sir  G. 
Clerk's)  side  of  the  House,  with  inconsis- 
tency in  their  present  opposition  to  the 
plan  of  the  Government,  and  th^  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  more  than  insinuated  that 
that  opposition  was  the  result  of  a  ne\^- 
bom  zeal  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  But- 
he  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  denied  the  truth  of  the 
charge  and  the  propriety  of  the  insinua- 
tion ;  and  he  maintained  that  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House,  who 
had  been  in  Pfirliiiment  since  Mr.  C^n* 
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ntng's  reiolutions  of  1823,  had  unifurmlf 
supported  erery  proposition  having  for  its 
effect  the  practical  abolition  of  slavery. 
But  botr  did  the  case  stand  with  regard  to 
I  be  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  col- 
leagues? The  hon.  Member  for  Wigan^ 
broufl^t  fiorward  a  motion  in  the  course  of 
the  hst  Session  of  Parliament,  for  the 
admission  of  foreign  sugar  to  the  English 
market,  on  the  same  terms  as  those  now 
proposed ;  and  the  hon.  Member  in  bring- 
ing it  forvard  stated,  that  though  he  Iiad 
endeavoured  to  distinguish  between  slave- 
grown  sugar  and  free-grown  sugar,  he 
found  it  impossible,  and  therefore  left  the 
distinction  untouched.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was,  however,  opposed  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government — not  on  the  ground  of 
protection  to  the  colonies,  not  even  on  the 
ground  of  finance ;  for  it  was  admitted  that 
the  revenue  would  be,  in  all  probability, 
bettered  by  it,  but  on  the  ground  that  to 
adopt  it  would  be  to  give  a  direct  encour- 
agement to  slavery.  On  that  ground,  and 
on  that  ground  alone,  it  was  opposed  by 
the  right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  by  the  hoo.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  city  of  Dublin,  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  by 
other  hoo.  Members;  and  in  the  list  of  the 
division  that  took  place  on  that  occasion  was 
to  be  found  no  less  a  name  than  that  of  the 
right  hoo.  tha  Secretary  at  War.  If  the 
right  h<in.  G^deman  then  entertained  the 
opinion  that  putting  down  slavery  in  the 
Aitiah  colonies  was  quite  sufficient  for  thb 
Diiunlry ,  and  that  it  was  quiyotic  to  attempt 
to  put  it  down  is  Cuba  and  in  the  Brasils, 
why  did  he  not  vote  for  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  fqr  Wigan  on  the  same  prin- 
ciples as  he  now  advocated  ?  Why  did  he 
yote  against  it  f  Before,  then,  the  right 
hop.  Gentleman  charged  inconsistency 
agaipft  his  (Sir  G.  Cleiic's)  ride  of  the 
Hoii«e,  he  should  have  looked  to  his  own 
side;  for  there  he  would  have  found  a 
move  recent  instance  of  inconsistency  with 
tegBod  to  this  very  question,  in  the  course 
pursued  last  Sewion  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleipan  and  his  colleagues.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  had>  however, 
one  great  merit — it  was  confined  to  the 
questioii  before  the  House,  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  sugar  duties.  Knowing  the 
weakness  of  the  case  of  the  pow  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  opposite,  he  was  not  surprised  at 
their  an^ipus  e^brts  to  withdraw  from  the 
sqbjec^  in  debate  as  niuch  as  possible,  and 
tp  cover  their  retreat  by  the  introduction  of 
afamict  topics,  and  vague  general  declams- 


tion  on  principles  wholly  irrelevant  to  the 
issue.  Nothing  could  show  more  clearly 
that  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  were  unanswer- 
able, and  that  the  statements  made  respect- 
ing the  supply  of  colonial  sugar  could  not  be 
met  by  the  Government.  Everything 
showed  that  that  supply  had  increased,  was 
increasing,  and  would  increase  ;  that  at  pre. 
sent  it  was  quite  sufficient,  that  it  would 
soon  meet  the  demands  of  an  increased  con- 
sumption, and  ultimately  so  much  increase 
aa  to  make  the  country  once  more  a  sugar- 
exporting  country,  as  it  had  been  previous 
to  the  emancipation  of  the  negroes  in  the 
West- India  colonies;  and  when  therefore, 
the  price  of  sugar  in  this  country,  would 
be  regulated  by  the  price  in  the  conti- 
nental markets.  The  great  object  of  hon* 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  seemed  to 
be,  however,  not  to  consider  the  subject 
in  connection  with  those  facts,  but  to 
lay  down  certain  abstract  principles,  and 
then  to  cry  out  that  those  who  op- 
posed the  Government  proposition  re- 
specting the  sugar  duties  were  the  oppo- 
nents of  free  trade.  No  hon.  Member 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  he  believed,  de- 
nied abstractedly  the  advantages  of  free 
trade  to  a  community,  but  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  abstract  propositions  were  al- 
ways pFacticable^  for  in  the  present  case 
they  were  clearly  not  so*  No  one  denied 
the  truth  of  the  general  principle  that  it 
was  advantageous,  to  purchaae  any  article 
we  required  in  the  market,  where  we  could 
procure  it  at  the  lowest  price.  But  as  in 
Mechanics  and  Dynamics  a  formula  might 
h»  laid  down  and  its  truth  demonstrated, 
yet  when  it  came  to  be  taken  by  actual 
experiment,  the  results  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent, because  it  was  necessary  to  make 
allowance  for  raotipn,  resistance  of  the  air, 
or  other  disturbing  causes ;  so  in  political 
economy,  there  were  disturbing  causes  which 
prevented  them  from  carrying  into  full  ef- 
fect abstract  principles  which  no  person  va& 
4i6posed  to  cpntest.  In  this  country,  es- 
pecially, these  disturbing  forces  bad  great 
power,  from  the  highly  artificial  condition 
of  society  which  existedt  We  had  a  national 
debt,  the  interest  and  charges  on  which  ex- 
ceeded all  the  other  expenses  of  the  coun- 
try ;  the  consequence  of  which  was,  that 
competition  with  nations  without  any  such 
burden,  in  the  cheapness  of  production  from 
human  labour,  was  out  of  the  question.  If 
it  could  be  imagined  that  foreign  countries 
would  always  msintaiu  pacific  and  frisndly 
H2 
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relationa  with  this  country,  tbey  nughti  no 
doubt,  withdraw  many  protections  which 
were  now  necessary — not  for  the  protection 
of  individual  or  class  interests  merely,  but 
of  the  great  interests  of  the  nation  at  large. 
One  class  of  articles  that  came  under  that 
category  was  corn.     It  was  of  the  highest 
importance  that  as  to  one  of  the  first  neces- 
saries of  life  this  country  should,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  independent  of  foreign  supply. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  it  was  as  absurd 
to  establish  any  protection  as  between  the 
inhabitants  of  one  country  and  the  inhabi- 
tants of  rther  countries,  as  it  would  be  to 
interfere  with  the  competition  between  the 
different  classes  of  tradesmen  in  the  same 
town  or  between  those  in  the  same  town 
who  followed  the  same  trade ;   that  it  was 
as  absurd  to  raise  the  price  of  com  by  affor- 
ding a  moderate  protection  to  our  own  a^i- 
cultural  interest,  as  it  would  be  for  the 
blacksmith  to  refuse  the  assistance  of  the 
carpenter  in  the  manufacture  of  various  ar- 
ticles of  furniture ;   but  it  was  to  be  recol- 
lected that  foreign  countries  might  from  na- 
tional jealousy  and  other  causes  not  always 
take  the  same  benevolent  and  philanthropic 
views  which  alone  entered  into  the  con- 
templation of  hon.  Members  opposite.  Why 
did  this  country  maintain  its  navigation 
laws  }    Because  it  had  been  considered  ne- 
cessary to  encourage  M>  jreat  a  commercial 
marine  as  would  he  sufficient  to  supply  a 
navy  able  to  maintain  the  honour  and  dig- 
nity of  this  country ;  but  if  it  were  certain 
that  no  disputes  would  ever  take  place  with 
foreign  powers— if  it  were  certain  that 
our  colonial  possessions  and  our  mercantile 
marine  were  exposed  to  no  ri^  of  hostile 
aggression— then  he  agreed  that  the  argu- 
ments would  be  strong  for  the  repeal  of  all 
our  navigation  laws;    because  it  might  be 
shown  that  we  could  obtain  foreign  seamen 
for  lower  wa^  than  British  seamen,  and 
under  those  circumstances  it  would  be  ab- 
surd to  employ  the  seamen  at  the  higher 
wages.    That  would  be  true  if  under  no 
circumstances  could  they  be  obliaed  to  fall 
back  upon  their  commercial  marue  for  the 
safety  of  the  country.      He  remembered, 
that  in  the  finance  committee  of  1828,  Sir 
Geor^  Cockbume  had  said,  in  answer  to  a 
question  by  the  hon.  Membco'  for  Kilkenny, 
as  to  what  was  the  proper  naval  force  in  the 
time  of  peace,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  state  any  precise  number  of  ships  and 
men ;  but  that  if  they  could  show  him  that 
the  commercial  marine  of  the  country  was 
at  no  time,  and  under  no  circumstances, 
likely  to  be  exposed  to  hostile  aggression. 


then  he  should  say,  that  they  would  requira 
no  ships  of  war ;   but  it  was  because  the 
great  interests  of  the  country  were  always 
exposed  and  liable  to  such  dangers,  that  it 
was  necessary  to  surround  then  with  theae 
protections.     He  admitted,  that  the  amount 
of  protection  and  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
to  be  afforded,  always  presented  fair  matter 
of  discussion ;  and  further,  he  thought  that 
it  was  incumbent  on  those  who  claimed 
such  protection,  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  House  and  the  country,  that  the 
amount  which  they  asked  for  was  not  be> 
yond  what  the  circumstances  of  the  case  and 
the  peculiar  nature  of  the  trade  or  interest 
absolutely  required.     He  would  ejmly  that 
principle  to  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  the  sugar  duties.     It  was  a  fact  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands,  that  such  was  the  fer- 
tility of  Cuba*  and  such  the  quality  of 
Cuba   sugar,  it  was   possible    to    obtain 
from  that  island  sugar  to  an  unlimited  ex- 
tent of  superior  quality  and  lower  price 
than  from  our  own  colonies.    Of  course, 
therefore,  on  the  principle  of  political  econo- 
my, that  you  should  buy  an  article  wher* 
ever  you  can  get  it  cheapest  and  best,  the 
question  was  at  end  ;  but  there  entered  inte 
this   question  considerations  of  a  much 
hiffher  nature  than  those  mora  sordid  con- 
si&rations  upon  which  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  dwcut  so  madi ;  and  the  people  of 
this  country,  however  mudi  they  might 
feel  the  pressure  of  high  prices,  and  how* 
ever  much  they  might  be  exposed  to  priva- 
tion, would  cheerfully  consent  to  pav  thoae 
high  prices,  and  to  suffer  that  privation,  m- 
ther  than  obtain  better  sugar  at  a  lower 
price,  by  abandoning  measures  in  the  suc- 
cess of  which  they  had  evinced  the  greatest 
interest,  and  for  which  they  had  ^reay 
made  tremendous  sacrifices.     Had  any  an- 
swer been  given  to  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  as  to  the  supply  which  might  rea- 
sonably be  expected  from  our  own  posses- 
sions next  year  ?     He  was  surprised,  that 
after  those  statements,  no  Member  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  had  risen  and  offered 
to  the  House  any  explanation  with  regard 
to  them.     Last  night,  indeed,  after  three 
days'  oonsideration,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had,  he  would   not  say 
attempted,  to  answer  those  statements,  but 
had  expressed  some  reasons  why  he  doubted 
their  accurKV,  and  the  rea«m  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  was,  that  he 
had  received  estimates  from  different  quar* 
ters,  and  they  did  not  entirely  correspond. 
The  hon*  Member  far  the  Tower  Hamleta 
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had  Idd  them  that  there  would  be^  in  all 
probabDity^  a  supply  from  our  own  posses- 
aons  of  240,000  tons  during  the  course  of 
next  year,  and  some  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  sugar   trade  in    Liverpool  had 
stated  a  larger  amount,  but  the  only  differ- 
ence was  between  240,000  and  260,000 
tons;     and    if   tbe   right   hon.    Gentle- 
man chose  to  adopt  the  smaller  amount  and 
even  to  make  a  large  deduction  from  it, 
still    there    would    be   a  greater  supply 
than    the  consumption   when   the  prices 
were  at  the  lowest  required.     What,  then, 
must  be  the  effect  of  the  introduction  of 
any  quantity  beyond  that  which  might 
fiurly  be  considered  the  maximum  of  con- 
aumption?     What  was  to  become  of  the 
surplus  of  40,000  or  60,000  tons?     That 
surplus  must  be  exported  to  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  and  the  necessary  consequence  was, 
that  the  prices  must  be  reduced  to  the 
level  of  the  European  markets.    Such  a 
result  was  indeed  most  desirable,  but  it 
would  involve  a  great  dereliction  of  prin- 
ciple, if,  under  such  circumstances,  we  ad- 
mitted into  our  markets  Brazilian  sugar; 
because  then  what  became  of  the  argu. 
ments  founded  on  the  necessity  of  concili- 
ating the  Brazilian  government,  and  in- 
ducing them  to  take  our  manufactures  by 
taking  their  sugar  ?      As   long  as  they 
wanted  our  hardware  they  would  purchase 
it  from   this  country,  whether  we  took 
thdr  sugar  for  consumption,  or  continued 
to  be  the  carriers  of  sugar  for  other  nations. 
He    supposed    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite 
thought  they  were  guilty  of  great  incon- 
sistency if  they  became  the  medium  of 
transokitting    Brazilian    sugar    from    the 
ooost  of  Brazil  to  foreign  countries.     No 
doubt  any  principle  carried  to  an  extreme 
point  would  lead  to  inconsistencies;  and 
suppose  they  desisted  to  be  carriers,  if  the 
Brasilians  had  no  other  means  of  paying 
fer  commodities,  except  in  sugar,  it  could 
be  of  no  consequence  whether  we  were  the 
carriers,  or  whether  the  sugar  was  carried 
in  French  ships.     But,  suppose  they  acted 
on  that  prindple^  and  ceased  to  be  carriers, 
what  would  be  the  consequence  of  carrying 
out  that  principle  to  its  full  extent  ?     Not 
only  most  they  refuse  to  have  any  inter- 
oouxse  with  any  nation  where  slavery  ex- 
ited—bat  they  must  also  refuse  to  have 
any  commercial  intercourse  with  any  na- 
tion which  had  not  the  same  scruples  q^ 
that  subject  with  themselves — but  because 
Uiey  could  not  carry  out  that  principle  to 
its  full  extent,  especially  as    to  articles 
which  tbqr  could  only  obtain  from  coun« 


tries  where  slavery  did  exist,  were  they 
justified  in  doing  less  than  they  were  able, 
and  adopting  measures  which  had  a  direct 
tendency  to  encourage  slavery  ?  The  sugar 
growers  of  the  Brazils  had  the  European 
markets  whether  we  carried  their  sugar  or 
not — and  therefore  we  did  not  increase  the 
trade  by  being  the  medium  of  transmis- 
sion I  but  if  we  admitted  it  into  this  coun- 
try, and  by  its  admission  displaced  our  own 
c'jlonial  sugar,  we  opened  a  new  market 
for  the  slave-grown  sugar,  which  it  was 
completely  in  our  power  to  close  against 
them — and  we  were  guilty  of  a  dereliction 
of  principle  by  great  additional  encourage- 
ment to  the  slave-trade,  especially  at  the 
present  moment,  when  there  was  a  pros- 
pect of  a  large  supply  from  the  East  and 
West  Indies.     This  proposition  was  a  pe- 
culiarly unnecessary  and    gratuitous  en- 
couragement of  slavery.     When  the  great 
experiment  of  emancipation  was  complete, 
and  the  state  of  the  labourers  in  the  West 
Indies  was  better  understood,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  those  colonies  would,  as  formerly, 
send  a  supply  averaging  about  25  per  cent, 
more  than  sufficient  for  home  consumption. 
No  advantage  to  the  revenue  could  be  expec- 
ted from  this  proposition,  because  whatever 
amount  of  duty  was  derived  from  the  ad- 
mission of  foreign   sugar,   could  only  be 
obtained  by   the   exclusion  of    an    equal 
amount  of  sugar  the  growth  of  the  British 
possessions.   But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
anticipated  an  increase  in  the  revenue  of 
600,000/.  from  that  source.    Now,  what 
quantity  of  sugar  at  the  differential  duty  of 
12«.  must  be  admitted  to  raise  that  sum  ? 
About50,000  tons,  aquantity  equal  to  aquar- 
terof  the  whole  consumption.  Could  it,  then, 
be  contended,  that  the  opening  of  so  large  a 
market  would  not  offer  the  greatest  possi* 
ble  stimulus  to  the  slave-trade.^     It  was 
calculated  to  increase  the  miseries  of  those 
who  were  already  slaves,  and  to  cause  the 
importation  of  an  unlimited  number  of  un- 
fortunate Africans.     The  only  other  view 
in  which  this  question  could  be  regarded 
was  its  effect  upon  the  consumer.     The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  taken   the   present  price  of  foreign 
sugar,  and,  adding  to  that  the  duty  of 
36^.,  or  37f.  6d,,  had  stated  a  result  of 
59^.  6d.  as  the  average  price  of  foreign 
sugar  j  and  also,  taking  the  present  price 
of  colonial  sugar,  and  adding  the  duty  of 
25^.,  the  noble  Lord  had  made  the  average 
price   of  colonial  sugar  about  6ls,;  that 
was  a  difference  of  1^.  6d,  in  favour  of  the 
consumer.    But  that  statement  was  made 
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on  Friday  last ;  and  already,  owing  to  the 
increased  supply,  tbe  gazette  price  of  co- 
lonial sugar  had  so  fallen  as  to  leave  no 
difference  between  that  and  the  price  of 
foreign  sugar,  according  to  the  calculation 
of  the  noble  Lord.     But  what  effect  could 
the  difi'erence  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
supposed,  have  for  the  poor  consumer,  who 
could  only  purchase  lib.  or  l^lb.  of  sugar 
out  of  his  week's  earnings  ?     He  was  not 
surprised  to  find,  that  a  petition  had  been 
presented  from  the   wholesale  and    retail 
grocers  of  London>  in  favour  of  this  scheme; 
because  it  was  clear,  that  if  the  price  of 
sugar  were  to  fall  1^.  6<i.,  the  whole  of 
that  sum  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  that 
class  of  persons,  and  no  advantages  could, 
by  po!«sibility,  be  derived  by  those  who 
were  obliged  to  buy  very  small  quantities 
at  a  time.     When  taxes  upon  articles  were 
reduced  even  to  such  an  extent  as  to  pro- 
duce a  large  amount  of  revenue,  it  was  well 
known,  that  the  poor  consumer  derived  no 
good  from  that  reduction,  he  found  no  dif- 
ference in  the  price  of  the  article  ;  for  the 
whole  of  that  difference  was  distributed 
among,  and  absorbed  by  the  various  par- 
ties through  whose  hands  the  article  passed 
in  the  coun>e  of  trade,  before  it  descended 
to  the  poor  consumer.      There  could  be 
little  doubt,  that  they  were  indebted  for 
this  proposition  of  her  Majesty's  Gorem- 
tnent,  to  the  Import  Duties  Committee  of 
last  year,  to  which  he  thought  an  undue 
degree  of  importance  had  been  attached. 
He  regretted,  that  other  engagements  had 
prevented  his .  attendance  upon  that  com- 
mittee ;  but  he  had  read  the  evidence  and 
report  attentively,  and  he  admitted,  that  it 
contained  important  statements  made  by 
gentlemen  whose  opinions  were  entitled  to 
respect— such  as  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  present  Secretary,  and 
Mr.  Porter,  also  a  gentleman   connected 
with  that  board ;  but  he  did  not^  on  this 
occasion,  attach  so  much  weight  as  gene- 
rally he  should  be  disposed  to  do  to  these 
statements ;  and  he  was  supported  in  that 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  had  stated  the  other  night,  that  those 
statements  contained  great  exaggerations, 
and  that  the  calculations  were  erroneous. 
Still  that  report  had  gone  out  to  the  coun- 
try with  the  weight  of  those  names,  and 
without  any  contradiction^  for  six  months. 
He  was  not,  therefore,  surprised,  that  those 
opinions  had  been  supposed  to  come  with 
the  authority  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  her  Majesty's  Government  j 
and  in  consequence  of  that,  many  persons 


had  been  induced  to  sign  petitions  without 
duo  consideration.     There  was  the  petition 
which  had  been  presented  on  the  night  of 
the  Budget,  from  the  merchants  and  trad- 
ers of  the  city  of  London,  and  which  the 
right  hon.  Getitleman  had  considered  of  so 
much  importance,  that  he  read  it  again 
last  night.     What  had  occurred  in  the  in- 
terval?    ^A  petition  had  been   presented 
from  many  of  the  leading  merchants  of 
Londopi  saying,  that  when  they  signed  the 
former  petition,  they  were  not  aware  of 
the  objects  and  intentions  of  the  Giovem* 
mcnt.     They  knew  very  well  how  peti* 
tions  were  got   up,  and   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Preddent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  needed  not  to  have  read  so  repaat* 
edly  that  petition  which  seemed  to  nave 
been  the  strongest  argument  he  had  in  his 
blue  box.     But  what  was  the  recommendii 
ation  of  the  evidence  before  the  Sugar 
Committee  ?     It  was,  that  a  reduction  of 
Is.  6d.  would  do  no  good  whatever  to  the 
consumer,  and    that  it  was  necessary  to 
make  such  a  reduction,  as,  that,  upon  a 
pound  of  sugar  something  valuable  to  the 
poor  man   could   be  taken    off.      Unless 
9s.  Ad*  on  the  cwt-,  which  would  give  a 
reduction  of  Id.  in  the  pound,   were  pro- 
posed, he  could  not  understand  how  the 
poor  could  be  benefited.     Such  a  reduction 
would  increase  the  consumption,  and  be  a 
great  boon  to  the  consumer.     This  was 
no  new  doctrine  of  his.     He  had  voted 
in  1831,   in  a  minority,  for  the  reduc» 
tion  of  the  duty  on  sugar;  but  the  ar. 
gument  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  against  such  a  reduction  then,  was, 
that  the  state  of  the  revetiue  would  not 
permit  it.     It  was  opposed  by  Lord  Althorp 
and  by  Mr.  P*  Thomson  then  on  the  ground 
of  there  not  being  a  surplus  of  revenue 
of  more  than  300,(K)0^     How,  then,  could 
a  reduction  be  asked  at  present,  when  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  1,800^000/.     The  hon. 
Member    for    Kilkenny    might    be    oon* 
sistent   in    voting  for  a  reduction  in  the 
revenue,  for  it   was  only  from  a  &U* 
ing  off*  in  it,  that  he  oould  hope  to  force 
the  Government  to  that  economy  whieh 
he  advocated.     But  was  that  the  poliey  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer?    The 
budget  of  1840  was  on  a  different  princii^e 
from  the  present.     It  was  then  said,  that 
taxation  could  bear  an  increase  of  5  per 
cent.,  and  that  the  customs  and  excise  reve^ 
ifne  would  improve  by  that  increase.    But 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  (Sir  G.  Clerk'k) 
side  of  the  House  on  that  occasion  deny  the 
principle  that  excess  of  taxation  would  be 


«0« 


Adjfoumed  Debate 


{May  11} 


(  Third  Day  ). 


206 


Injorioufi  to   the  revenue?      Borne  hon. 
Gentletnen  had  argued,  that  nothing  was 
to  be  done  but  to  take  off  taxation,  and, 
Ikat  sttdi  was  the  elasticity  of  the  country, 
thiit  the  re?eiiue  would  increans*      The 
same  thing  was  said  of  the  Post-office,  and 
when  thera  was  a  deficiency  of  1,200,000/., 
thote  hon«  Gentlemen  had  the  power  to 
ibree  the  Chahoellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
leduoe  the  postage.     He  would  not,  then, 
speak  of  the  benefits  of  such  a  aieasure, 
bat^  he  would  ask,  what  were  its  results? 
Before  the  reduction  of  taxation,  the  net 
produce   was   1,600,000/.      What  was  it 
during  the  four  quarters  of  the  last  year  ? 
For  the  quarter  ending  July  5,  1840,  the 
net  produee  was  100,000/. ;    for  the  quar. 
ter   ending   October  10,  1840,  it  rose  to 
123,000/1,  and   this  on  account  of  some 
large  payments  made  to  the  Post  office  of 
sums  previously  due  for  postage  from  the 
public  departments.    But  did  that  increase 
continue.    For  the  quarter  ending  January 
last^  the  net  produce  was  98,000/. ;    and 
for  the  quarter  ending  April  5,  93,000/., 
being  a  still  further  fall.     From  these  fi- 
gures he  could  see  no  reason  to  expect  any 
increase  beyond  a  sum  of  between  90,0002. 
and  100,000/.  per  quarter.     The  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  in  talking  of  the  state  in 
which  the  finances  of  this  cobntry  were 
placed,  had  said,  that  it  could  not  be  made 
a  charge  against  the  Oovemment,  for  that 
Crentlemen  on  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House   had,   on    ftll   occasions,   voted   in 
favour    of    the    measures    recommended 
fay    the   Government    and    were,    conse- 
quently, equally  culpable  as  the  Oovem- 
meat.      He    denied  the    argument,    and 
be  denied  the  fact.     One  cause  of  the 
embarrassment  was  the  Post-office  leduc- 
tfion,  which  was  the  cause  of  a  loss  equal  to 
one  half  of  the  large  deficiency  now  com- 
pbsned  of.     The  Government  had  received 
ftmn  his  side  of  the  House  nothing  but 
lemoiistiaiioes  against  that  experiment  in 
Ike  lace  of  the    financial  difficulties  in 
wkidi  they  were  then  placed.      To  the 
state  of  o«ir  relatione  with  China^  another 
hrme  part  of  our  deficiency  was  attribu- 
taUe*     Were  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side 
of  the  House  responsible  for  that?    Had 
th^  justified  the  conduct  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  pursued  for  many  years  in 
relation  to  China  ?     Or  had  they  not  last 
jmt  left  on  the  journals  of  the  House  the 
expreaaon  of  their  opinion  of  the  want  of 
Immi^t  and  capacity  displayed  by  the  Go- 
reinucnt  in  their  conduct  of  the  relations 
that  country  i    The  expense  of  put^ 


ting  the  country  into  a  proper  state  of  de- 
fence he  had  certainly  upheld  3  and  when 
the  peril  in  which  the  country  was  placed 
last  year  was  considered,  he  felt  that  ex- 
pense would  be  fully  justified  in  the  eyes 
of  the  country.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
seemed  to  be  very  indignant  at  its  being 
supposed  that  the  Government  had  changed 
its  mind  on  the  present  question  rather 
suddenly,  in  consequence  of  their  recent 
defeats.  It  was  not  necessary  to  prove 
that  such  a  change  had  taken  place  in 
their  views  within  the  last  few  days, 
but  he  could  not  imagine  how  any  Mem« 
ber  of  the  Government  could  avoid  see- 
ing on  the  very  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion that  the  Irish  Registration  Bill  could 
not  be  carried;  and  when  he  recollected 
on  how  many  occasions  the  Government 
had  purchased  for  a  short  time  the  support 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  by  similar  changes,  he 
felt  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the  indigna- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
He  had  the  strongest  objection  to  the  pro* 
position  made  by  tne  Chancellor  of  the  £x« 
chequer ;  firstly,  because  il  would  undoubt- 
edly hold  out  the  strongest  stimulus  to 
slavery  and  to  the  slave-trade;  secondly, 
because  looking  to  the  large  supply  now  to 
be  expected  from  our  own  colonies,  it  was  - 
a  measure  totally  uncalled  for ;  thirdly, 
because  it  would  ultimately  fail  as  a  mere 
finance  arrangetnent ;  and,  fourthly,  that 
for  so  paltry  a  reduction  no  practical  benefit 
could  possibly  be  derived  from  it  by  the 
poor  man.  Upon  these  grounds  he  should 
most  cordially  support  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Friend,  and  give  his 
most  decided  opposition  to  the  scheme  of 
th     ight  hon*  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Ward  observed  that  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  had  just  sat  down  had  com- 
menced his  speech  by  reproaching  those 
who  had  spoken  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House  for  endeavouring  to  draw  at- 
tention from  the  subject  legitimately  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  to 
divert  it  to  wider  and  more  extended 
topics.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  him- 
self fallen  into  the  very  error  for  which  he 
blamed  his  adversaries ;  for  instead  of  con- 
fining himself  to  the  question  of  the  Sugar 
Duties,  he  had,  in  the  course  of  his  not 
very  brief  speech,  entered  into  a  disserta- 
tion upon  the  principles  of  free  trade,  of 
which  he  professed  himself  in  the  abstract 
an  ardent  admirer,  although  he  made 
such  large  deductions  subsequently  for 
what  he  termed  friction  and  disturbing 
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cavtet,  that  he  feared  his  free-trade  pri*- 
etplcs  had  Itule  chance  of  ever  being 
carried  practically  oot.  He  then  bad 
talked  of  the  Poit-office»  the  Import 
Duties  Committeet  the  Admiralty,  the  Irish 
Church,  and  the  Ballot;  in  sliorty  be- 
tween the  beginning  and  the  end  of  his 
speech,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  re* 
freshed  his  hearers  by  a  reference  to  every 
one  of  the  topics  that  had  been  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  for  the  last  ten  years. 
The  only  thing  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
forgot  to  sUte  was,  that  whilst  800,000/. 
a  year-had  been  lost  to  the  revenue  in 
consequence  of  a  most  beneficial  change 
in  the  Post*oflice,  an  equal  sum  had  also 
been  lost  in  perpetuity  in  consequence  of 
the  compensation  given  to  the  West 
India  proprietors  for  the  emancipation  of 
their  slaves.  This  last  point,  which  was 
carefully  omitted  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, would  have  had  some  reference  to 
the  subject  now  under  discussion ;  a  re- 
mark  that  could  not  be  applied  to  any  of 
the  other  topics  so  industriously  intro- 
duced. But  to  come  more  immediately 
to  the  question.  The  object  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  in  mak- 
ing sugar  the  subject  of  his  resolution, 
was  perfectly  clear.  It  was  the  flag  under 
which  the  protected  interests  could  most 
decently  fight.  It  enabled  them,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stamford  had  justly 
said  to  invoke  higher  and  holier  sympathies 
than  could  be  appealed  to  in  the  case  of 
timber  or  corn.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  had  announced,  that  there  was  a 
complete  coalition  between  them,  that 
they  were  to  stand  or  fall  upon  the  same 

Grand ;  and  the  best  proof  that  the  noble 
rd.  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  had 
chosen  his  ground  skilfully  was,  the  ease 
with  which  a^man  of  such  acute  mind  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  had  been  induced,  by  a 
mistaken  feeling  of  consistency,  to  fall 
into  the  trap.  He  admitted  the  high 
principle  that  induced  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
to  sacrifice  to  the  one  object  put  forward 
in  the  resolution,  his  personal  predilec- 
tions, and  all  the  other  objects  of  his  long 
tolitical  life ;  but  in  this  important  step, 
e  could  not  admit  his  sense.  He  had 
always  heard  that  humanity  was  the  most 
dangerous  of  paMions,  when  not  kept 
within  reasonable  bounds*  Philanthropy 
bad  its  fanaticism  as  well  as  religion,  and 
both  seamed  equally  eiempt  from  ordinary 
iilaat     For  what  was  tna  Gorenunent 


proposition,  and  how  had  his  right  boa. 
Friend  dealt  with  it?  Was  it  pr<yoaed  to 
admit  the  slave*grown  sogar  of  Cabn  and 
Brazil  into  the  Engliab  market  oo  eqnal 
terms,  and  thus  to  swamp  the  importation 
of  the  sogar  of  oor  own  colonies,  the  pio* 
duce  of  free  labour  ?  That  was  not  the  met* 
The  Government  propoaition  was  not  to 
allow  the  free  importation  of  foreign  angar, 
but  to  place  a  protective  duty  of  50  per 
cent,  upon  the  free  laboor  svgar  of  oor 
own  colonies— « larger  protection  than  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  lor  Lincolnshin* 
nho  had  spoken  on  the  first  night  of  the 
debate  (Mr.  Handley),  repreaenting,  as  ha 
did,  the  concentrated  ezigendea  of  his 
9,000  Corn-law  mad  conatitnenta,  had 
ventured  to  ask  for  English  land.  A  cheek 
upon  the  rise  of  price  in  sogar,  which 
monopoly  always  encooragea  by  competi- 
tion whenever  the  price  exceeded  a  given 
point,  was  all  which  the  Government 
meant,  and  of  this  he  entirely  approved  ; 
for  he  was  not  prepared  to  go  the  length 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  London 
(Mr.  Grote,)  and  of  some  other  Gentle* 
men  on  his  side  of  the  Hoose,  and  to  aav 
that  he  would  at  once  do  away  with  aU 
restriction  upon  the  importation  of  davo> 
labour  sugar.  He  admitted  the  value  of 
the  West  Indies  as  a  market,  and  their 
claim  upon  the  national  conaistency  and 
good  faith,  and  waa  moat  anxiona  to  aee 
the  ereat  experiment  that  had  been  begun 
in  those  colonies  in  1834  carried  inio  full 
and  complete  effect.  But  he  waa  co». 
vinced,  that  the  surest  way  of  fmstrating 
our  own  views  and  wishes  with  respect  to 
that  experiment,  was  to  bolster  and  cocker 
up  a  system  of  high  prices  and  high 
wages  in  the  colonies,  by  an  absolnte  en* 
elusion  of  competition  here.  Now  a  doty 
of  63f.  upon  an  article  worth  froas  I8#.  to 
23f .  in  bond  was  an  absolute  prohibition 
of  foreign  sugar.  Even  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newark  had  admitted,  thai 
slave-grown  augar  could  not  enter  the 
British  market  when  the  price  of  onr 
colonial  sugar  waa  under  60f.,  duty 
paid.  So  that  the  propoaed  redoetien 
to  36s.  would  not  afford  any  vtty 
great  practical  advantage  to  die  Cik 
reigner  or  any  material  miachiaf  to  thn 
British  colonist,  if  the  promises  of  »• 
creased  supplj  so  liberally  made  by  Gen* 
tlemen  opposite  came  tme,  while  if  fkmy 
failed,  the  people  of  tbia  connlry  would 
have  a  aecurity  against  the  lecnrienea  of 
tha  exorbitant  pck^  of  tha  two  pracidini 
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jearSy  by  the  admission  of  foreign  sugars 
wben  the  limil  of  60s.  was  past.  Now, 
ihia  modified  system  of  protection  for  the 
Weal  Indies  he  was  prepared  to  sustain, 
on  the  simple  ground  that  there  were  two 
parties  to  Uie  bieirgain,  and  that  Parliament 
was  not  entitled  to  sacrifice  the  larger 
interesfy  that  of  the  consumer,  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  favoured  few.  The  change 
was  perfectly  consistent  with  good  faith, 
lor  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
mast  admit,  in  spite  of  his  declamation  on 
the  preceding  night,  that  free  competition, 
and  50  per  cent,  protection  were  very  dif- 
ferent things.  The  principle  of  the  present 
qfftem  was  unsound  and  untenable,  for  it 
was  absurd  to  teach  the  negro  free  la- 
bourers to  keep  gigs  and  drink  champaign 
by  a  tax  levied  upon  the  industrious  classes 
at  home.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  talk  of 
extinguishing  slavery,  but  there  was  only 
one  way  of  accomplbhing  it,  and  that  was 
to  prove  that  free-labour  sugar  could  com- 
pete with  slave-labour  sugar  in  the  mar- 
kets of  the  world.  The  moral  advantages 
of  free  labour  were  not  disputed  by  any 
one,  but  it  was  necessary  to  show,  that  it 
woaM  produce  sngar  as  cheap ;  and  this 
was  the  argument  of  the  abolitionists  in 
1834.  It  was  his  own.  He  had  quoted 
the  case  of  Mexico,  a  great  sugar  growing 
ooaotry,  where  free  labour  had  supplanted 
slave  labour,  and  maintained  its  ground, 
though  within  ten  days'  sail  of  the  island 
of  Caba ;  and  the  most  intelligent  West 
Indian  planters  had  always  taken  the  same 
view*  Mr.  Burnley  had  admitted  before 
the  colonial  land  committee  in  1836,  that 
the  monopoly  of  the  English  market  could 
not  be  retained,  unless  the  price  of  sugar 
was  kept  down ;  and  he  had  looked  even 
at  that  early  period  to  immigration  as  the 
aowrce  from  which  an  adequate  supply  of 
free  laboeren  must  be  secured.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  said,  that  no 
diaDge  in  the  sugar  duties  should  take 
place  while  the  experiment  of  emancipa- 
tion was  in  progress.  But  how  long  was 
it  to  last  ?  For  how  many  years  did  the 
hen.  Member  mean  to  call  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  England,  in  addition  to  the  800,000/. 
e»year,  with  which  they  were  saddled  in 
perpetaity»  to  pay  three  or  four  millions 
m  the  way  of  indirect  taxation,  for  the 
benefit  of  west  Indian  proprietors,  for  this 
waa  the  way  in  which  the  system  worked. 
He  beUeved,  that  it  would  be  better  for 
them  uid  for  ns  to  teach  them  to  grapple 
wHb  ibf  ir  diScaltiw  by  tb«  Uimulos  of 


competition.  He  had  no  wish  to  see  the 
West  Indies  relapse  into  the  semi-barba- 
lism  of  St.  Domingo.  That  would  be  a 
state  fatal  to  production — to  trade — and, 
above  all,  to  the  prospects  of  the  negro 
race,  who  depended  upon  the  issue  of  the 
experiment  now  in  progress.  But  that 
experiment  would  fail,  and  ought  to  fail, 
if  they  allowed  the  price  of  one  of  the 
necessaries,  rather  than  the  comforts,  of 
life  to  be  kept  up  beyond  its  natural  level 
at  the  expense  of  the  English  artisan.  It 
was  almost  a  moral  obligation  to  enable 
the  poorer  classes  in  this  country  to  buy 
sugars  at  a  moderate  price,  and  this  com- 
petition could  alone  secure.  He  had  now 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  fair  objections 
alleged  against  the  Government  plan.  As 
to  the  unfair  objections,  they  had  been  so 
ably  dealt  with  by  those  who  preceded 
him,  that  he  had  little  to  add.  He  warned 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool, 
however,  that  in  political  economy  he 
would  find  religion  a  very  dangerous  ally. 
If  he  drew  the  line  of  moral  obligation  at 
all,  he  must  draw  it  with  a  bold,  unflinch- 
ing, and  impartial  hand.  He  must  not 
denounce  slave-grown  sugar,  nor  coquette 
with  slave-grown  tobacco,  and  say»  that 
cotton  involved  interests  so  vast  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  deal  with  it  at  all. 
He  could  not,  in  short,  at  one  time  play 
the  moralist,  and  at  another  the  represen- 
tative of  a  great  commercial  town.  In- 
deed, no  more  unanswerable  illustration  of 
the  impracticability  of  his  own  principles 
could  be  found  than  this  whole  question  of 
American  trade.  The  United  States  were 
divided  into  two  great  sections,  in  one  of 
which  slave-labour,  in  the  other  free«la- 
bour,  prevailed.  Cotton,  tobacco,  and 
rice,  the  produce  of  the  slave -owning 
southern  states  of  America,  were  readily 
admitted  into  this  country,  but  our  ports 
were  hermetically  sealed  against  the  com 
and  other  produce  of  the  northern  states, 
where  slavery  did  not  exist.  Foreigners 
who  saw  the  practice,  and  heard  the  prin« 
ciples  laid  down  by  the  English,  must 
certainly  think  them  a  wise,  a  rational, 
and  a  most  practical  people ;  for  as  to 
hypocrisy,  it  was  a  word  which  he  knew 
must  not  be  mentioned  in  that  House. 
They  were  appealed  to,  however,  not  only 
in  the  name  of  religion,  but  of  humanity. 
Now,  humanity,  in  his  mind,  began  at 
home ;  and,  he  was  sure,  there  was  not  a 
Member  for  a  manufacturing  district,  who 
might  feel  it  bis  duty  to  ipeak  on  the  pre« 
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lent  occatioo,  who  would  not  come  before 
the  House  with  a  tale  that  proved  the 
decay  of  trade,  and  the  distress  of  the 
•whole  manufacturing  populalion.  From 
a  petition  which  he  had  that  evening  pre- 
sented from  his  constituents  at  Sheffield, 
it  Appeared  that  one- third  of  the  working 
men  in  that  town  and  neighbourhood 
were  out  of  employ,  that  a  great  proportion 
of  the  remainder  were  employed  only  three 
days  in  the  week,  and  that  the  utmost 
distress  in  consequence  prevailed.  Those 
who  Were  in  work  subscribed  something 
flpom  their  wretched  pittance  to  keep 
others  from  the  parish  who  had  no  work  at 
all.  In  some  trades  the  whole  savings  of 
better  devs  had  gone  in  ihis  way.  The 
grinders  alone  had  spent  11,000/.  in  three 
years  ;  and  fW>m  this  state  of  intense  suf- 
fering, the  only  hope  of  escape  was  in 
emigration,  in  the  workhouse,  or  in  the 
adoption  of  the  measure  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  The  petition- 
ers stated,  that  during  the  last  winter, 
they  had  lived  on  mint  and  balm  tea, 
conee  and  sugar  being  (oo  dear  to  come 
within  the  scope  of  their  means,  and 
the  men  thus  reduced  were  skilful  and 
intelligent  artisans,  accustomed,  for  many 
yeatv,  to  tn  honourable  competency,  and 
able  to  earn  it  now,  if  relieved  from  those 
restraints  which  a  most  unwise  commer- 
cial system  imposed.  Such  was  the  state 
of  things  in  Sheffield  ;  and  the  same  tale 
might  be  heard  from  Manchester,  Leeds, 
Oldham^  Paisley,  and  other  great  roano- 
faeturin^  towns^  This  was  a  subject  which 
the  House  could  not  overlook ;  a  subject 
whieb  demanded  the  most  serious  and 
prompt  attention,  for  though  there  were 
evils  that  legislation  could  not  reach,  this 
was  not  one  of  them.  Contrast  the  con- 
dition of  the  West'lndian  labourers  with 
the  condition  of  the  labourers  in  this 
country.  It  tppearedi  from  Mr.  Oarney's 
evidence,  that  the  free  negro  population 
of  the  West  Indies  were  in  a  state  of 
proeperity,  in  the  enjoyment  of  comforts 
nod  loiuries  which  the  mechanics  of  this 
country  could  never  hope  to  obtain. 
9,600t  had  been  subscribed  by  one  reli- 
gious aodety  ak>ne,  for  missionarv  pur- 
posea  800/.  by  another— a  blaoksraith 
tad  hie  wilb  had  saved  100/.  in  eirht 
moathe*  They  would  allow  nothing  but 
ooarto  biblea  with  gilt  edges  to  be  used  in 
their  cbepels ;  and  in  Ootana,  a  company  of 
Ate  hboorera  had  bought  a  pioperty  worth 
M|DOO  dolUrSi  within  two  years  after  the 


apprenticeship  was  at  an  end.     All  this 
was  a  moU  satisfactory  and  desirable  slate 
of  things,  if  the  natural  con8e«|Ufnce  of 
prosperous  industry,  but  it   was   not  so. 
It  was  the  result  of  so  many  pence  per 
pound  added  to   the  price  of  sugar  in 
England,  and  he  (Mr.  Ward)  asked  the 
most  ardent   welUwishers   to  the    negro 
race,  whether  it  were  possible,  that    a 
system  so  irrational  and  unjust  should  be 
sustained  at  the  eipense  of  the  labouring 
population  of  this  country  f    Yet  it  must 
be  maintained  unless  the   House  deter- 
mined to  abandon  the  system  of  protection, 
of  which  the  West- Indian  mrinopoly  was 
a  part.     They  had  been  told,  that  the 
protected  interests  meant  to  stand  or  Ml 
together.    The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire had  complained,  that  the  Govern* 
ment  had  darea  to  attack  the  three  great 
monopolies  of  the  country,  and  had  de* 
dared,    in  their  name,  that  thev  would 
hear  of  no  compromise.      This  was  an 
agreeable  announcement  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  who 
was  henceforward  to  lead  a  party  with  *'  no 
compromise*'  as  its  motto ;  and  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  WakeBeld  (Mr.   Lascelles) 
who,  upon  a  long  and  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  his  leader,  had  prononnced  him 
to  be  a  decided  free-trader,  and  who  de- 
clared, that   he  should  only  give  him  a 
vote,  if  he  voted  at  all,  under  the  Impres- 
sion, that  if  he  came  into  power  upon  the 
protective  or  anti-commerctal  principle,  it 
would  only  be  to  give  a  death-blow  to  the 
sjfstem.    He  rejoiced  to  hear  this  declara- 
tion,  for  though  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  seemed  to  think  there  was  a 
very  simple  speciftc  for  all  our  finanoial 
difficulties,  by  the  simple  sutntitutioo  of 
a  Conservative  for  a  Liberal  Oovemmeot, 
and  expressed  his  belief,  that  this  opto* 
ion  would  be  shared  by  Sheffield,  and 
every  other  commercial  town,  he  could  oeu 
no  symptoms  of  any  faith  in  this  panncoa. 
The  question  was  a  question  of  meueufta, 
not  of  men.    Not  whether  Yiacomit  Mel* 
bourne,  or  the  right  hon.  Banwet  (the 
Member  for  Tamworth)  should  be  at  the 
head  of  the  Gofeniroenty  but  what  the 
Qofernment  would  do  t    And  it  did  io 
happen,  that  on  the  one  side  they  bad  the 
wisest,  the  most  statesmanlike,  and  far^ 
seeing  speech,  that  he  had  aver  heard  ia 
that  House :  he  meant  tha  speech  deli* 
vered  by  his  noble  Friend,  tha  Saciatary 
for  tha  Colonies^a  speech  idaaiifyiwf  a 
great  priaeiple  with  a  great  party ;  aad, 
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on  tlid  other,  a  most  uncoihpromising  de- 
fence  of  monopoly  and  protection  from 
many  individual  Members,  with  some 
vtgne  hopes  of  improvement  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield,  and  no  intelligible 
declaration  of  principle  at  all  on  the 
part  of  those  whom  he  acknowledged 
as  his  leaders.  Now,  these  might  be 
good  parly  tactics .  in  that  House,  but 
ihey  were  not  calculated  to  inspire 
respect  or  confidence  out  of  it.  What 
did  Gentlemen  opposite  mean  to  do  ? 
To  go  on  with  the  protective  system  ? 
He  (Mr.  Ward)  and  those  around  him 
said,  that  it  bad  lasted  too  long  already. 
They  had  reached  the  limit  of  taxation 
trader  any  system  of  high  duties  and  re- 
stricted supplies.  He  wished  for  no  better 
|iroof  of  this  than  the  experiment  tried  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  year, 
wbeti  he  had  tried  to  cover  the  deficiency 
in  the  revenue  by  adding  a  duty  of  5  per 
cent.,  and  6d.  a  gallon  upon  spirits  to  the 
cttstomt  and  exeise.  In  this  course  the 
right  boo.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  concurred,  for  he  said,  that  under 
•II  circumstances  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say,  that  it  was  not  the  wisest  course  that 
the  Oovernment  could  have  adopted.  It 
was,  therefore,  pretty  much  what  he  could 
have  done  himself  if  in  power.  And  what 
was  the  result?  The  estimate  was  d^ 
millions  of  increase ;  but  instead  of  this, 
the  ravenne  fell  off  309,000/.,  so  that  al- 
lowing^ 800,000/.  for  the  deficiency  in  the 
Poet-office,  the  produce  of  the  new  duty 
was  520,000/.,  of  which,  420,000/.  were 
produced  by  the  assened  taxes  alone. 
Wat  this  a  lesson  to  be  lost  ?  Did  it  not 
prove  that  the  sources  of  taxation  were 
dried  up,  and  the  power  of  consumption 
decaying?  His  hon. Friend,  the  Member 
for  Manchester,  had  explained  this  in  his 
admirable  argument  the  night  before,  by 
showing,  that  the  use  of  taxable  commodi- 
tia  anoogst  the  working  classes  muit  de- 
pend upon  the  prices  at  which  the  first 
naeessariet  of  life  could  be  obtained. 
Dear  Ibod  was  the  cause  of  the  fklling  off 
in  the  revennef  35f  millions  of  which  de- 
pended upon  consumption ;  and  what 
iMilttr  proof  could  the  House  require  of 
tbeueoeasity  of  beginning  every  improve- 
ment by  making  food  cheaper,  that  is,  by 
ioelttdiog  the  uorn-laws  in  the  change? 
It  was  impossible  to  shirk  or  evade  this 

Snettkm,  and  the  time  was  come  when  the 
edaioo  conld  not  be  put  off.  The  people 
oompituii  ^nd  moat  justly,  that  this  waa  a 


double  system  of  taxation  on  the  country, 
one  openly  avowed,  for  public  purposes, 
and  collected  by  public  offices ;  the  other 
unavowed  and  insidious,  yet  pressln;^  to 
the  same  extent  as  the  public  taxation 
upon  the  springs  of  our  industry  for  the 
benefit  of  sinister  interests,  and  by  mo- 
nopolies, which  the  law  made,  and  cmild 
unmake,  when  Parliament  pleased.  The 
first  step  towards  getting  rid  of  this  system 
had  been  taken  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  present  Budget — the 
most  important  step  in  his  judgment  that 
had  been  taken  for  many  years,  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  assured  them  that, 
in  the  Customs*  Bill,  If  he  were  enabled  by 
the  decision  of  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion  to  bring  it  in,  he  would  follow  out 
the  principle,  simplify mg  the  system,  re- 
moving all  unnecessary  commercial  re- 
straints, and  all  pressure  upon  the  con- 
suming powers  of  the  people.  This  was 
the  wisest  and  safest  course.  No  half 
measures  were  possible.  To  touch  one 
interest,  but  not  other  interests,  sugar 
without  timber,  or  either  leaving  the  mon- 
strous monopoly  of  the  English  land- 
lord untouched,  would  be  the  height 
of  injustice  and  inconsistency.  Yet, 
he  admitted,  that  the  Corn-laws  might 
seem  an  aggravation  of  the  difliculties  of 
the  Government,  from  the  qiposition  which 
they  had  called  forth.  The  two  Members 
for  Lincolnshire,  who  had  already  spoken 
(Mr.  Handley  and  Mr.  Ileathcote),  had 
told  them—  the  one  that  an  8s.  duty  upon 
wheat  was  an  insult,  a  monstrous  propo- 
sitlon—- the  other,  that  it  could  not  be 
seriously  intended  by  the  Government.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  third  Member  for 
Lincolnshire  (Lord  Worsley),  who  was 
doing  him  the  honour  of  taking  a  note  of 
his  remark,  would  say  ;  but  he  thought 
that  there  must  be  something  peculiar  in 
the  atmosphere  of  that  county  to  account 
for  such  views.  The  only  fault  that  he 
had  to  find  with  the  Government  plan  was» 
that  it  gave  a  great  deal  more  to  landlords 
than  they  had  any  right  to  demand  vt 
expect.  They  had  a  natural  protection  of 
lOi.  a  quarter  upon  all  wheat  brought  td 
this  country.  They  gained  necessarily  by 
everything  that  increased  the  manafac* 
turing  prosperity  of  England,  which  alon^ 
had  made  them  what  they  were.  Popu« 
lationi  by  its  progress,  was  adding  everV 
hour  to  the  value  of  every  acre  of  the  soil. 
There  were  1|000  births  dailyy  and  hi 
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(Mr.  Ward)  coald  form  oo  cakulalioa  as 
to  the  fature  prospects  of  soch  a  coootrj, ' 
if,  in  lien  of  restrictiog  its  people  to  one 
limited  field  for  their  sopplj  of  food,  thej 
were  to  give  them  free  access  to  the  mar. 
kets  of  the  world.  He  spoke  as  a  maa 
deeply  interested  in  the  land,  for  he  bad 
nothing  else  to  look  to;  and  if  hb  stake 
in  it  was  small,  compared  with  some,  it 
was  only  the  more  necessary  for  him  not 
to  deceife  himself  with  false  hopes,  as  to 
the  effects  of  the  change ;  yet  he  should 
have  no  doobts  or  fears  if  the  Corn-laws 
were  abolished  altogether,  provided  the 
other  ineqaalities  of  our  fiscal  system  were 
rcmoTed  at  the  same  time,  which  the  land- 
owners in  that  case  would  have  a  right  to 
demand.  At  ihe  same  time,  lie  admitted 
the  value  of  the  Oovernmeot  proposition. 
The  advantages  of  a  fiaed  doty  were  im- 
mense over  every  conceivable  modification 
of  the  sliding  scale.  It  would  secure 
steadiness  of  price,  constant  intercourse 
with  other  countries  on  known  terms,  and 
the  power  of  drawing  supplies  from  the 
best  market  at  the  best  time,  in  exchange 
for  goods,  instead  of  deranging  the  cur- 
rency by  sudden  demands  of  bullion  to 
buy  wheat.  All  thb  was  most  valuable. 
As  to  those  who  denounced  the  8f.  duty 
as  harsh  and  wicked,  because  it  was  direct, 
and  said,  as  an  individual  of  some  note 
was  reported  to  have  said  in  a  place  to 
which  he  must  not  more  directly  allude, 
'*  for  God's  sake,  no  tax  upon  the  people's 
bread  ; "  he  did  not  know  whether  such 
language  inspired  most  astonishment  or 
disgust;  for  on  the  very  day  in  which 
these  words  were  used,  it  happened,  that 
the  tax  upon  bread  was  2if.  8^.,  with  this 
difference,  that  the  whole  amount  went 
into  the  landlord's  pocket,  not  into  the 
Treasury.  He  might  be  told,  that  the  tax 
was  merely  nominal,  because  nobodv 
brought  wheat  into  the  market  on  sucn 
terms ;  but,  whatever  might  be  thought  in 
Parliament,  people  out  of  Parliament  knew 
perfectly  well  that  a  prohibitory  duty, 
whether  paid  or  not,  wu  a  tax  to  the  full 
extent  oi  the  difference  in  price  between 
English  and  foreign  wheat,  though  the 
revenue  did  no:  get  the  benefit  of  it.  These 
were  the  reasons  for  which  he  would  give 
bis  cordial  support  to  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo* 
Dies,  that  the  House  should  go  into  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  for  the 
purpose  of  consklering  the  changes  which 
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the  oovntiy  tcqnired.  He  believed  the 
saggestions  of  the  Government  would  be 
beneficial  to  all  classes,  and  injurious  to 
none.  Re  only  feared,  that  they  came 
too  late,  when  be  looked  to  the  state  of 
their  relations  with  the  United  Stales  and 
the  Brazils.  They  had  lost  the  market  of 
Germany  by  their  vicious  commercial  sys« 
tem,  which  laid  the  foundation  of  the 
Prussian  Leagoe,  and  they  must  be  pre* 
pared  to  see  markets  still  futther  re- 
stricted, and  the  populatioo  more  de- 
pressed, unless  the  noose  entertained  a 
motion  in  which  the  prosperity  of  England 
for  many  years  must  depend. 

Sir  R.  H.  Imgiis  sUted,  that  be  bad 
been  anxious  to  explain  the  grounds  of 
his  vote,  because  they  bad  not  been  ex- 
actly stated  by  any  one  on  his  side  of 
the  House.  He  had  heard  different  Mem- 
l)ers  complain  of  the  terau  of  the  motion. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  at 
War  had  this  night  said,  that  it  meant 
nothing;  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham had  wished,  that  it  bad  included 
some  expression  of  sympathy  for  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  people  at  houM.  For  bis 
own  part,  feeling,  be  hoped  strongly  such 
sympathy,  he  could  have  desired,  in  the 
present  instance,  that  the  question  bad 
been  simply  put  to  the  issue  upon  the 
enconragement  which  the  proposed  ad- 
mission of  slave-grown  sugar  would  give 
to  slavery  and  the  slave*tn^e.  He  should 
have  given  a  vote  with  more  satisfaction, 
if  the  parenthesis  in  the  motion  bad  been 
omitted,  which  looked  to  any  supply  of 
sugar  from  other  quarters.  He  should 
have  given  that  vote  with  more  satisfac* 
tion,  also,  if  there  had  been  no  references 
in  it  to  the  specific  source  of  the  oMasure 
in  question,  if,  in  short,  it  bad  been  an 
abstract  proposition  without  reference  to 
any  government  whatever.  He  looked  at 
this  question  as  one  of  tbe  highest  princi- 
ple. He  shouM  be  ashamed  of  himself 
or  of  anv  one  whom  be  bad  called  his 
Friend,  if  he  could  have  made  the  sieve* 
trade  a  party  question.  [CAeers.]  He  un* 
derstooa  that  cheer;  but  he  could  assure 
those  from  whom  it  proceeded,  tbat  be 
no  more  accused  his  noble  Friend  of  using 
the  slave-trade  as  a  party  (|uestion,  than 
be  would  plead  guilty  to  it  himself.  It 
was  true  that  he-had  wished  tbat  his  no* 
ble  Friend's  reeolotioo  had  refened  to  the 
slave*  trade  exclosivdy»  without  any  ad- 
mixture of  colbteral  or  subordinate  mat« 
teni  b«t  he  felt  u  tbeolotelj  peteuaded 
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of  the  sincerity  of  his  noble  Friend  as  of 
his  own.    The  questioo  was  not  as  some 
teemed  to  intimate^  whether  they  would 
or  would   not  adopt  the  whole  budget, 
alter  the  timber  duties,  or  alter  the  Corn- 
laws.     The  question  was  as  to  the  sugar 
duties.    Now  he  would  onlv  premise,  that 
if  there  be  any  truth  in  the  proposition, 
that  the  demand   regulates  the  supply, 
and  that  encouragement  will  increase  the 
products  of  human  industry,  and  that  the 
proposed  measure  will  be  an  advantage  to 
those  states  whose  products  are  the  result 
of  slave  labour,  then  the  measure  on  the 
Table  is  a  premium  on  slave  labour ;  then 
is  it  an  encouragement  to  the  slave-trade. 
He  feared,  thai  the  House  did  not  suffi- 
ciently individualise  the  case.     Did  the 
House  really  feel  what  the  slave-trade  was 
and  is?     Did  they  realise  to  themselves 
the  way  in  which  the  slaves  were  ob- 
tained?   Did  they  know  how,  in  the  dead 
of  night,  a  peaceful  village  of  Africa  was 
surrounded  by  armed  marauders;  and  that 
amid  the  flames  which  consumed   their 
bouses,    the  wretched    inhabitants  were 
hurried  off,  parent  from  child,  husband 
from  wife,  into  hopeless  slavery,  carried 
down  in  fetters  for  hundreds  of  miles  to 
the  barracoons  on  the  coast?    Gould  he 
believe  that  for  the  sake  of  a  paltry  re- 
duction   in    the   price  of  an  article,  a 
luxury,  or,  if  you  please,  a  necessary,  the 
poorest  Englishman  would  consent  to  en- 
courage such  scenes  ?    Did  it  stop  here  7 
Were  the  horrors  of  the  middle  passage 
forgotten?    Did  the  House  forget  what 
wae  stated  in  the  papers  laid  on    the 
Table  by   the  Queen's  command   every 
]fear?    That   the  unhappy  beings   were 
packed  in  a  way,  in  which  no  other  living 
creatures  were  ever  packed  t    The  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  had  said  three 
years  ago,  that  it  could  not  be  called 
space;  it  did  not  deserve  such  a  name. 
Would  an  assembly  of  English  Gentle- 
men, of  English  Christians,  consent   to 
encourage  such  crime  on  the  one  hand, 
and  continue  such  suffering  on  the  other, 
for  the  mere  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence, 
which  it  might  bring  into  their  coffers? 
Would  even  the  philosophic  constituents 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  London  prefer  to 
have  their  sugar  Id.  a,  pound  cheaper  as 
the  price  of  such  enormities?     A  penny  a 
pound ;  it  was  the  infinitesimal  part  of  a 
penny.   Look  at  the  further  horrors  of  the 
system  of  slavery  in  Cuba,  and  in  Bra2il, 
when  the  survivors  of  the  wretched  victims 


were  landed  there.  He  did  not  undervalue 
the  sufferings  of  the  hand-loom  weaver  in 
his  dark  back  room;  or  of  the  Highlander, 
who  could  neither  subsist  at  home,  nor 
find  the  means  of  emigrating  elsewhere ; 
he  did  not  think  too  highly  of  human  na- 
ture, yet  with  all  this,  he  would  fearlessly 
appeal  to  the  handloom  weavers,  and  to 
the  Highlanders,  and  would  leave  the 
case  to  their  decision.  Would  they,  for 
the  sake  of  having  twelve  lumps  of  sugar, 
instead  of  eleven,  consent  to  continue  such 
atrocities?  The  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth had  referred  to  the  constituents  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  liamlets.  lie  trusted, 
that  he  might  make  the  same  appeal  to 
them  also.  But  he  could  not  allude  to 
that  right  hon.  Friend  without  expressing 
his  deep  acknowledgment  to  him  for  the 
part  which  he  had  taken  in  this  crisis; 
and  for  the  example  which  he  had  set  to 
those  who  had  hitherto  professed  the  same 
principles.  Consistent  as  all  admitted  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  have  been  in  his  long 
service  of  thirty-five  years  in  thiscause,  never 
had  he  evinced  his  consistency  at  a  more 
painful  sacrifice.  But  his  country  would 
do  him  justice.  By  an  all  but  unanimous 
feeling,  the  slave-trade  was  abolished  in 
1807.  By  something  nearly  like  unaoi- 
mity,  slavery  was  abolished  in  1834.  Three 
years  ago  this  House,  by  an  unanimous 
address,  appealed  to  her  Majesty  to  inter* 
pose  with  all  the  Great  Powers  professing 
Christianity,  to  the  intent  that  all  might 
declare  the  slave-trade  piracy,  and  might 
punish,  as  guilty  of  that  crime,  all  who 
were  engaged  in  that  trade.  Now  what 
was  the  effect  of  the  measure  before  the 
House  ?  Was  it  not  to  place  in  a  better 
position  than  that  in  which  they  now  stand, 
every  slave-holding  state  which  produces 
sugar  ?  Was  it  not  to  give  a  new  premium 
to  the  slave-trade?  For  himself,  while  he 
deplored  the  existing  horrors  of  that  trade, 
he  would  not  act  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
encourage  its  extension  to  the  cultivation 
of  one  single  estate.  When,  then,  we  felt 
the  atrocities  of  the  slave-trade,  when  we 
expressed  our  conviction  that  the  declara- 
tion, which  we  had  asked  from  the  Great 
Powers  was,  under  the  blessing  of  God, 
the  best  means  of  suppressing  that  trade, 
could  the  noble  Lords,  with  their  present 
measure  on  the  Table,  call  upon  Spain, 
Portugal,  and  Brazil,  to  act  upon  that 
declaration,  and  punish  their  subjects  as 
guilty  of  piracy,  in   respect  to  a  trade 
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which  we  were,  indirectly  indeed,  but  Btill 
most  Burely  and  fatally  enpouraging? 
Again  he  said,  thii  measure  gives  a  new 
alimnlus  and  premium  to  the  slave-trade, 
qr  it  is  even  in  the  lowest  view  of  the 
case  Taiueless.  It  either  encourages  the 
sugar  of  the  Brazils  and  Cuba,  and,  in 
that  sense,  is  profitable  to  the  treasury  of 
England,  or  it  is  useless.  Tlie  noble  Lords 
opposite  cannot  say  that  it  will  not  encou- 
rage the  importation  of  foreign,  that  is, 
slave-grown  sugar  :  it  is  not  only  their  de* 
fence,  it  is  their  boast.  If  this  be  so, 
when  they  make  the  call  upon  the  foreign 
Powers,  what  will  be  their  reply  ?  "  True, 
you  have  passed  an  unanimous  address  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  declaring  this 
trade  to  be  piracy  ;  it  is  easy  for  you  to 
pass  such  addresses — they  cost  you  no- 
thing ;  but  when  the  question  is  one  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  what  becomes 
of  your  Christian  feelings,  and  of  your 
sense  of  what  is  due  to  the  nativea  of 
Africa?*'  They  would  laugh  at  us,  and 
tell  us  at  once  that  our  object  had  been 
from  the  beginning  a  commercial  specula* 
tion»  and  uoUa  desiie  to  put  down  the 
slave-trade  oT  slavery.  '*  You  encourage 
the  slave-trade,*'  they  wpuld  say,  **  under 
circumsiaoces  from  which  the  only  pallia- 
tion and  pretence  is,  that  it  is  a  fiscal  .mea- 
sure, necessary  for  ^our  own  finances." 
Could  Eoglandf  which  stood  at  the  head 
of  the  Nsqral  principles  of  Europe,  if  such 
an  objection  ware  made,  return  more  than 
an  imperfect  answer  by  its  present  Govern- 
meni,  whose  ver^  boast  it  was  that  the 
measuie  was  to  yield  money  7  Truei  some 
had  argued  that  it  would  not  yield  an  ad-* 
diiion  to  the  revenue,  but  the  Government 
must,  on  their  own  principles,  contend 
(hat  it  would  produce  financial  benefit. 
There  was  a  lower  ground  upon  which, 
however,  he  would  never  consent  to  rest 
his  objection  to  the  proposed  measure: 
yet  even  that  Ipwer  ground  was  abund- 
amly  tenable.  In  the  first  place,  that 
measures  taken  singly  in  relation  to  the 
sugar  duties,  was  a  fatal  interference  with 
the  success  of  the  great  eaperiment  now 
in  progress,  by  which,  when  the  slaves  of 
EngUnd  were  emancipated  at  the  cost  of 
(wcnty  miiljons  sterling,  the  world  were 
(old  that  it  should  he  shewn,  that  free 
labour  would  supply  better  and  cheapes 
the  produce  which  had  hitherto  been  ex- 
iMPted  fioqi  slave  labour.  In  the  issue 
of  that  experiment,  the  slaves  all  over  the 
MTprid  are  ipteresi^d;  i^pd  every  slave- 


holding  state  will  look  to  our  example. 
But  if  the  view  be  not  confined  to  the 
single  measure  of  the  sugar  duties,  if  they 
be  taken  as  a  part  only  of  the  budget, 
and  if  the  whole  budget  be  regarded  at 
once,  then  he  must  say,  that  it  proposed 
nothing  less  than  a  revolution  in  the  entire 
commercial  and  colonial  and  agricuhural 
system  of  England.  To  return,  however,  to 
his  own  ground  of  objection  to  the  spe- 
cific measure  in  question.  Here  be  was  met 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's  whohad 
talked  of  false  and  spurious  humanity,  and 
dfthe  hypocrisy  of  those  who  opposed  this 
measure.  Sofarashe(8irR.Inglis)wascon* 
sciousof  the  motives  which  inflif^nced  him, 
he  should  have  taken  precisely  the  same 
ground  whoever  had  originateif  it,  and  he 
thought  the  great  mass  of  the  House  and 
of  the  people  of  England  would  make  no 
dificrence.  And  at  what  moment  had  the 
Government  introduced  the  measure?  At 
the  very  time  when  they  had  been  sending- 
forth,  amid  the  hopes  and  prayers  of  the 
people,  a  great  expedition  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  the  slave-trade  at  its  root. 
He  could  not  refer  to  that  expedition, 
which  had  been  suggested  to  her  Majesty's 
Government  by  an  association,  with  which 
the  had  the  privilege  and  the  duty  of  co- 
operating with  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham^ 
lets,  without  acknowledging  the  oordial 
support  which  in  every  point  they  had  rt« 
eeived  from  her  Majesty's  Goveramept  noi 
only  from  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the  bead 
of  the  Colonial  Department,  but  from  Lord 
Normanby,  and  from  Lord  Qleneig-  But 
exactly  in  the  proportion  in  which  with  oop 
hand  they  were  adopting  measures  for  the 
suppression  of  the  slave-trade,  were  they 
stultifying  themselves  by  the  project  which 
they  held  in  their  other  hand  ^r  eocour^ 
aging  it.  Such  he  believed  to  be  the  ten- 
dency and  the  effect  of  their  proposition. 
He  could  not  look  back  upon  the  history 
of  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade  without 
desiring  to  bear  his  testimony  also  to  the 
(nerits  of  one  whom  he  had  the  honour  of 
calling  his  friend,  the  late  Mr.  Macau lay^ 
who  quietly  and  unostentatiously,  labo- 
riously and  unceasingly,  had  dedicated 
himself,  his  fortune,  time,  and  health,  to 
that  great  work.  To  him,  more  thait  tf 
any  one  else,  in  the  prosecution  of  it,  wpre 
those  indebted,  who  had  been  place  by 
Providence  in  a  more  prominent  station  in 
fhis  cause.  For  all  the  reasqpa  which  he 
bad  given,  believing  tbat  thf  weft^urp  w«a 
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one  wbick  encouraged  slavery,  and  perpe- 
toated  the  slave-trade,  be  gave  his  cordial 
assent  to  the  motion  of  bis  noble  Friend, 
by  which  that  measure  would  be  defeated. 
Mr.  Charles  Wood  was  anxious  to  have 
addressed  the  House  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  sat  down,  not,  he  could 
assure  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
newing bis  controversy  with  the  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  as  to  the  naval  estimates,  on  the 
result  of  which  controversy  however,  when 
it  bad  taken  place  he  had  no  reason  to 
look  back  with  regret.  He  had  been 
anxious  to  express  his  satisfaction,  that  at 
last  some  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  oppo- 
site aide  of  the  House  had  broken  through 
those  narrow  bounds  within  which  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  amendment 
(Lord  Sandon)  had  endeavoured  to  limit 
it:  hounds  within  which,  however  much 
they  might  suit  a  party  purpose,  or  be  ex- 
preasive  of  the  peculiar  views  of  the  noble 
Lofd  himself,  the  House  oould  not  pro- 
perly confine  themselves  with  a  due  re- 
gard to  those  important  interests  which 
the  present  discussion  involved.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded  to  some  words  in 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  respecting 
the  present  prospects  of  the  importation 
of  EMt  India  Sugar,  which  in  the  opinion 
of  the  boo.  Baronet  had  better  have  been 
oflsitted;  he  agreed,  that  the  omission  of 
time  words  would  have  made  the  motion 
more  eonsistent  with  the  |iigh  pmociples 
profofsod  on  this  occasion  by  hon  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  on  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  prepared  to  act;  but  he 
doubted  whether  tiie  motion  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  would  then  have  served  the  pur* 
poao  for  which  it  was  intended.  That 
whirb  the  House  had  now  to  consider 
waa  this — upon  what  basis  and  principles 
the  future  comntercial  code  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  settled ;  and  by  that  means 
the  Fevenue  of  the  country  should  be 
made  equal  to  its  expenditure.  That  was 
the  question  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  brought  before  the  House. 
They  ^vere  about  to  go  into  a  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Metins  for  the  purpose  of 
deoidipg  that  question,  but  the  noble 
Lord  (be  Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord 
Sandon)  thought  proper  to  interpose  an 
aaaendment*  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  the  noble  Lord  the  €lecretary 
of  State  for  the  Colenies,  had  atated  dii- 
lincily  the  principle  oil  which  they  were 
about  to  raise  the  revenue  to  an  amount 
f<|u%i  to  the  «liigifHPir9  of  the  State,  not 


by  imposing  fresh  burthens  on  the  people, 
but  by  a  revision  of  protecting  duties,  thus 
affording  relief  to  the  manufacturers  and 
consumers  in  this  country,  at  the  same  time 
that  they  obtained  the  requisite  revenue. 
This  was  the  proposed  system  of  finance 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  resisted. 
He  could  have  wished  that  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the   Exchequer  had    brought  the 
question  more  distinctly  before  the  coun- 
try, and  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  hud  brought  forward 
as  a  substantive  question  the  ameodmeni 
which   he  proposed  lo  move  in  the  event 
of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Member  for 
Liverpool  being  carried.     It  would  ihpn 
have  appeared  more  clearly  to  the  coun- 
try what  the  question  really  was  which 
the  House  had  to  decide.     Not  that  it 
mattered  much  whether  the  system  of  the 
Government  was  one  which  was  to  t>e 
resisted  as  a  whole,  or  whether  it  was  to 
be  met  and  defeated  in  detail.     It  mat- 
tered little  to  the  manufacturing  popula- 
tion, who  were  looking  for  relief  fsom 
their  present  distresses  to   the  financial 
measures  proposed  by  Goveuunent,  whe- 
ther each  portion  of  those  nreasures  was* 
thrown  out  by  itself,  or  whether  they  were 
disposed  of  as  a  system.     The  House  had 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Staip- 
ford|  from  the  noble  Lord  the   ^|ember* 
for  Liverpool,  and  from  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  aide  of  the  House,  largo 
professions  of  their  attachment  to    the 
principles  of  free  trade ;  and  he  had  beard 
with  pleasure  the  expression  of  an  opinion 
on   the  part  of   the   hon.   Member    for 
Beverley  (Mr.  Hogg)  in  favour  of  reliev- 
ing from  taxation  all  articles  include  J  in 
the  necessary  consumption  of  the  poor } 
but  he  was  not  a  little  astonished  to  find 
that  the  conclusion  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber arrived  at  wast  that  to  effect  this  de- 
sirable object  it  was  proper  to  resist  a 
reduction  of  duty  on  sugar.    The  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  had  expressed  his  sur« 
prise  at  the  conduct  of  the  Member  for 
Beverley  who  had  advocated  the  soundest 
principles  of  free  trade,  when  contending 
for  the  admission  of  East  India  Sugar  on 
equal  terms  with  that  from  the  West  Indies« 
His  hon.  Friend  quite  forgot  the  differ- 
ence of  feeling  extending  he  feared  far 
beyond  the  Member  for  Beverley,  between 
the  tioae  when  a  person  is  struggling  for 
admission  into  a  privileged  class,  and  the 
time  when  having  obtained  admission  him- 
self he  is  only  too  ready  to  join  in  elofing 


223 


Sugar  Dutiii^ 


{COMMONS}        Way$  and  Mmmi  -       224 


the  door  against  those  who  still  remain  out- 
side. He  was  curious  to  know  to  what  ex- 
tent the  hoo.  Member  for  Beverly  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (who  had  also 
professed  an  attachment  to  free  trade  prin- 
ciples) were  disposed  to  go  in  support  of 
their  liberal  commercial  views.  At  pre- 
sent,  they  both  resisted  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  sugar.  He  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether  they  would  turn  round 
upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitby  (Mr. 
A.  Chapman),  when  he  should  resist  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  timber,  notwith- 
standing he  had  so  gallantly  come  for- 
ward to  resist  the  reduction  of  duty  on 
sugar.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lincolu- 
shire  (Mr.  Handley)  and  others,  were 
known  to  entertain  no  objection  to  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  sugar,  but  they  en- 
tertained a  strong  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  they  avowedly  opposed 
the  proposition,  in  order,  that  they  might 
with  more  consistency  defend  the  mono- 
polies in  which  they  were  themselves  in- 
terested. Would  the  hon.  Members  for 
Beverley  and  Kilmarnock  be  so  ungrate- 
ful as  to  vot^for  a  reduction  of  duty  on 
corn,  after  til  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire had  so  generously  resisted  the  reduc- 
tion of  a  duty  on  their  own  monopoly- 
sugar  ?  And,  if  they  did,  what  would  the 
country  think  of  the  sincerity  of  their  pro- 
fessions and  principles  ?  Much  had  been 
said  upon  the  question  of  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade.  The  argument  founded  on 
this  ground  had  been  urged  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  if  they  supposed, 
that  those  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  had  very  short  memories, 
and  were  totally  forgetful  of  the  conduct 
which,  for  years,  many  of  those  Gentle- 
men had  pursued  on  this  subject.  He 
had  no  wish  to  refer  to  individuals,  iNit 
remembering  the  arguments  in  favour  of 
maintaining  slavery,  which  he  had  heard 
for  vears  back,  on  the  part  of  the  West- 
Indian  bodv,  he  could  not  attach  much 
weight  to  the  new  views  which  they  now 
put  forward,  and  which  he  could  not  but 
attribott  more  to  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  their  interest,  than  to  any 
change  io  their  feelings.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Stamford  (Sir  O.  Clerk),  had 
spoken  of  what  his  party  had  done  for  the 
abolition  of  the  slave-trade  and  slavery. 
He  (Mr.  C.  Wood),  for  one,  did  not  wish 
to  claim  any  exclusive  credit  to  his  own 
party  for  all  that  had  been  done  for  the 
parpoee  of  patting  an  end  to  the  horrors 


of  that  system ;  but  he  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stamford,  that  the  best 
exertions  of  those  who  were  eminent  on 
his  side  of  politics — even  the  exertions  of 
Mr.  Wilberforce  and  of  Mr.  Pitt—  achieved 
but  little.  The  slave-trade  was  pot  down 
by  the  Whig  Administration  of  1806. 
The  resolutions  proposed  by  Mr.  Canning, 
in  1823  or  1824,  remained  but  little  better 
than  waste  paper  till  the  fatal  blow  was 
given,  in  1834.  It  was  to  the  Whigs, 
that  what  had  been  done  was  mainly  due, 
and  the  system  had  been  finally  put  an 
end  to,  by  the  bill  brought  in  under  Lord 
Grey's  Government,  by  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley).  He  admitted, 
that  'there  were  many  who  urged  this 
argument,  whose  sincerity  was  beyond  all 
doubt.  For  their  scruples,  be  entertained 
the  sincerest  respect.  Noliody  could  but 
admire  the  long  and  coiuistent  coarse  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  in  advocating  the  cause  of  the 
negro.  He  felt  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  nad  iust 
sat  down ;  and  who  had  drewn  in  such  vivid 
colours,  the  miseries  of  the  slave-trede. 
He  thought,  however,  that  they  both  took 
a  most  exaggerated  view  of  the  degree  of 
encouragement  to  the  slave-trade,  which 
the  measure  now  before  the  House  coold 
possibly  give ;  and  he  thonght  they  di- 
rected their  homane  feelings  too  exdo- 
sively  to  the  negro  population,  and  far  too 
little  to  the  state  of  our  suffering  popula- 
tion at  home.  If  they  would  consider  the 
state  of  the  free  negro  population  in  the 
West  Indies,  as  depicted  in  the  aceounta 
read  by  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  and  whose  welfare  it  waa 
supposed,  that  thu  measure  would  injure, 
and  contrast  it  with  that  of  the  lower 
classes  of  our  manufacturing  population, 
as  given  in  the  reports  of  the  commisaion- 
en  of  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the  haod- 
loom  weavers,  they  would  find  the  latter 
far  greater  objects  of  commission,  and  in 
far  greater  need  of  relief.  With  two  ex- 
ceptions, little  reference  had  been  made 
to  the  wretched  state  of  so  large  a  portion 
of  the  population  of  this  country ;  and  the 
two  Membere  who  bad  referred  to  it,  both 
voted  arainst  the  propoaal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, wnich  woold  afford  them  aooie  re- 
lief. The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis), 
opposed  the  aseaaure  on  principle.  If 
they  were  to  fight  it  opoo  prinetple,  let 
some  intelligible  principle  be  laid  down. 
He  had  heard  no  attempt  at  ao  answer  to 
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the  repreientations  which  had  been  made 
as  to  the  iofinitely  small  proportion  of  en- 
couragement which  this   measure  would 
give  compared  with  the  immense  encou- 
ragement which  we  were  at  present  giving 
by  our  commercial  policy  to  the  slave- 
trade,  and  upon  which  he  had  never  heard 
any  remonstrance  on  the  score  of  human- 
ity*   The  boo.  Member  for  Sheffield  had 
referred  to  the  enormous  importation  into 
this  country  of  slave-grown  cotton.     He 
bad  not  beard  of  any  one  who  was  for 
reducing  that  amount  of  importation.  But 
we  went  further;  cotton  might  be   con- 
sidered necessary  ibr  our  great  manufac- 
turing   population.       We    took    a    vast 
amount  of  slave-grown    tobacco— not    a 
necessary  in  any  man's  estimation ;  in  the 
opinion  of  many,  a  deleterious  drug.    Did 
any  one  advocate  stopping  this  trade  ? 
Haid  we  not,  on  the  contrary,  utterly  pro- 
hibited the  growth  of  tobacco  in  Ireland, 
where,  as  an  object  of  cultivation,  it  might 
have  produced  great  benefits,  in  the  fear 
lest  Irish  tobacco  might  come  to  compete 
with  slave- grown  tobacco.    We  ensured, 
by  direct  legislation,  a  positive  monopoly 
to  alave^grown  tobacco.    But  it  might  be 
said,  that  was  neceuary  for   the    sake 
of  the  revenue.     Where,  then,  was  the 
principle  of  hon.  Gentlemen    opposite? 
But,  then,  again,  there  was  the  case  of 
slave-grown  coffee.    Was  there  any  one 
who  would  deny,  that  we  gave  advantages 
to  the  slave-grown  coffee  of  Brazil,  over 
the  free-labour  coffee  of  St.   Domingo? 
The  slave-grown  coffee  of  Brazil  was  ad- 
mitted by  the  system  of  carrying  it  round 
by  the  CJape  of  Good  Hope  ;  which  could 
not  be  done  with  the  coffee  produced  by 
free  cultivation  in  Hayti,  from  the  situa- 
tion of  that  island.    If  we  relaxed  our 
code  and  imported  coffee  direct  f|rom  both 
places,  the  free-grown  coffee  would  have 
the  advantage.     He  should  like  to  ask 
the   right  hon.   Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Dr.  Lushington)  to  say  whether 
there  was  any  difference  in  principle  be- 
tween   importing    slave-grown    Brazilian 
sugar  for  the  purposes  of  the  refiner,  with 
a  view  to  be  re-exported  to  our  own  colo- 
nies, and  importing  it  for  the  use  of  the 
British  consumer?     He  should  like   to 
know  what  distinction  could  be  drawn  be- 
tween the  two  cases  which  would  justify 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  allowing  the 
importation  in  one  case,  and  refusing  it  in 
the  other.    [Hear!    hear!]     His  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  cheered 
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him ;    he   would    defy   even  his    noble 
Friend's  ingenuity  to  point  out  a  distinc- 
tion in  principle  between  the  two  cases. 
But  this  was  not  the  whole  case.     His 
right  hon.   Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board   of  Trade  had   stated  last  night, 
and  stated  truly,  that  to  whatever  ex- 
tent   we    exported    our    manufactured 
goods  to  the  Brazils,  we  were  paid  for 
them    by    slave-grown    produce.      They 
had    no   other   mode    of  making  pay- 
ment.   Sometimes  we  imported  directly, 
this    slave-grown    produce,  as    he   had 
stated :    more  generally  we  carried  the 
slave-grown  sugar  to  continental  markets, 
and  disposing  of  it  there,  brought  home 
the  goods  obtained  in  exchange.     When 
the  latter  mode  of  payment  took  place, 
did  any  body  mean  to  maintain,  that  the 
same  encouragement  was  not  given  to  the 
employment  of  slave-labour  as  if  we  were 
paid   directly  by  returns  of  slave-grown 
produce,  whether  it  were  sugar  or  any 
other  article  ?     But  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Sandon)  seemed  to  hold,  that 
the  intermediate  process  made  all  the  dif- 
ference, and  the  circuit  washed  away  the 
impurity  of  the  transaction  ;  ^  if  he  could 
think  that  a  whit  less  encouragement  was 
given  to  slavery  by  the  indirect  method  of 
payment,  than  if  slave-grown  sugar  came 
in  payment  direct  to  England.     So  long 
as  we  sent  goods  at  all  to  Brazil,  and  were 
paid  in  slave-grown  produce,  we  may  be 
said  to  encourage    slavery.     The    hon. 
Baronet  told  the  House  that  this  country 
would  lose  its  character  for  consistency 
with  foreign  nations  if  they  adopted  mea- 
sures that  would  tend  to  give  encourage- 
ment to  slavery,  might  they  not,  he  would 
ask,  be  more  justly  charged  with   incon- 
sistency when  it  appeared  to  foreign  na- 
tions that,  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  sugar 
refiners  and  sugar  carriers,  they  scrupled 
not   to  import  slave-grown  sugar,  while, 
without    any  visible  line  of  distinction, 
they  refused  to  admit  that  sugar  for  the 
benefit  of  the  consumers,  and  that  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  those  very 
monopolies,  for  the  abolition  of  which,  in 
other    countries,  this    nation   was  most 
loudly  calling,  but  of  which  we  refused 
to  set  the  example.    There  was  another 
consideration  which  he  could  not  avoid 
pressing  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
It  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham,  and  he  grieved  to  say,  on 
the  authority  of  one  whom  no  one  could 
question  on  this    subject.  Sir  F.   Bux* 
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ton,  ihaty  too  truly,  all  our  efforts  to  put 
down  the  foreif^n  slave-trade,  had  for 
many  years  only  aggravated  its  horrors. 
In  (he  last  two  or  three  years,  the  treaties 
which  had  been  concluded,  and  the  vigo- 
rous exertions  of  our  cruizers  had  di- 
minished the  trade  to  some  extent ;  but  if 
for  so  many  years  our  best  efforts  had 
been  so  ineffectual,  might  not  some  other 
means  be  tried.  If,  then,  there  were  the 
slightest  hope  (hat  by  a  new  treaty  with 
the  Brazils,  or  by  an  improved  communi- 
cation arising  from  concessions  and  ac- 
commodations, which  the  people  of  that 
country  would  probably  be  inclined  to  ask 
of  us  at  the  expiration  of  the  present 
treaty,  in  1 842— if,  he  said,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  the  slightest  hope 
that  by  such  means  we  should  be  ena- 
bled to  mitigate  in  any  degree  the  charac- 
ter of  the  slavery  of  that  country,  would 
it  not  be  well  worthy  of  hit  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  to  consider  whether  the 
obstacles  which  he  would  throw  in  the 
way  of  the  renewal  of  that  treaty  upon 
advantageous  terms,  by  opposing  this 
measure,  would  not  tend  materially  to 
frustrate  the'  desirable  object  of  the  ame- 
lioration for  which  all  were  so  anxious. 
He  next  came  to  consider  the  question 
with  reference  to  the  state  of  oar  popula- 
tion at  home,  and  he  was  sure  (hat  no 
Gentleman  acquainted  with  the  manufac- 
turing  districts  would  deny,  that  no  such 
state  of  depression  and  despondency  as 
the  present  had  ever  been  known  in  those 
dis(ricts.  He  had  received  many  accounts 
from  the  district  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected :  he  would  read  one  from  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  two  days  ago.  The 
writer  stated :— > 

'*  That  no  man  could  support  himself  by  his 
business.  At  this  moment  (he  depression  has 
deepened  (o  such  an  alarming  aegree,  that 
conndence  is  aUoge(her  shaken,  and  trade 
literally  paraljfsed.  Feilden's  (that  is  the  bon. 
Member  for  Oldham)  began  to  work  short 
time  last  week,  four  days  per  week.  In  South 
Lancashire  that  time  is  general.  Short  time 
to  workmen  who  can  but  just  live  on  full  time 
wages,  is  slow-wasting  famine,  with  pestilence 
on  its  heels.'* 

He  did  not  believe  that  statement  to  be 
exaggerated ;  and  it  received  confirmation 
from  the  accounts  in  the  report  of  the 
hand-loom  weaver  commissioners,  who  had 
the  best  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
state  of  our  manufacturing  population. 
Without  troubling  the  House  with  many 
details^  ht  would  confine  himself  to  read- 


ingashort  extract  from  that  report.  U 
stated,  that  with  almost  all  the  laboaring 
classes  low  wages  produced  immediate 
distress,  and  want  of  employment  imme- 
diate destitution.  The  commissioners  did 
not  believe,  that  any  one  who  had  not 
mixed  with  the  working  classes  could  ade- 
quately conceive  how  much  mental  and 
bodily  suffering,  bow  much  despondency 
and  disease,  were  implied  in  the  vague 
terms,  "  a  fall  of  wages/'  or,  **  slack  de- 
mand for  labour."  If  this  was  the  case 
with  merely  a  slack  demand  for  labour; 
he  would  leave  Gentlemen  to  imagine 
what  it  must  be  when  they  were  employed 
only  four  days  in  a  week.  Now  to  what 
meaaure,  except  to  some  measure  for  the 
improvement  of  (he  trade  of  the  country, 
did  the  House  look  for  any  permanent 
improvement  of  (he  condition  of  tbeae 
persons  ?  He  was  not  a  little  sorry  last 
night  to  hesr  hon.  Gentlemen  running 
down  and  deprecating  the  foreign  trade 
of  this  country.  The  House  had  beca 
told  by  those  who  were  the  advocates  of 
the  agricultural  interest,  that  it  was  tm 
the  home  demand  that  the  trade  of  this 
country  depended  for  its  prosperity,  ^?hat 
bad  been  the  state  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest during  the  lut  three  yeara?  Would 
anybody  say,  that  (he  price  of  agricultural 
produce  had  not  been  high,  and  (he  agri- 
cultural interest  so  far  in  a  fair  and  proa- 
perous  condition  7  If  the  doctrine  which 
the  advocates  of  that  interest  put  forth 
were  true,  then  (he  manufacturers,  instead 
of  being  In  a  state  of  despondency,  ought 
to  be  in  a  state  of  proaperity.  But  the 
fact  we  knew  to  be  otherwise.  We  knew, 
that  for  the  last  six  years  in  ihe  manufac« 
turing  districts  wages  had  been  gradually 
sinking,  whilst  the  price  of  com  had  been 
gradually  rising.  He  had  a  statement* 
showing  what  had  been  Ihe  wagee  in 
Halifax  and  Bradford,  of  three  descrip* 
tions  of  workmen,  and  what  the  price 
of  corn  during  the  last  seven  yeara.  It 
appeared  (hat  corn  bad  riaen  from  46t.  M. 
in  1834  to  65s.  9d.  in  1840,  while  wagtt 
in  (hat  time  had  fallen  with  one  descrip- 
tion of  workmen  from  lOi.  to  6s.  9d. ; 
with  a  aecood  description  from  14s.  to 
lOs.;  and  with  a  third  description  from 
18i.  (o  13s.  6d.  If  any  Gentleman  had 
read  a((ea(ively  the  report  to  which  he 
bad  referred,  he  would  find  it  universally 
staled,  that  the  comfort,  the  health,  aod 
almost  the  existence  of  the  labourer  de« 
peoded  upon  (he  low  price  of  corn.  What 
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wu  the  Btatement  in  one  of  the  papers 
put  forward  by  the  West-Indian  body? 
That  the  greater  consumption  of  sugar  in 
certain  jfears  was  owing  not  to  the  price 
of  aogar;  but  to  the  low  price  of  corn. 
it  had  lieen  repeated  in  the  House.  Did 
not  this  mean,  that  when  the  woiking  man 
had  lees  to  pay  for  hit  neeessary  bread, 
he  had  more  to  spend  on  comforts;  or 
on  such  necessaries  as  sugar?  But  it 
did  not  stop  here.  As  it  was  emphatically 
said  in  the  handloom  commissioners'  re- 
port, when  bread  wss  cheap,  the  labouring 
claaaes  clothed  themselves.  To  what  could 
Ibey  attribute  the  present  state  of  the 
manufacturing  interest  except  to  the  state 
of  our  foreign  trade  ?  It  was  the  absence 
of  foreign  demand  which  reduced  the 
manufacturing  interest  and  manufactur- 
ing population  to  this  state;  and  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  absence  of  foreign 
demand  ?  He  was  astonished  at  hearing 
an  hon.  Member  who  represented  the  colo* 
nial  interest,  state  the  small  amount  of 
exports  to  Brazil  as  a  proof  that  taking 
the  sugar  grown  in  the  Brazils  would  not 
mcreaae  our  foreign  trade.  He  (Mr.  C. 
Wood)  thought  they  had  lived  beyond 
the  time  when  hon.  Gentlemen  supposed 
that  British  goods  could  be  sent  to  other 
countries,  unless  tbe  English  were  pre** 
pared  to  take  something  from  those  coun- 
tries in  return.  The  small  amount  of  ex- 
ports fkom  this  country  was  prettv  well 
aec«Minled  for,  when  our  fiscal  regulations 
were  soeh  as  prevented  us  fr6m  receiving 
artielea  from  those  countries  in  return.  It 
seemed  absolutely  impoasible  to  push  de- 
aaoDStration  further  than  this,  that  the 
state  of  the  manufacturing  population  was 
owing  to  a  want  of  foreign  demand,  and 
that  the  want  of  foreign  demand  could 
only  be  attributed  to  our  vicious  commer- 
cial code.  There  was  evidence  in  that 
mach-disputed  and  much«quoted  report 
of  tbe  Import  duties'  committeei  that  this 
want  of  comfbrt,  and,  in  some  instsnces, 
of  ahaosi  the  necessaries  of  life,  owing  to 
the  high  price  of  corn,  was  not  confined 
to  the  manufacturing  population,  but  ex- 
tended to  the  agricultural  labourers.  There 
was  moat  clear  evidence  given  by  a  manu- 
facturer of  Leicester,  that  at  the  time  when 
the  price  of  com  was  high,  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  could  not  afford  to  pur- 
chase the  necessary  articles  of  clothing, 
and  the  cheap  woollen  hosiery,  which  was 
one  of  the  staple  articles  of  the  manufac- 
turaa  of  Leicester ;  and  he  stated,  not  as 


a  matter  of  opinion  but  of  fact,  that  the 
commercial    travellers  of  Leicester  who 
went  through   the  agricultural  districts, 
reported,  that  the  demand  in  the  agricul- 
tural districts  was  quite  as  slack  in  the 
time  of  the  high  price  of  corn,  as  the  de- 
mand in  the  manufacturing  districts  for 
the  self-same  articles.     It  bad  become  a 
maxim  with  the  manufacturers,  that  when- 
ever corn  was  high,  the  demand  for  the 
necessary  goods  used  by  the  lower  classes 
was  as  much  reduced  in  the  agricultural 
as  in  the  manufacturing  districts.     But  it 
was  undoubtedly  upon  the  great  masses 
of  our  manufacturing  population  that  our 
restrictive  system  and  protecting  duties 
pressed  most  severely.      Upon   them  it 
pressed  wiih  double  force,  by  checking 
trade  and  preventing  the  payment  of  ade- 
quate wages,  and,  at  the  same  time,  in- 
creasing the  prices  of  those  articles  on 
which  wages  were  spent,  and  he  appealed 
therefore  to  the  House  not  to  accede  to 
the   motion  of    the  noble   Member    for 
Liverpool   which   would  defeat   the  first 
step  in  removing  those  restrictions.     He 
conceived,  that  the  interests  of  a  vast 
majority  of  the  people  were  deeply  con- 
cerned  in    this  removal.     He  admitted, 
that  some  few  might    suffer.      He  was 
ready  to  admit,  that  the  return  of  the 
West-India  proprietors  might  be  smaller, 
and  that  some  of  the  shipowners  might 
be  obliged  to  break  i^p  some  of  those  old 
and  unseaworthv  vessels  in  which  for  years 
they  had  risked  tbe  lives  of  their  fellow- 
creatoreSy  and  in  some  degree  to  prevent 
which,  it  bad  been  necessary  to  introduce 
a  bill  into  that  House ;  and  he  admitted 
further,   to   the  hon.  Member  fbr  Lin- 
colnshire, that  some  landlords  might  be 
obliged  to  reduce  the  rents  of  their  land. 
As  one  of  that  protected  class,  he  was 
willing  to  forego  his  individual  advantage 
for  the  sake  of  the  general  |;ood  ;  he  did 
not  rate  that  advantage  so  highly  as  others, 
but  whatever  it  was,  he  considered  his 
interests  much  more  bound  up  with  the 
welfare  of  the  State  at  large,  than  with 
the  prosperity  of   any  particular  class. 
One  of  the  most  essential  features  of  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was,  that  while  it  would  afford 
relief  to  trade,  it  was  an  important  mea- 
sure of  finance ;  and  here  he  must  express 
his  surprise  at  the  mode  in  which  it  had 
been  met  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
where  it  was  treated  merely  as  a  party 
move.    The  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
12 
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tocosed  Ibe  MiDisterial  side  of  (he  House 
of  making  uie  of  commercial  roeatoret 
for  ptrty  purposes.  Never  was  accasa. 
lioo  more  uDJust.  They  bad  sopported 
.Mr*  HoskissoD  against  bis  own  friends  in 
bis  commercial  policy.  Tbe  boo.  Member 
seemed  to  forget  wbicb  side  of  tbe  House 
it  was,  wbo  made  the  timber  duties  a  party 
qneation  in  1 831 —and  even  in  the  pre- 
.aent  motion,  tbe  boo.  Member  wbo  op- 
posed tbe  commercial  policy  of  tbe  Go- 
veroment  professing  himself  tbe  advocate 
of  free  trade,  and  suggested  as  tbe  only 
remedy  for  tbe  existing  financial  diflBcul- 
tiesy  tbe  removal  of  tbe  present  Govern- 
ment from  oflBce,  would  hardly  convince 
the  world  that  his  mind  was  free  from 
party  considerations.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
ob^cted  to  tbe  time  of  tbe  proposal.  It 
might  have  been  better  to  have  brought  for- 
ward this  measure  last  year;  but  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Newark  would  have  thought  it  better, 
when  there  was  no  financial  pressure,  and 
when  there  was  no  immediate  necessity 
for  doing  so.  But  some  bon.  Members, 
and  especially  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Be- 
verley (Mr.  Hogg),  bad  objected  to  tbe 
plan  on  tbe  score  of  finance.  His  first 
statement  was,  that  tbe  country  would  be 
inundated  with  Brasilian  sugar,  and  his 
nest,  that  not  a  farthing  would  be  added 
to  tbe  revenue.  Now,  both  of  tbese  as- 
sertions could  not  be  true :  if  the  country 
were  inundated  with  Brazilian  sugar,  tbe 
calculated  revenue  must  necessarily  be 
raised.  If  Brazilian  sugar  were  not  brought 
into  the  market,  then  tbe  ruin  the  bon. 
Member  anticipated  (o  our  colonies  could 
.never  afflict  tbem.  Which  born  of  the 
dilemma  did  be  choose  ?  It  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  to  be  difficult 
to  see,  from  papers  and  calculations  be- 
fore the  House,  that  the  revenue  which 
bis  right  bon.  Friend  calculated  he  should 
derive  from  this  measure  would  be  raised. 
The  revenue  would  be  raised,  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  larger  consumption  of  sugar, 
a  larger  importation  took  place.  The 
consumption  would  be  larger  if  a  reduc- 
tion of  price  took  place  than  what  it  bad 
been  last  year.  Tbe  evidence  taken  before 
tbe  Import  Duties  Committee  gave  reason 
to  suppose^  that  at  a  retail  price  of  from  6\ 
to  6|  per  pound  the  consumption  might 
be  extended  in  a  very  great  degree.  The 
retail  price  of  6(  per  pound  was  60s.  Bd. 
per  cwt.  and  if  his  right  bon.  Friend  en- 
sured, that  sugar  should  be  imported  at 


that  price  his  object  was  attained.  Whether 
tbe  svgar  came  liom  tbe  Brask,  or  fmn 
tbe  East  or  the  West  Indies,  the  con- 
sumption wonid  be  certain,  and  the  re* 
venue  would  be  raised.  The  eaaential 
point  was  tbe  price.  If  the  Wesi-Indiaa 
or  East-Indian  sugar  was  sold  at  60it.  8<L 
tbe  consumption  was  certain;  but  the  only 
security  that  tbn  would  be  tbe  caae  waa, 
providing  that  if  it  was  not,  other  aogar 
should  he  admitted,  which  would  be  sold 
at  that  price.  Tbia  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezcbequer*s  measure  did.  Tbe  proposed 
duty  of  d6s.  on  foreign  soger,  added  to  the 
present  price  of  Brazilian  sugar,  would 
admit  it  for  consumption  at  abont  60s. 
per  cwt.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  aa- 
serted,  that  an  adequate  supply  for  the 
year  1841,  would  coom  from  the  West 
and  East  Indies.  That  might  be  tbe  case ; 
but  tbe  measure  of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  the  best  and  the  only  ae> 
curity  that  tbe  price  of  such  sugar  shonld 
be  sufficiently  low  for  increased  coosnm|^ 
tion ;  and  that  if  those  hopes  were  disi^ 
pointed,  neither  tbe  consumer  nor  the 
revenue  should  sufi*er.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
disputed  tbe  point,  that  the  lowering  of 
prices  increased  consumption.  In  no 
instance  bad  there  been  a  remarkable  in* 
crease  or  decrease  of  consnmptioo  of  sngart 
wbicb  waa  not  consequent  upon  an  in- 
crease or  a  decreaae  of  price,  aa  might  be 
seen  from  tbe  returns.  If  tbe  consnmp* 
tion  per  bead  in  1841  were  the  aame  aa 
that  of  1831,  tbe  importa  to  make  op  for 
the  increased  consumptk>o  aceording  lo 
the  population  would,  at  a  duty  of  S4s., 
produce  an  increased  revenue  of  937,00ML 
If  so,  he  did  not  think,  that  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eseho- 
quer,  could  be  accused  of  having  taken 
an  improbable  estimate  of  tbe  incraaaed 
revenue  when  he  had  estimated  it  at  only 
700,000/. ;  and,  if  this  were  to  be  admiu 
ted  10  be  correct  he  should  wish  to  know 
how  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  oppoaita 
could  speak  of  tbe  calculatiooa  of  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  utterly 
groundless.  There  was  still  a  question  of 
the  greatest  importance  bebina.  If  the 
proposal  of  Government  were  defeated, 
what  was  to  be  the  alternative  ?  If  an 
increase  of  revenue  were  not  to  be  looked 
for  from  this  proposed  scheme,  if  the  pie* 
sent  deficiency  were  not  to  be  supplied  by 
a  method  which  would,  at  the  same  time, 
extend  our  trade  and  relieve  oormanufiM- 
tores,  in  what  way  did  the  other  side  of 
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the  HoQse  propose  to  supply  it  ?    Was  an 
increase  of  revenue  to  be  obtained  from  an 
alteration  of  the  timber  daties  ?     When 
bon.  Qentleroen  opposite  were  in  power, 
an  alteration  of  the  timber  duties  was  a 
faToarite  mode  of  raising  revenue.     Did 
they  merely  look  upon  this  question  as  a 
means  of  removing  their  political  adver- 
■aries  from   the  offices  they   wished   to 
occupy?    And  if  they  succeeded,  would 
tbej  turn  round  upon  his  ton.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Whitby  ?    Were  they  to  look 
for  the  Increase  of  the  revenue  from    the 
timber  trade,  or  from  some  modification  of 
the  present  scheme  ?    He  should  like  to 
know  how  the  revenue  for  the  year  was  to 
be  made   good.     He   understood,    that 
aome  bon.  Gentlemen  fancied,  that  if  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  Tam worth  came 
into  power,  he  would  relieve  them  from 
all  difficulty  by  proposing  a  vote  of  credit, 
or  a  loan  for  the  year.     He  thought  such 
evpectatioos  would  be  altogether  disap- 
pointed.    He  (Mr.   C.   Wood)  thought, 
that  it  was  the  only  financial  error    of 
Ministers,  that  they  had  pushed  the  loan 
system  too  far.     Last  year,  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the   Exchequer   stated— and    the 
statement  met  with  general  assent— that 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  on  that  system 
feoger;   and  he,  therefore,  proposed   an 
augmentation  of  the  taxes.    The  mode  of 
taxation  then  tried  had  utterly  failed  to 
faise  the  income  of  the  country  to  a  level 
with  the  expenditure.     While  Lord  Al- 
thorp  was   in  office  he  had  relieved  the 
kiopiom  from  a  burden  of  seven  millions 
of  taxes,  at  a  loss  of  only  two  millions 
of  revenue  ;    and  the  present  proposal 
sought  to  carry  that  wise  principle  further, 
andy  while  the  revenue  was  provided,  to 
afford  aid  to  most  valuable  interests.  Bui 
what  had  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam* 
worth  said  last  year,  on  the  subject  of 
loans — and    he    agreed    in   every    word 
which  Yell  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
be  said,  it  was  discreditable  for  a  great 
eoantrj  like  this,  to  be  reduced  to  loans 
to  meet  its  expenditure,  in  time  of  peace ; 
and  that  we  ought  not  to  have  recourse  to 
the  miserable  expedient  of  staving  off  such 
borthens  from  our  own  shoulders,  in  order 
to  force  them  on  our  posterity.     He  said, 
that  the  deficiency  being  evidently  of  a 
permanent   character,    be    should    have 
opposed    a     loan    if    the    Government 
had    proposed    it  :    and     it    is    impos- 
sible for  bim,   therefore,    now,    to   pro- 
pose foeh  ft  coune  bim«€lf|  with  every 


argument  which   he   then  used,  further 
strengthened  by  the  additional  experience' 
of  this  year.     Of  one  thing  Gentlemen 
might  be  well  assured,  that  whatever  Go« 
vernment  was  in  power,  they  would  not 
make  the  income  equal  to  the  outlay  by 
reverting  to  the  system  of  loans.    What, 
then,  he  again  asked,  was  to  be  the  alter- 
native of    the  other  side?      Doubtless, 
many  hon.  Members  might  prefer  the  im- 
position of  direct  taxes,  and  at  least  that 
would  be  an  honest  straightforward  mode 
of  meeting  the  difficulty  ;    but  whether  it 
could  be  adopted  with  any  chance  of  suc- 
cess in  the  present  state  of  the  country 
was  another  question;    and  he  doubted 
much  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
so  warmly  opposed  to  the  present  propo- 
sition, would  themselves  find  it  convenient 
to  vote  for  the  infliction  of  direct  taxes. 
Would  they  revive  the  tax  upon  salt  and 
candles,  removed  expressly  for  the  relief 
and  benefit  of  the  poorer  classes  ?  Would 
they  re-impose  the   house-tax?   or  were 
they  to  fall  back  in  a  time  of  peace  upon 
what  had  always  been  held  as  a  last  re- 
source in  this  country,  and  which  had  been 
taken  off  with  the  universal  assent  of  the 
people — he    meant    the    property  •  tax  ? 
Many  were  in  favour  of  a  tax  of  that 
kind :  he  could  not  agree  with  them.     He 
agreed  again  with  an  opinion  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.   Member   for  Tamwortb, 
and  believed,  that  it  was  a  tax  most  inex- 
pedient and  unwise  to  propose  in  time  of 
peace,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  kept  back 
justly  and  properly  as  a  reserve  for  war. 
But  if  they  were  not  to  propose  that  tax, 
he  wanted  to  know  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
what  resources  they  were  to  look  to  ?     He 
must  object,  in  the  present  depressed  state 
of  the  country,  to  adding  to  its  burdens, 
to  raise  the  revenue  before  the  experiment 
of  relieving  it  from  taxation  had  t>een  tried. 
The  only  source  that  he  knew  of  was,  so 
to  improve  our  trade  as  to  add  to  our  cus- 
toms' revenue,  and  by  improving  the  con- 
dition of  the  consumer,  enable  him  to 
consume  a  larger  amount  of  articles  pay- 
ing customs  and  excise.    This  was  the 
only  mode  which  hon.  Members    could 
take  to  avert  that  taxation,  which  must 
fall  otherwise  on  themselves.     There  were 
other  and  higher  considerations  relating 
to  the  depressed  condition  of  so  large  a 
portion  of  our  population  ;    and,  whether 
they  consulted  their  interests  or  their  feel- 
ings, to  the  same  conclusion  they  must 
come«->that  they  must  endeavour  to  im« 
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prove  the  state  of  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest, and  what  was  still  more  iroportantt 
the  condition  of  the  manufacturing  popu- 
lation.   There  were  other  considerations 
arising  from  the  state  of  feeling  in  large 
masses  of  our  population,  of  which  we  had 
had  some  experience  in  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  and   which   ought  to   have 
weight  with  the  House.     It  was  most  ne- 
cessary to  conciliate  and  to  maintain  their 
good  will,  and  to  inspire  them  with  confi- 
dence in  the  Legislature.    He  would  not 
press  this  topic  further,  the  importance  of 
which  he  was  convinced  every  body  who 
heard  him  would  feel.     These  considera- 
tions, however,  whether  as  regarding  their 
mere  interest,  or  the  welfare  and  prosperity 
of  the  country,  and  still  more  their  feelings 
of  humanity  weighed  so  heavily  with  him, 
that  he  was  not  without  hope   that  the 
House  would  even  yet  consent  to  take 
into  consideration  the  proposition  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     Whether 
they  did  so  or  not,  he  could  not  avoid  ex- 
pressing his  conviction,  in  common  wiih 
many  other  hon.  Members,  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  country  was  such,  that 
measures  like  those  now  proposed  could 
90t  be  much  longer  deferred.     It  might 
be  that  they  would  be  carried  by  other 
hands,  it  might  be  that  they  would  be 
adopted  with  modifications,  it  might  be 
that  Ibey  would  be  brought  forward  when 
greater  ruin  and  distress  had  forced  the 
consideration  of  them  more  imperatively 
on   the  House;    but  fully  convinced  he 
was,  that  sooner  or  later,  and  that  too  at 
no  very  distant  period,  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  now  came  forward  as  the  advo- 
cates of  monopoly  would  find  their  ex- 
pectations disappointed,  and  that,  for  the 
general  benefit  of  the  country,  protected 
interests  must  part  with  a  portion  of  their 
protection. 

Mr.  Ooulburn  said,  that  when  he  re- 
flected that  the  period  at  which  he  was 
called  on  to  address  the  House  against, 
the  admission  of  foreign  slave-grown  sugar 
to  tlie  British  market,  was  the  precise 
period  which,  by  the  Act  of  Emancipation 
of  the  negroes  of  the  West  Indies,  was 
fixed  as  the  first  year  in  which  the  popu« 
lation  of  those  colonies  should  enjoy  per- 
fect freedom,  and  when  he  reflected  also 
that,  the  period  originally  fixed  had  been 
anticipated  by  three  years  by  the  volun- 
tary act  of  the  colonists  themselves,  when 
he  reflected  on  these  circumstances,  he 
could  ngt  but  consider  what  would  have 


been  the  feelings  of  the  House  and  the 
country  if,  when  his  noble  Friend  near 
him  first  proposed  the  Act  of  Emancipa* 
tion,  he  had  accompanied  it  with  a  propo« 
sition,  that  so  soon  as  the  apprenticeship 
should  ceaie,  the  slave-trade  of  foreign 
countries  should  have  all  the  advantages, 
which  we  could  confer  by  opening  a  new 
market  for  slave-grown    sugar.     If   any 
man,  whatever  might  be  his  political  opin- 
ions, had  then  (tated,  that  that  would  be 
the  proceeding  of  1841,  he  would  have 
been   charged  with  indulging  imaginary 
apprehension ;  he  would  have  been  told 
that  Great  Britain,  immediately  after  the 
accomplishment  of  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
negro- population    of   the    West    Indies, 
could  never  deprive  that  population  of 
those  advantages  which  they  possessed  in 
the  market  of  this  country,  that  such  m 
return  for  the  surrender  by  the  colonists 
of  the  remaining  portion  of  the  appren- 
ticeships would  be  a  course  of  proceeding 
which  no  government  could  recommend, 
and  which  no  House  of  Commons  could 
ever  sanction.    A  Government,  he  regret- 
ted to  say,  had  been  found  to  recommend 
it ;  but  the  House  of  Commons,  he  trusted 
had  not  been  found  which  would  sanction 
it.     In  this  view  of  the  question,  it  mat- 
tered not  whether  the  measure  was  brought 
forward  as  one  of  finance  or  of  commercial 
regulation.     Tlie  Government,  however, 
urged  it  as  a  measure  of  finance,  restiiig 
upon  the  ground  of  the  extreme  necessities 
of  the  country.     He  did  not  deny,  that 
there  was  a  pressure  on  the  finances  de- 
manding immediate  attention ;  but  in  ad-* 
mitting  that,  be  felt  bound  to  ^dd,  that 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  crisis, 
were  bound  to  propose  an  adequate  re- 
medy. It  was  not  sufficient  for  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  or  the  head  of 
the  Government,  to  say  he  proposed  to 
obtain  700,0001.  a-year,  by  a  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  foreign  sugar,  and  to  be  ab- 
solutely silent  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
that  amount  of  revenue  was  to  be  realised. 
The  right  hon*  Gentleman,  who  bad  neg- 
lected to  supply  the  House  with  those 
details,  which  they  had  a  right  to  expecti 
was  followed  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  he  favoured 
them  with  an  explanation  which  clearly 
showed,  that  as  a  measure  of  revenue  their 
proposition  of  reducing  the  duty  on  fo* 
reign    sugar    was    altogether    inefficient* 
They  (the  Conservatives)  had  been  taun- 
ted by  the  hon.  Member  for  Haiifaii  wiUi 
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haviag  adopted  two  inconsistent  modes  of 
•rguroentp  saying  on  the  one  hand  that 
•ur  British  poasessions  would  be  ruined 
bj  the  introduction  of  foreign  sugar,  and, 
on  the  other,  that  the  introduction  of  fo* 
reign  augar  would  produce  no  revenue. 
The  hon.  Member  said,  that  they  could 
not  be  right  in  both  of  these  assertions. 
He  agreed  with  him  that  they  could  not ; 
but  then  they  were  necessarily  driven  into 
thoae  two  lines  of  argument,  because  the 
rfgfat  hoOk  Gentleman  had  put  before  them 
two  inconsietent  propositions.  The  fkult 
was  not  in  the  replies  to  those  proposi- 
lioos,  but  in  the  propositions  themselves. 
He  should  like  to  know  how  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  proposed  to  raise 
this  700|000l.  from  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  sugar?  He  (Mr.  OouU 
barn)  could  readily  understand  that  from 
sugar  such  a  sum  might  easily  be  raised. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  required  no 
more  from  the  article  than  was  raised 
firowi  it  in  1828,  when  it  produced  above 
6,000,000/.  In  that  year  it  was  true 
there  was  an  additional  duty  of  Xs.  9d, 
B  ewt.y  but  what  were  the  circumstances 
of  the  market  at  that  time?  Foreign 
sugar  waa  entirely  excluded,  Bast* India 
angar  was  equally  excluded  by  a  restric- 
tive duty  of  I  Of.,  nearly  as  high  as  that 
proposed  to  be  given  as  a  protection 
agninat  the  augar  of  the  Brazils,  and  by  a 
further  prohibitory  duty  on  rum.  Notwith- 
standing that  prohibition  upon  foreign 
■agar,  and  that  restriction  upon  domestic 
•agar,  our  other  colonial  possessions  fur-^ 
BiAed  an  ample  supply,  and  the  revenue 
enseeded,  by  600,000/.,  that  received  in 
the  last  year.  The  power,  therefore,  of 
raisiog  a  large  additional  revenue  from 
sogar  did  not  depend  upon  their  reducing 
or  retaining  the  duties  upon  the  foreign 
article.  It  depended  upon  the  quantity  of 
sugar  brought  into  the  market,  and  whe- 
ther that  quantity  would  be  suflBcient  to 
effect  such  a  reduction  in  the  price  as  to 
prodace  an  increased  consumption.  Now, 
it  appeared,  from  the  confession  of  the 
Government  themselves,  that  we  were  to 
have  this  year  a  quantity  of  sugar  in  the 
market  greater  by  many  tons  than  we  had 
io  1828,  when  the  sum  raised  from  sugar 
waa  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  now  desired  to  raise.  The  effect 
of  his  measure  of  reduction  could  only  be 
to  substitute  a  eertain  quantity  of  Brazilian 
or  Cnba  sugat  for  the  sugar  of  British  pos- 
setitOBS,    But  for  every  quantity  of  sugar 


so  displaced  they  occasioned  acoromensu* 
rate  incitement  to  the  slave-trade,  which 
until  now  they  had  been  uniformly  desirous 
of  suppressing.  He  would  not  respond  to 
the  call  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax, 
by  entering  into  a  general  financial  dis- 
cussion on  the  present  occasion  It  waa 
not  the  duty  of  those  who  were  acting  in- 
dependently of  the  Government  to  intro«- 
duce  a  discussion  of  that  kind  s  but  when 
the  hon.  Member  asked  how  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  his  (Mr.  Goulbnrn's)  side  of  the 
House  would  obtain  the  required  amount 
of  revenue  from  sugar,  he  would  tell  him 
— by  leaving  things  alone.  The  promised 
supply  of  240,000  tons  of  sugar  from  the 
East  and  West  Indies  would  insure  a 
reduction  of  price  sufficient  to  increase  the 
revenue  for  the  ensuing  year.  Of  this  sup- 
ply the  Government  had  no  doubt,  for  it 
was  their  own  calculation,  and  if  they 
were  right  the  revenue  must  increase.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  complained  of 
the  unwHIingness  of  his  (Mr.  Goulburn's) 
side  of  the  House  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  entering  into  a  general  discussion  of 
commercial  policy ;  but,  with  every  defer- 
ence to  the  hon.  Member,  he  did  not  think, 
that  the  readiest  way  of  performing  the 
business  of  the  country  was  by  dying  from 
the  question  submitted  to  their  considera- 
tion, to  general  and  desultory  discussions. 
The  question  before  them  related  to  the 
sugar  duties,  and  to  it  he  would  confine 
his  observations.  The  hon.  Member  told 
them  that  they  were  resisting  all  reduction 
of  duty.  They  were  doing  no  such  thing. 
They  did  not  deny,  that  a  general  reduc- 
tion of  duty  leading  to  a  reduction  of 
price  was  a  great  benefit  to  the  commu- 
nity;  but  they  did  deny,  that  the  reduction 
of  duty  on  foreign  sugar,  as  explained  by 
the  noble  Lord,  could  influence  the  price. 
For  what  were  the  views  of  the  noble  Lord  ? 
that  foreign  sugar  could  only  enter  into 
consumption  when  the  average  price  in  the 
British  market  exceeded  61s.  6d.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  he  antici- 
pated a  great  increase  of  consumption, 
but  such  an  anticipation  was  at  direct  va- 
riance with  all  past  experience.  Looking 
to  the  returns  of  the  last  fifteen  years, 
they  would  find,  that  in  five  only  of  those 
years  had  the  price  attained  to  61s.  6d., 
and  that  in  every  case  in  which  it  had  so 
attained,  there  bad  been  in  each  year  a  con- 
siderable decrease  in  coniumption.  His 
(Mr.  Goulburn's)  belief  was,  that  without 
any  new  legislation  the  price  of  sugar 
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would  be  (indeed  it  was  so  at  present)  be- 
low that  which  the  noble  Lord  had  Bxed  as 
iti  minimum ;  and  therefore,  with  a  view 
to  the  interests  of  the  consumer,  as  well  as 
to  those  of  the  Colonists,  he  saw  no  reason 
to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax,  had  accused 
them  of  want  of  sympathy  and  feeling  for 
the  poor,  who  were  suffering  from  the  pri- 
vation of  this  necessary  article,  and  great 
pains  had  been  taken  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite to  contrast  the  condition  of  the  arti- 
san in  the  north  of  England  with  the  negro 
of  the  West  Indies,  But  surely  he  (Mr. 
Goulburn)  Ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  ex- 
press his  gratification  at  the  prosperity  of 
the  negro  without  it  being  imputed  to  him 
that  he  was  insensible  to  the  misfortunes 
of  his  own  countrymen.  He  sincerely 
felt  for  them,  and  would  heartily  lend  his 
best  endeavours  to  relieve  them  from  their 
present  distressed  condition ;  but  he  could 
not  bring  his  mind  to  believe,  that  the  pro- 
posed reduction  upon  foreign  sugar  was 
a  measure  which  would  afford  then  relief, 
or  one  for  which,  according  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax,  they  ought  to  be 
thankful.  When  the  Government  arroga- 
ted to  themselves  the  merit  of  having  framed 
their  budget,  with  a  view  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  in  what 
that  relief  consisted;  in  a  reduction  of 
the  price  of  sugar  so  infinitely  small,  that 
it  could  not  reach  the  consumer,  and  in  the 
imposition  of  a  double  duty  on  that  par- 
ticular species  of  timber  most  used  in  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor  and  thus  sensibly 
enhancing  the  expense  of  their  habita- 
tions. But  he  was  told  the  proposal  of 
Government  was  also  to  be  regarded  as  a 
great  commercial  measure  and  this  was 
the  favourite  topic  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who  accused  him  (Mr.  Goulburn), 
and  his  friends  of  being  insensible  to  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  the  foreign 
trade  of  the  kingdom.  Nothing  was  fur- 
ther from  the  fact.  For  himself  he  could 
say,  that  as  the  greater  part  of  his  politi- 
csl  life  had  been  in  connexion  with  a 
Government  of  which  Mr.  Huskisson 
formed  a  part,  and  as  he  cordially  con- 
curred in  supporting  his  measures,  he  did 
not  think  he  was  open  to  the  charge  of 
being  insensible  to  the  advantages  of  fo- 
reign trade.  That  trade,  he,  in  common 
with  Mr.  Huskisson,  considered  most  im- 
portant, but  also,  In  common  with  Mr. 
Huskisioni  he  thoughti  tbe  ooloniil  ti»de 


yet  more  valuable,  and  was  not  prepared 
to  neglect  or  to  abandon  it..  Tbe  difli- 
culty  in  which  the  Goveranient  stood 
with  respect  to  their  measure,  as  one  of 
finance,  was  in  no  degree  dimioisbed  by 
regarding  it  as  a  measure  of  connercial 
policy.  They  told  the  House,  on  Uie 
one  hand>  that  enormoos  advantages  woold 
be  derivcMl  from  a  sugar  trade  with  Braiilt 
while,  on  the  other,  they  alleged  that 
Brazilian  sugar  could  not  come  into  eon- 
sumption.  How  are  these  two  assertioiis 
to  be  reconciled,  and  what  becomes  of  all 
the  arguments  made  use  of  by  the  rigbl 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  bad  sUted,  chat 
there  were  two  grounds  for  legardiaf 
the  present  as  the  particular  asoflseat  ai 
which  a  reduction  of  the  doty  on  Brasil 
sugar  could  be  made  with  advanCafft»  the 
one,  that  there  was  a  coosiderabfe  dis- 
satisfaction in  the  Brazils  on  accoont  of 
the  conduct  of  this  country;  and  the 
otheri  that  the  existing  treaty  with  that 
country  was  so  near  tbe  period  of  its 
expiration,  that  it  was  desirable  befoce 
that  period  arrived  to  enter  into  some 
more  extended  arrangement.  In  eonsi* 
dering  the  cause  of  the  dissatisfaction 
between  this  country  and  Brasil,  the  rig^l 
hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse  him  if 
he  did  not  ascribe  it  to  preciwiy  the 
same  cause  as  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated.  He  had  told  the 
House  that  it  arose  from  oommereial  re- 
strictions which  this  eonntry  imposed  on 
the  introduction  of  comasodtties  ftoni 
Brasil;  but  from  the  papers  that  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  it  appealed 
that  the  great  dissatlslactioo  in  Braiilf 
towards  this  country,  was,  not  so  mneh  on 
account  of  her  restrictive  duties  as  on 
account  of  the  measures,  which  this  eonn- 
try had  taken  for  the  abolition  of  the 
slave-trade.  In  the  reports  annnallj  had 
before  tbe  House  from  the  commissionefs 
established  there,  it  appeared  that  thM 
were  exposed  to  a  great  degree  of  menu 
and  ill-reeling,  not  only  from  the  lower, 
but  from  the  better  classes  of  the  inhabi- 
tants, founded  upon  the  impedimenta 
which  they  offered  to  the  introdnelSMi 
of  new  slaves.  A  dissatisfaction  so  aiisinf 
they  most  make  np  their  ninda  to  bear, 
unless  they  were  prepared  either  to  lelax 
their  direct  efforU  for  the  abolition  of  that 
trade,  or  to  give  it  by  the  admission  of 
tbeir  sugar  an  effeetive  thoi^  indiract 
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trade.  He  knew  ihat  hon.  Gentlemen 
wete  not  prepared  to  take  the  former 
ooorae;  that  many  who  would  vote  for 
tbe  iBtrodactioa  of  foreign  commodities 
which  were  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
wonld  be  shocked  at  the  idea  of  the  ef- 
forts for  suppressing  that  trade  being  re- 
laxed. But  he  saw  no  distinction  between 
pacifying  the  dissatisfaction  of  Brazil  by 
abandoning  their  plighted  faith  with  re- 
gard to  the  suppression  of  the  slave-trade 
and  admitting  to  British  ro&rkets  the  pro- 
doctions  of  the  slave- trade,  which  but  for 
the  eontinuance  of  that  trade  could  not 
be  introduced  here  with  advantage.  And 
Ibis  led  him  to  an  argument  which 
bad  beeo  made  use  of  both  by  the  right 
ho&u  Member  for  Edinburgh  and  the  hon. 
Meml>er  for  Halifax,  in  which  they  at- 
tempted to  deny,  that  the  admission  of 
Braxilian  sugar  could  by  possibility  be  in 
any  degree  regaled  as  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple, or  as  connected  with  the  abolition 
of  the  slave-trade.  That  argument  had 
been  already  dealt  with  most  triumphantly 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  bad  been  repeated  made  it  necessary  for 
him  to  advert  to  it  again.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemao  said ; — 

**  You  eaconrage  the  cotton  and  tobacco  of 
America,  which  are  grown  in  slave  coantries ; 
and  yoa  take  the  cotton  and  coffee  of  Brazil ; 
why,  then,  do  you  refuse  Brazilian  sugar  ? " 

There  was  a  very  obvious  answer.  It 
was  this,  and  it  applied  equally  to  that 
eiber  anomaly  which  had  been  pointed 
oat,  with  regard  to  refining  Brazilian 
•iigar  for  exportation.  We  do  take  the 
cotton  and  tobacco  of  America,  a  country 
which  has  ceased  to  carry  on  the  slave* 
trade ;  we  do  receive  the  cotton  and  coffee 
of  Brazil,  because  by  so  doing,  we  open 
no  Dew  market  for  slave  produce,  give  no 
new  encouragement  to  the  introduction  of 
abvea  from  Africa.  Admit  their  sugars, 
however,  and  you  do  open  a  new  market 
vriiich  has  never  yet  been  accessible  to 
Biaxil,  and,  instead  of  confining  them  to 
timse  cotinlries  in  Europe  to  which  they 
Imve  hitherto  had  access,  give  them  ad- 
miisioD  to  this  country,  which,  from  the 
exieol  of  its  population,  and  its  wealth,  is, 
without  donbt,  the  best  sugar  market  in 
the  world*  The  question  is,  whether  you 
vitt  thus  give  this  incitement  to  the  slave- 
tiade  of  Brazil,  and  in  doing  so,  drive  from 

Cir  market  the  produce  of  your  own  co- 
Ne^orwbelber  yoa  will  coAiiwo  still 


to  exclude  Brazil,  and  so  to  increase  at 
the  same  time  the  produce  of  your  own 
possessions,  as  to  enable  you  to  combat 
the  sugar  of  Brazil  in  the  diffierent  mar- 
kets of  the  Continent.  Take  the  first  of 
these  courses,  and  you  can  scarcely  calcu- 
late the  impulse  which  you  will  give  to 
the  aggravated  horrors  of  the  slave-trade, 
rendered  more  profitable  by  your  own  act 
of  injudicious  liberality,  adopt  the  other, 
and  there  is  a  hope  that  you  may  establish 
the  superiority  of  free  over  slave  labour, 
even  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar.  With 
respect  to  the  other  argument,  founded  on 
the  expiration  of  the  treaty,  he  was  far 
from  denying  the  great  advantage  which 
attached  to  this  trade  with  Brazil,  and  he 
was  as  anxious  as  any  man  that  the  nego- 
tiation for  a  renewal  of  the  treaty  should 
be  attended  with  success ;  but  he  might 
doubt  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  suggesting  a  reduction  of  the  sugar  duty 
at  this  moment  took  the  best  means  for 
securing  that  object  which  in  every  foreign 
treaty  it  was  the  duty  of  this  country  to 
pursue^-namely,  that  effective  measures 
should  be  taken  for  the  abolition  of  the 
slave-trade.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
alluded  to  the  treaty  with  the  state  of 
Texas,  and  had  justly  complimented  the 
Foreign  Secretary  for  having  refused  to 
sign  the  treaty  acknowledging  the  inde- 
pendence of  that  state,  until  he  obtained 
from  them  an  admission  of  the  right  of 
search,  so  essential  to  the  suppression  of 
the  slave-trade.  All  he  askea  was,  that 
they  should  adopt  in  Brazil  their  own 
precedent  of  Texas.  If  they  gave  up 
the  duty  on  Brazilian  sugar,  and  then 
went  to  Brazil  to  obtain  commercial 
advantages  or  additional  measures  for 
the  prevention  of  the  slave-trade,  thev 
would  go  there  with  their  hands  tied, 
without  any  concession  to  make,  and 
without  those  means  of  persuading  that 
power  which  the  offer  of  admitting 
her  produce  might  afford.  He,  therefore, 
recommended  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  forbear  the  reduction  of  the  duty, 
until  he  was  assured,  that  it  might  be 
done  without  injury  to  our  own  colonies^ 
and  until  some  reciprocal  advantage  to 
this  country  and  to  humanity  was  obtained 
from  Brazil.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  a  description  —no  doubt  a  just 
one — of  the  great  advantages  this  country 
would  derive  from  her  connexion  with 
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line  of  coast  of  that  empire,  her  flowing 
rivers,  her  increasing;  population,  and  the 
great  demand  which  might  there  be 
created  for  British  manufactures ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Qoulburn)  felt  some  little  surprise, 
that  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thus  enlarged  on  the  peculiar  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  the  eonnection  with 
Brazil,  he  had  forgotten  that  there  was  a 

Kssessioti  of  the  Crown,  not  inhabited 
e  Brazil  by  about  6,000,000  of  people, 
of  whom  one  half  were  slaves,  but  in- 
habited by  a  free  population,  estimated  at 
a  hundred  million,  in  a  stale  of  great  civili- 
sation, possessing  rivers,  not  equal,  per- 
haps, to  those  of  the  Brazils,  but  extending 
through  a  country  as  fertile,  and  open- 
ing avenues  to  numerous  nations  with 
means  as  ample  of  making  returns  for 
the  productions  and  manufactures  of  this 
country.  He  need  not  say,  that  the  posses- 
sion to  which  he  alluded  was  India.  If, 
then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  connexion  with  Brazil  so  important, 
surely  he  should  have  some  corresponding 
feeling  for  the  sugar  trade  of  that  great 
country.  He  believed,  that  the  people  of 
India  would  become  the  best  customers 
fer  English  produce.  Already  did  their 
consumption  of  them  far  exceed  that  of 
Brazil,  and  if  this  country  would  take 
fW>m  India  her  supplies  of  sugar,  India 
would  have  indefinite  means  of  disposing, 
not  only  of  the  ordinary,  but  of  the  more 
elaborate  manufactures  of  Great  Britain. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
them,  he  was  afVaid  that  people  would 
embark  their  capital  too  hastily  in  the 
aogar  trade  In  India,  unless  this  retarding 
measure  of  a  reduction  of  the  doty  on 
fbreign  sugar  was  brought  forward,  and  It 
was  with  that  view  of  checking  such 
speculation,  that  he  now  recommended  it 
to  the  House;  but  when  he  folt  to 
•trongly  for  those  who  were  about  to 
invest  their  capital  in  India,  did  it  not 
beeur  to  him  that  by  arresting  that  eoorse 
of  British  capital  it  might  poasibly  be 
diverted  to  the  Brazils,  or  to  Cuba,  and 
bo  employed  there  in  raising  sugar,  and 
■0  beooma  an  instrtimeot  for  promoting 
tbat  slave-trade  which  had  been  aeooonced 
by  Parliament  ?  Ho  was  drawing  no  im- 
•ginart  picture,  he  was  stating  mersly  what 
had  already  occurred ;  for  if  the  right 
boa*  Gentleman  wuoM  refer  to  the  doco- 
mentt  which  were  last  year  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  he  would  find  the 
oomoiiiiiooers  to  the  Brazils  ioforniog 


the  noble  Lord,  the  foreign  Secretary,  that 
at  that  time  British  capital  was  employed 
in  fomenting  the  slave  thide  and  in  eulti- 
vsting  land  by  means  of  slaves,  newly 
introduced.  Oould  there  be  a  stronger 
argument  than  this  for  not  diverting 
British  capital  from  the  legitimate  sugar 
trade  in  India  to  a  quarter  where  it  could 
only  be  employed,  if  not  in  contravention 
of  the  law,  at  least  in  violation  of  its 
acknowledged  principle  ?  The  rip^t  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
did  not  consider  there  was  anything  in  the 
encouragement  of  the  slave-trade  whieh 
ought  to  embarrass  the  Houaa  on  thia 
occasion ;  that  he  for  one  did  not  deem  it 
a  question  of  principle ;  that  his  viewa  oC 
national  duty  were  satisfied  when  thia 
country  took  npon  her  to  soppresa  tba 
slave-trade  in  those  poaaessions  wbieb 
were  under  her  control :  that  be  did  not 
consider  there  was  any  queation  of  prin* 
ciple  or  national  duty  involved  in  any 
attempt,  direct  or  indirect,  to  prevent  the 
existence  of  the  slave  trade  in  foreign 
countries;  and  that  when  thb  country 
had  fulfilled  the  Emancipation  Act,  aba 
had  done  all  she  waa  in  duty  bound  to  do. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Gonlbom)  waa  nsoat  an- 
xious to  enter  his  protest  againat  thai 
doctrine.  It  had  been  the  liuhion  of  the 
other  aide  of  the  Honae  to  aay,  that  Whig 
Govemmeota  had  been  the  foremost  ia 
promoting  freedom  and  abolishing  the 
slave-trade;  and  they  had  exnhsd,  and 
very  naturally,  ha  thought,  in  having  been 
the  successful  promoters  in  Parliament  of 
the  two  great  measures  for  theaoppresaion 
of  the  alave»trade  and  the  emancipation  of 
the  oegroea.  But,  on  the  other  band,  ba 
could  not  forget,  when  thoae  oMrita  were 
claimed  for  Whig  Qovernmenta,  that  there 
was  one  that  more  partieolarly  bdonged 
to  that  Government  with  which  be  bad 
acted.  He  could  not  foigot  that  at  tha 
treaty  of  Vienna,  whem  all  tbn  powoia 
of  Europe  were  aaaembled,  it  waa  n 
British  negotiator  acting  under  n  Cooaer. 
vative  Government,  who  brought  all  thoae 
powera  to  an  nnanimona  dMiaration  of 
their  determination  to  nakt  tvtry  afbft 
for  the  aoppceasion  of  the  slnve^tmde. 
And  he  might  be  permitted  to  aay,  though 
God  forbid  that  he  ahould  nttempC  to 
diapaiage  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoaile  for 
being  the  instrumenta  of  good,  that  lia 
thought  the  period  would  urnve»  when  the 
world  would  do  ample  juatioe  to  the 
memory  of  thnt  nmni  who,  by  the  an* 
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Iboritj  of  bis  country,  and  his  own  con- 
suoimale  abilitVy  obtained  that  declaration. 
He  never  would  admit,  that  the  oblig^ations 
which  that  treaty  imposed  on  this  country 
for  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade  had 
become  eitioct  or  obsolete ;  nor  had  any 
such  doctrine  ever  until  this  period  been 
held  in  Parliament.    What  he  would  ask 
bad  been  the  course  of  Parliament  with 
reference  to  that  subject  ?  No  sooner  had 
tlie  emancipation  of  the  negroes  which  is 
now  thought  to  have  cancelled  our  obli- 
gatioBS  been  carried,  than  the  hon.  Baro- 
net   the    Member    for    Oxford    brought 
forward  e  motion  for  an  address  to  the 
CrowOi  calling  upon  it  to  use  every  means 
hi  its  poarer  for  the  complete  abolition  of 
the  slave-trade ;  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
foreign  Secretary  had  given  to  the  House 
itt  Ike  course  of  those  discussions,  details  of 
the  evils  to  which  a  remedy  was  yet  to  be 
appliedi    The  noble  Lord,  too,  depicted 
not  only  the  horrors  of  the  trade,  but  the 
diffieulties  there  were  in  carrying  out  the 
declaration  made  by  the  treaty  of  Vienna. 
Bel  did  they  stop  there  ?  In  the  year  1839 
an  address  of  the  other  House  to  the 
Crown  confirmed  and  sanctioned  by  the 
views  of  this  House  on  the  same  subject. 
And  again,  by  that  address,  had  Parlia* 
menl  called  upon  the  Crown  to  leave  no 
OMasere  untned  for  the  suppression  of 
that  traffic  especially  in  Cuba  and  Brazil, 
whoae  sugar  it  was  now  proposed  to  admit 
iolo  this  country.    The  noble  Lord,  on 
one  of  those  occasions  informed  us,  that  his 
diffieulties    in    enforcing    the    expressed 
wishes  of  Parliament  were  great,  not  so 
much    from  the  want  of  laws  directed 
against  the  traffic  in  slaves  as  from  the 
want  of  principle  in  those  by  whom  they 
weie  administered.     Quid  proiuni  (he  ex- 
claimed) UgesMUK  maribuB.    1  would  beg 
to  suggest  to  him  that,  should  the  present 
measure  be  adopted  and  should  he  be 
again  callad  upon  to  urge  on  other  nations 
tfis  withholding  encouragement  from  the 
aleve-trade  be  may  meet  with  the  new 
diacouragement  of  finding,  that  that  want 
of  principle  which  defeats  law  weakens 
negotiation  also.  He  may  be  told  in  reply, 
tbet  if  this  country  prefers  encouraging  the 
alave4rade«  to  bearing  for  a  limited  period, 
some  increase  of  the  price  of  sugar,  it  is 
not  reasonable  to  expect,  that  other  nations 
ahoold  abandon  larger  interests  and  make 
greater  saorifices  for  a  principle  which  we 
no  looger  eare  to  maintain.    For  these 
ietiOBS»  be  fdt  himself  bounds  ou  e  con« 


sideration  of  the  effect  which  the  measure 
of  the  Qovernment  would  have  on  the  fi- 
nances of  the  country,  on  the  interests  of 
the  colonies  and  their  commerce,  and, above 
all,  on  that  great  question  the  suppression 
of  the  foreign   filave-trade  to  which  the 
honour  of  Parliament  and  the  country  was 
so  distinctly  pledged  to  give  his  cordial 
support  to  the  motion  of  his  noble  FHend* 
Sir  GewgeGrey  said,  that,  at  the  close  of 
the  third  night  of  this  long* protracted  de- 
bate,  he  was  happy  to  have  it  in  bis  power 
to  congratulate  llie  House  upon  an  im- 
portant disclosure  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  who  had  just  sat  down.    It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
that  on  the  night  when    his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
announced  his  financial  scheme,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  con- 
curred with  him  most  strongly  in  staling, 
that  such  was  the  existing  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  of  the  country,  that  some  decided 
measures  must  be  taken  in  order  to  bring 
op  the  revenue  so  as  to  meet  the  expendi-* 
tore.     Hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Min- 
isterial) side  of  the  House  had  been  anxi- 
ously expecting  to  hear  what    was   the 
opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  not 
ouly  as  to  the  whole  financial  statement  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the  scheme 
which  he  had  submitted  to  the  House  for 
its  approbation,  but  they  had  been  desirous 
also  to  learn,  if  they  objected  altogether 
to  the  details  of  that  measure,  on  what 
principles  they  did  so,  and  what  principles 
they  would   themseWes    propose    to   be 
adopted.      He    thanked    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having,  at  last,  after  three 
nights  of  cautious  silence,  and  a  close  and 
careful  concealment  of  what  would  be  the 
principles  upon  which  the  budget  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  whose  confidence 
he  must  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  be,  would  be  propounded  to  the 
House,  afforded  a  full  answer  to  the  ex- 
tremely Important  question    which  had 
been  put,  in  these  emphatie  words :  '*  f 
will  first  let  things  alone.*'    Such  was  the 
satisfactory  answer  which  had  been  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  ooun^ 
try,  whose  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
this  subject  during  the  last  six  months— 
ever  sinoe  that  much  traduced,  but  most 
valuable  report  had  been  published,  which 
bad  been  so  frequently  referred  to.     He 
might  venture  to  predict,  that  this  was  an 
answer  which  would  be  received  by  the 
peoplei  whether  Whig,  or   Rftdieali  or 
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Tory-Radical,  wtlh  anything  but  saliafiic-i 
Uon,  He  waa  sorry  that  he  could  not 
eiprets  any  more  satisfaction  with  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  than 
he  had  felt  at  those  of  other  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  on  that  side  of  the  House 
as  to  the  principles  upon  which  the  pro* 
posed  measure  of  the  Government  was  to 
be  opposed ;  for,  in  his  speech,  and  in 
those  which  had  been  previously  delivered, 
he  had  been  alike  unable  to  discover  any 
distinct  answer  to  the  propositions  which 
were  raited.  The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
ark (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  commenced  his 
address  to  the  House  by  avowing  openly, 
that  he  did  not  go  there  to  discuss  prin- 
ciples. One  would  have  supposed,  thai 
the  hon.  Member  at  least  would  have  been 
prepared  to  propose  some  principle  by  which 
''  the  consoience  of  the  State,"  might  hare 
been  guided ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  this  was  not  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple. He  rested  the  case,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  inconsistent  speech,  entirely  on 
the  anticipated  supply  from  the  East  and 
West  Indies,  during  this  year.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  if  the  supply  were  to  remain 
at  deficient  as  during  the  past  year,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  principles  stated  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Fresident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  from  which  he  dissented ; 
but  be  promised  such  an  increased  supply 
that  no  political  expediency  coold  iustify 
the  measure  proposed.  One  would  have 
supposed,  that  the  boo*  Member  would 
hare  adopted  the  principles  of/ the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  him  (Dr.  Lush- 
ington)  who  had  suffered  so  much  for  the 
part  which  he  had  taken ;  but  it  turned 
oat,  that  his  object  was  only  to  maintain 
a  high  principle  of  morality  when  sugar 
waa  67f.,  bat  that,  changing  with  every 
statement  contained  in  the  price  currents, 
of  Liverpool  or  London,  it  was  to  van- 
ish with  political  expediency  when  su- 
gar was  lowered  to  27s*  On  that  side 
of  the  House  he  had  not  the  same 
complaint  to  make.  It  had  been  the  mis- 
fioNtane  of  the  Government,  on  this  occa- 
aioB,  to  be  deserted  by  some  hon.  Qentle- 
aen,  who  had  hitherto  given  their  steady 
and  firaa  support  to  the  principles  upon 
which  they  had  conducted  the  affairs  of 
this  coontry.  The  principles  upon  which 
timt  change  of  position  of  those  hon. 
Oeotlemen  had  been  prodnced,  had,  how- 
over,  been  fally  and  clearly  stated,  and  he 
naked  boa.  Oeotlemen  opposite  which  of 
tiM  priooipka  lUled  by  iboae  hon,  Oen* 


tiemen  they  adopted.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire,  who  had  spoken  on  the 
first  night  of  this  debate,  had  addressed 
the  House  with  a  manliness  and  candour 
which  had  always  characterised  his  pro- 
ceedings in  that  House.  He  had  said, 
that  he  could  not  view  this  as  an  isolated 
proposition.  He  objected  to  an  interfer* 
ence  with  any  monopoly,  because,  he 
said,  that  if  they  touched  one,  they  most 
attack  all,  and  the  result  most  be  the 
downfall  of  the  whole  system.  He  de- 
fended this  as  an  out* work,  because  he 
conceived,  that  if  it  were  carried,  the  next 
attack  would  be  upon  the  €k>m-laws,  bat 
he  resisted   the  sdoption  of  the  general 

trinciple  on  one  case,  and  declared,  that 
e  would  do  so  in  all  instances.  He 
begged  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
whether  this  was  the  view  which  thcfy  sop- 
ported.  Short  and  important  as  the  pio* 
position  was,  they  had  been  silent  apoa 
the  question  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  be 
asked  them  whether  that  was  not  at  the 
bottom  of  their  whole  opposition  to  this 
sugar  question,  and  whether  the  House 
would  see  the  same  regard  for  the  ne* 
groes  and  the  interests  of  humanity,  if 
they  did  not  believe,  that  this  was  an  out* 
work  which  must  be  maintained  secure,  in 
order  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  Corn« 
laws.  The  second  principle  which  bad 
been  enunciated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlels, 
had  been  stated  with  as  moch  distinctness 
as  that  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire.  He  said,  that  he  shoald 
object  to  the  introduction  of  soger  which 
was  the  prodace  of  slave-labour,  and  ho 
would  rather  sacrifice  the  interests  of 
England,  than  give  enconraranent  to 
slave-grown  produce  and  the  slave-trade. 
He  asked  whether  that  was  the  principle 
upon  whkh  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  act  [Lord  Sa^dm:  Hear !]  Tho 
noble  Lord  said,  that  it  was ;  woold  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  also  act  upon  the  same 
principle  ?  He  thooght,  that,  at  all  eventa. 
It  would  be  a  little  satislaclory  that  tho 
country  shoald  know,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  put  forward  by  the  right  boa* 
Baronet  upon  this  occasioo,  entertained 
this  feeling.  The  ncMe  Lord,  speaking 
of  the  change  of  sentimenta  or  some 
Members  of  the  Govemoieat  party,  aoid 
he  was  prepared  to  tdl  the  people  of 
England,  that  be  the  price  of  auger  how* 
ever  extrava|aot,  even  beyood  the  exteat 
of  the  SMralHy  of  tho  boo.  MeaBber  foe 
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Newirk,  hit  principles  would  never  yield,  ^ 
and  he  could  never  submit  to  the  intro* 
duction  of  sugar  produced  by  slave-labour. 
But  he  must  say,  that  this  extreme  horror 
of  slavery,  coming,  as  it  did,  with  a  very 
good  grace  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  came  with  a  very 
bad  grace  from  many  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  come  forward  to  support  his 
▼lews.  A  petition  had  been  presented  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  which 
implored  the  House  not  to  sanction  the 
principle  of  slavery,  thinking,  by  that 
means  to  excite  the  warm  and  generous 
feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country,  the 
foil  value  of  which  they  knew  well,  from 
the  very  munificent  gifts  showered  on 
themselves ;  and,  therefore,  availing  them- 
selves of  these  feelings,  they  came  forward 
now,  and  placing  the  interests  of  the  negro 
strongly  before  the  world,  sought  by  that 
vieans  to  bold  this  House  up  to  the  public 
reprobation  for  adopting  a  measure  which 
they  alleged  might  have  the  effect  of  in- 
cfeasing  the  powers  of  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade.  He  asked,  was  it  possible 
for  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Sandon),  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  adhere  to  the 
principle  which  was  now  put  forward ;  or 
was  it  to  be  confined  to  the  particular 
case  upon  which  it  had  been  advanced  ? 
If  the  principle  were  maintained  generally 
bow,  he  asked,  was  it  possible  not  to  ex- 
tend it  to  every  article  which  was  the  pro- 
duce of  slave-labour  ?  The  necessity,  if 
it  referred  to  one  instance,  referred  to  all. 
Great  Britain,  however,  was  in  commu- 
nication with  nearly  every  country  in  the 
universe,  and  her  commerce  was  ex- 
tended into  the  most  remote  quarters. 
She  had  abolished  slavery,  but  having 
done  so,  did  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire  say,  that 
she  was  not  to  look  to  the  wants  of  her 
people,  but  that  she  was  to  com|)el  them 
to  undergo  a  permanent  sacrifice  by  waging 
war,  for  a  prohibition  must  be  required 
against  all  slave-produce.  A  distinction 
had  been  drawn  by  hon.  Gentlemen  be- 
tween cotton  and  coffee,  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  a  great  difierence  between 
the  amount  and  description  of  labour  be- 
stowed on  them,  but  that  was  not  a  dis- 
tinction which  the  people  of  England 
would  appreciate.  They  would  inquire 
into  all  the  horrors  of  slavery,  it  was  not 
to  the  details  of  the  system  they  objected, 
but  to  its  principles,  and  be  the  slavery 
comparatively  severe  or  mild  ip  its  nature, 


it  was  against  slavery  itself  they  desired  to 
contend.  [CheeTS,'\  The  noble  Lord  cheered 
this  proposition, and  he  thought,  that  he  had 
now  made  him  a  convert  to  his  views,  that 
the  distinction  between  cotton  and  sugar 
did  not  in  reality  exist.  But  it  was  said, 
that  in  this  measure  the  Government  had 
abandoned  the  principle  of  opposition  to 
the  slave-trade ;  by  this  suggestion,  one 
would  be  led  to  believe,  that  these  pro- 
hibitory duties  had  been  originally  imposed 
on  sugar  to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
sugar,  the  produce  of  slavery.  No  one, 
however,  knew  better  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newark,  that  these  duties  had  been 
imposed  long  before  the  slave-trade  was 
abolished,  and  that,  in  fact,  their  real 
object  had  been  to  give  protection  to 
slave-grown  sugar.  It  was  not  for  a  long 
time,  that  the  voice  of  the  East-Indians, 
which  had  been  raised  against  those  duties, 
have  been  heard,  and  it  was  only  in  the  year 
1836«  that  the  duties  were  equalized ;  and 
in  the  present -year  this  system  was  carried 
out.  There  was  nothing  in  the  existing 
duties,  or  in  the  principle  of  them  intended 
to  operate  against  slavery  or  the  slave- 
trade,  and  it  was,  therefore,  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  say,  that  in  this  proposal  they  were 
abandoning  those  principles  upon  which 
they  had  acted  in  procuring  the  extin- 
guishment  of  this  dreadful  system.  But 
if  the  House  proceeded  upon  the  principle 
proposed  by  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Sandon),  they  must  revise  the  whole  of 
our  commercial  tariff,  not  in  the  seme  in 
which  it  was  now  asked  for  by  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but 
with  a  view  to  exclude  from  our  consump« 
tion  every  article  which  was  the  produce 
of  slavclabour,  however  necessary  it  might 
be.  He  must  say,  that  this  was  a  principle 
which,  considered  with  reference  to  this 
great  commercial  country,  was  of  the 
greatest  possible  absurdity,  and  he  was 
sure,  that  the  House  would  not  sacrifice 
all  our  commercial  interest,  by  its  recog* 
nition.  But  if  they  adopted  the  principle 
in  one  case,  they  must  do  so  in  all ;  and 
they  would  be  cautious,  therefore,  how 
they  took  a  step  which  was  fraught  with 
consequences  of  such  deep  importance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  English  capital  was  employed 
in  Cuba  in  the  maintenance  of  slave* 
labour,  and  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  by 
such  means.  Undoubtedly,  this  was  a 
pn^ctjce  which  reflected  the  greatest  c|i*^ 
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grace  on  those  who  w«re  parties  to  it,  and 
he  agreed  that  every  means  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  it;  but  he  asked  those 
who  came  to  protect  free-labour  sugar 
against  slave-labour  sugar,  whether  slaves 
were  employed  in  Cuba  only?  Were 
there  no  mines  in  the  Brazils  f  He  saw 
the  hoB.  Member  for  Antrim  (Mr.  Irving) 
in  his  place,  and  he  found  it  stated  in  a 
public  document,  that  a  company,  of 
which  he  was  the  chairman,  had  been 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  working  mines 
in  the  Brazils.  The  capital  employed  for 
ll>at  purpose  was  English,  but  the  bones 
and  sinews,  by  means  of  wiiich  the  one 
was  extracted,  were  the  bones  and  sinews 
of  African  slaves.  But  in  connection  with 
the  same  subject  which  had  been  fre- 
quently adverted  to  already  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  who  had  last  spoken  had  alluded  to 
a  committee  on  East-India  trade,  of  which 
be  (Sir  G.  Grey)  was  a  member  last  year, 
and  to  the  business  of  which  he  had  paid 
particular  attention,  and  he  well  remem- 
bered an  important  witness,  who  had 
been  called  forward  on  behalf  of  the 
West- Indian  interest^  in  order  to  op- 
pose the  introduction  of  the  East- India 
rum  into  this  country,  and  that  he  was  exa- 
mined at  great  length  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Antrimi  with  a  view  to  show  the 
oondicion  of  the  labourers  there.  He  al- 
luded to  Mr.  M*Queen,  who  spoke  as  the 
organ  of  the  West-Indian  interest»  and 
^ould  not,  therefore,  be  supposed  to  say 
anything  prejudicial  to  its  interests,  but 
he  was  bound  to  tay,  that  he  had  given 
his  evidence  with  the  moat  perfect  good 
faith*  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to  excite 
his  perfect  eonfidenoe  in  what  he  had 
said.     He  was  asked  : — 

**  Can  you  give  the  committee  any  informa- 
tion about  the  imporlaiion  of  coleniel  produce 
iniq^'this  country  from  the  West  Indies  and 
ihe  Mauritius,  and  also  the  consumption 
thereof  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
the  re-exportation  of  British  sugar,  re- 
fined or  raw,  to  other  countries? —  Yes,  I 
can,  I  have  thone  returns  here.  In  1839,  the 
whole  quantity  of  sugar  imported  into  Great 
Britain  fross  the  West  Indies  and  the  Mauri- 
tius was  3,435,257  cwt. ;  from  British  India, 
5l9»t26  cwt.,  making  altogether  3,954,383 
cwt.  The  consumption  of  this  country  last 
year,  deductinp.  the  quantity  exported,  refined 
and  raw,  was  3,834,847  cwt.,  leaving  an  ap- 
parent surplus  of  119>536  owt.,  Irat  from 
wliich  remains  to  be  deducted  10,470  cwt.  ex- 
ported in  a  raw  stale,  and  22,000  cwt.  in  a  re- 
nof 4  state*  making  together  32,470  cwt.,  leav- 


ing a  surplus  of  87,066  cwt.  The  drawbacks 
upon  British  refined  sugar,  I  have  here.  The 
drawlMck  in  1835  amounted  to  709,410/. ;  la 
1838  to  578,968i.;  in  1839,  to  only  26,379i 
The  value  of  refined  sugar  exported  from  this 
country  altogether  was,  in  1834,  915,693/.;  in 
1835,  it  was  852,487/.  ;  in  1838,  it  was 
553,247/. ;  and  in  1839,  213,738/.,  nearly  all 
of  which  Was  foreign  suaar  refined  in  bond. 
From  what  countries  did  that  chiefly  come ; 
was  it  from  countries  having  slaves  1*^1  believe 
almost  exclusively  from  Cuba,  Porto  Rico,  and 
the  Brazils;  probably  there  are  some  suears  that 
are  refined  from  Manilla  and  Siam  but  I  appre- 
hend that  the  price  and  quality  of  Brazil, 
Cuba,  and  Porto  Rico  sugar  is  so  superior  that 
the  refiners  use  those  in  preference ;  the  con- 
sequence of  which  is  that  the  whole  of  our 
foreign  possessions,  and  every  colony  in  the 
West  Indies,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Aus* 
tralia,  the  East  Indies,  in  fact  every  part  to 
which  we  export  refined  sugar,  is  at  this  mo- 
ment consuming  the  produce  of  slave-colo* 
nies." 

With  regard  now  to  the  proteotion  of 
sugar  the  produce  of  free  labour,  it  was 
to  be  observed,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newark  spoke  no  longer  in  the  character 
of  a^  West  Indian,  the  greater  part  of 
the  interest  which  he  or  his  connec- 
tions had  possessed,  having  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  Bast  Indies,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  spoken 
last,  did  not  now  tell  the  House,  as  it 
had  been  told  before,  that  the  West 
Indies  were  in  the  state  of  decay  and  ruin 
referred  to  by  Mr.  McQueen,  but  be  sought 
to  prove,  that  the  supply  to  be  expected 
from  the  West  and  the  East  Indies  toge- 
ther would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  de- 
mand and  to  render  this  measure  onneces* 
sary.  At  all  events,  however,  the  measure 
could  do  no  harm.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stamford  seemed  surprised  at  this  sugges* 
tion  ;  but  he  would  show  him  how  it  was 
that  no  harm  could  be  done*  Supposing 
the  fact  to  be  contrary  to  the  statement  of 
Mr,  M*Queen^that  the  West  Indies  were 
in  such  a  condition,  that  we  might  look 
to  it  for  not  decreasing  crops,  and  in 
which  it  might  be  possible  to  place  the 
land  in  an  improved  atate  of  cultivation, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  only  proposed  to 
take  an  adequate  security  for  the  fulfil, 
ment  of  those  expeotationa  which  were 
held  out ;  that  if  there  should  be  a  defici- 
ency of  supply  the  foreign  producers  of 
the  commodity  might  come  in  aid,  so  that 
the  consumer  should  not  be  sul^ect  to 
those  difficulties  which  he  had  undergone 
during  the  past  year.    It  might  be  said. 
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tb«t  the  protecting  duties  were  insufficient 
in  amount,  but  If  that  were  the  only  point, 
if  hen.  Gentleman  opposite  thought,  that 
notwithstanding  the  amount  of  duty  pro- 
posed, the  foreign  grower  would  still  be 
able  to  undersell  the  English  merchant, 
thai  was  a  question  which  was  to  be  con- 
sidered in  Gomioittee,  and  the  determina- 
tion of  which  was  delayed  and  prevented  by 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  by  this 
discossioo.  Looking  at  the  evidence  pro- 
duced before  the  committee  of  the  ex- 
treme fertility,  and  the  immense  productive 
powers,  of  tne  vast  valley  of  the  Ganges, 
coupled  with  all  those  other  advantages 
connected  with  the  production  of  sugar 
in  the  East  (ndies,  and  its  importation 
into  this  country,  be  was  at  a  loss  to  un- 
deiBiand  why  the  supply  from  that  quar- 
ter bad  been  so  limited.  He  could  con- 
ceive, that  the  publication  of  that  evidence 
would  induce  capitalists  to  send  their  ca- 
pital to  that  district,  and  therefore  it  was, 
thai  he  might  anticipate  that  a  very  large 
aapply  would,  in  future*  be  derived  from 
liieoce.  He  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  the  question  introduced  in  the  latter 
pari  9f  the  riisolution  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  meaat  that  oourse  which  Parliament 
was  called  upon  tp  take  with  regard  to 
foreign  sugars.  Undoubtedly,  England 
had  set  a  noble  example  to  the  world,  in 
determining  to  procure  the  abolition  of 
slav^ryt  al  the  vast  expense  wbicb  it  had 
caiised ;  but  when  the  coat  was  estimated 
at  iweoty  millions  only»  it  was  estimated 
at  a  sum  for  lower  than  in  reality  had 
been  incurred.  The  nominal  charge,  it 
was  truei  was  only  twenty  millions,  bui 
that  amount  bad  been  increased  by  the 
extra  amount  of  ten  millions  paid  by  the 
consumers  of  sugar,  in  the  increased  price 
of  that  commodity.  But  were  our  foreign 
neighboiirs  likely  to  be  induced  to  follow 
our  example  by  hou.  Gentlemen  proclaim^ 
ing  to  iheep  that  the  experiment  had  been 
a  ^*  miserable  failure."  Hon,  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  said  so,  but  he  said,  that  the 
strongeat  evidence  of  its  failure  would  be 
their  proclaiming  to  the  world,  thai  after 
the  sacrifice  whieb  had  been  made,  the 
people  of  this  country  were  still  to  be 
called  upon  to  consent  to  a  permanent 
sacrifice  for  the  niixl  ten  years  of  another 
lea  millions,  the  increased  amount  which 
tbty  would  baye  to  pay  for  their  sugar 
darifw  that  period.  The  argument  was, 
thai  the  government  were  proclaiming  the 
of  the  acbame  by  the  present  pro« 


position,  but  it  was  not  the  Government 
who  proclaimed  this  to  the  world,  bui 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  when  they  said, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  do  good  with  a 
moderate  protecting  duty.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  not  adverted  to  tlie 
main  principles  involved  in .  the  proposi- 
tions of  her  Majesty's  Government,  on 
the  contrary,  tht:y  had  expressly  declined 
to  do  so.  The  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said,  he  did  not  come 
down  there  to  discuss  principles;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  stated,  that  he 
would  not  enter  into  a  general  and  desul- 
tory discussion,  such  as  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax* 
That  might  be  a  prudent  course  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  he  believed  the 
country  would  think  differently.  The 
country  would  duly  appreciate  their  un- 
willingness to  grapplo  with  the  principles 
laid  down  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
to  the  discussion  of  which,  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  been  fully  and  fairly 
invited.  .  They  might  look  to  anticipated 
triumph  ;  but  he  firmly  believed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax,  that 
the  more  this  question  waa  discussed,  the 
better  it  would  be  understood.  And  what- 
ever pretext  or  guise  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite might  assume  for  the  purpose  of 
enlisting  tiie  sympathy  and  the  fesilings  of 
the  reflecting  portion  of  the  people,  tho 
better  they  were  understood,  the  motp 
certain  would  be  the  triumph  of  the  prior 
ciples  submitted  to  the  House  and  the 
country  by  her  Majesty's  Government. 

Viscount  Sandon  was  understood  to 
complain  in  explanation  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  had  attributed  to  him  sen^ 
timents  which  he  entirely  disowned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  interpreted  his 
cheers,  as  if  he  had  agreed  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  exposition  of  the  senti- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  HamletS|  vhich 
was  not  the  case. 

Mr.  Qqulhum  also  exolained.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  haa  imputed  to 
him  that  he  had  stated,  that  in  the  present 
crisis  of  affairs  it  was  necessary  that  no* 
thiiig  should  be  done.  What  he  stated, 
was,  that  they  were  in  a  crisis  which  de« 
manded  great  exertioni  but  the  additional 
revenue  that  would  be  derived  from  su^ar 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  quantity 
announced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Sachequer»  to  bi\ 
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in  the  coarse  of  arrival  from  the  East  and 
West  Indies  would  be  sufficient,  and  he 
had  said,  that  that  revenue  would  be 
obtained  by  their  doing  nothing. 

Sir  Oearge  Orey  was  understood  to 
say  amidst  much  noise,  that  he  had  cer- 
taroly  not  meant  to  do  any  injustice  either 
to  his  noble  Friend  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  believed,  that  he  had 
correctly  represented  their  cheers  and 
their  opiniong,  thougli  if  they  disavowed 
his  interpretation  he  must  accept  their 
disavowal. 

Mr.  Irvmg  said,  that  no  person  who 
addressed  that  House  more  rarely  ad- 
dresuied  the  House  than  he  did.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  have  said  a  word  on 
this  subject,  had  it  not  been  for  the  rather 
unnecessary  attack  made  upon  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Judge  Advocate. 
He  could  not  understand  upon  what  prin- 
ciple it  was,  that  the  Judge  Advocate  had 
singled  him  out  from  among  all  the  other 
persons  similarly  situated.  And,  above 
all,  whv  he  should  have  singled  him  out 
to  justify  the  opinions,  in  answer  to  ques- 
tions before  a  committee  expressed  by  the 
witness,  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  alluded,  Mr.  McQueen.  He  wished 
the  evidence  of  that  gentleman  had  been 
read  by  every  Member  of  that  House. 
That  evidence  gave  a  true  and  just  ac- 
count of  what  the  West-Indies  had  been 
and  what  they  were  likely  to  become,  and 
if  any  man  had  any  regard  for  the  rights 
of  property,  if  any  roan  had  any  regard 
for  the  changes  wliich  the  slave  popula- 
tion was  likely  to  undergo  in  those  colo- 
nies in  the  event  of  such  measures  as 
those  contemplated  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment being  carried  into  effect,  he 
was  sure  such  a  man  must  hesitate  before 
be  could  allow  such  measures  to  pass  that 
House*  This  question  had  not  been  ar- 
gued upon  proper  principles.  It  was  as- 
sumed that  they  were  to  give  admission  to 
foreign  sugars  wheresoever  they  came  from, 
whether  mm  the  Brazils,  from  Cuba,  from 
Manilla,  or  from  the  eastern  islands :  but  he 
would  say,  that  if  they  permitted  such  su- 

Ears  to  come  into  their  markets  at  any  doty 
e  cared  not  what— [Oreaf  laughter^ 
Ha  did  not  see  that  there  was  anything 
very  risible  in  what  he  said.  He  would 
repeat  the  observation,  and  say,  that  if 
thejf  allowed  these  sugars  to  come  into 
tbeir  markets  at  any  duty  whatever,  they 
would  accumulate  so  much  misery  and 
distress  on  the  West- Indies,  that  it  would 


be  impossible  for  the  West-Indies,  eb- 
cumstanced  as  they  were,  to  continue  the 
cultivation  of  sugar:  and,  as  was  distinctly 
stated  by  Mr.  M'Queen,  our  West-India 
colonies  would  become  what  St.  Domingo 
was,  a  scene  of  utter  desolation,   horn 
which  sugar  cultivation  would  be  entiidy 
excluded.    This  question  had  not  been 
reasoned  upon  according  to  true  princi- 
pies.    He  could  tell  them  that  the  East* 
Indies,  with  the  disadvantages  under  which 
they  would  labour  if  this  measure  were  to 
take  effect,  and  with  the  expense  of  their 
government,  would  not  cultivate  sugar  at 
all,  and  there  was  nothing  else  by  which 
the  proprietors  of  the  soil  could  make  a 
pro6t.    But  what  effect  would  this  mea- 
sure have  upon  the  trade  of  this  eoontry  t 
It  would  ruin  our  trade  with  the  West«» 
Indies,  to  which  place  ft  was  proved,  that 
we  exported  more  of  our  comnsodities 
than  to  the  Brazils.    They  might  talk  of 
the  twenty  millions  granted  for  the  eman- 
cipation of  the  negroes,  but  was  it  not 
proved,  that  the  red  amount  of  loss  ss^ 
tained  by  the  West-India  proprietors  was 
137  millions?    If  this  measure  were  to 
pass — if  they  were  by  such  nseasuns  as 
this  to  ruin  the  West-Indies,  instead  of 
twenty  millioos  they  ought  to  pay  them 
140  millions.    There  was  another  part  of 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
which  he  did  not  mean  to  pass  over*  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  accused  him  with 
being  connected  with  a  mine  in  the  Bca* 
zils.    It  was  perfectly  true.    There  was 
a  great  number  of  penoos  similarly  eitn- 
atad.    It  was  perfectly  trne,  that  there  was 
a  great  number  of  that  sect,  which  was  an 
much  opposed  to  the  system  of  slavery, 
wherever  it  existed,  as  any  persons  who 
were  concerned  in  mines  precisely  the 
same  as  be  wu.    That  connection  was 
formed  at  a  period  when  public  coaapanise 
were  instituted  for  the  puipose  of  mming, 
not  only  in  the  Braxils»  »ot  !•  Mexioo, 
and  in  every  other  part  of  Sooth  Aamrica, 
and  he  bad  no  doubt  he  was  addressinf 
many  indivtdnals    yss,  he  had  no  dosU 
he  was  addresainf  many  iodividnaie  in 
that  House,  who  were  as  much  ooaoemed 
in  those  mines  as  be  was.     He  wiahed 
them  ioy  of  the  concern.    He  hoped  they 
would  be  more  successful  than  he  was  in 
that  with  which  he  was  conoemed*     He 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Baronet  all  bis 
concerns.    He  assured  the  right  boo*  Ba- 
ronet that  he  shoold  have  them  upon  good 
terms,  and  at  a  cheap  rate.     He  was  mi 
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quite  sure  (hat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
m  loTer  of  speculation,  but  he  would  not  give 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  his  mines  for  nothing. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  were  satbfied. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  he 
Mr.  Irring  had  squeezed  blood  out  of  the 
negro  race;  but,  if  he  had,  he  could  tcl! 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  had 
squeexeid  no  gold.  He  should  be  very 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  do 
eo,  and  the  more  so  as  he  was  sure  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  felt  it  to  be  a  good 
speculation,  he  would  have  no  objection 
to  place  himself  in  his  shoes.  Had  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  any  other  accusation 
to  bring  against  him  ?  He  was  not  in 
the  habit  of  thrusting  himself  upon  that 
House,  but  the  House  must  perceive  that 
he  was  on  the  present  occasion  compelled 
to  obtrude  himself  on  their  attention. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

Victoria  Park.]  On  the  motion  of 
Mr.  B.  J.  Stanley,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of 
establishing  a  park  at  the  east  end  of  the 
netropolisy  to  be  called  the  Victoria  Park, 

Mr.  E.  J.  Stanley  said,  he  had  to  move 
a  resolation  to  the  effect  that  a  sum,  the 
produce  of  the  sale  of  York  House,  with 
the  interest  accruing  thereon,  now  vested 
ID  Exchequer  bills,  should  be  expended  in 
the  purchase  of  a  royal  park,  to  be  laid 
oat  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Spitalfields.  The 
particular  site  fixed  upon  was  that  piece 
of  land  called  Bonner's-fields,  containing 
290  acres.  With  the  exception  of  a  small 
portion  of  this  land,  which  was  to  be  re* 
served  for  the  purpose  of  building  villas, 
the  whole  was  to  be  thrown  open  to  the 
ptiblic.  This  piece  of  ground  was  situated 
in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  the 
popalovs  district  of  Bethnal-green,  and 
be  had  no  doubt,  considering  the  im- 
mense benefit  that  would  be  conferred  oo 
the  population  of  the  whole  of  the  eastern 
part  or  the  metropolis,  the  House  would 
not  hesitate  to  sanction  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  in  carrying:  out  the 
resolution  he  had  announced.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  concluded  by  moving  that  her 
Majesty's  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  be  authorised  to  complete  the  con- 
tract for  the  sale  and  disposal  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  bills  raised  by  the  sale  of  York 
House,  and  to  apply  the  proceeds  towards 
providing  a  royal  park  near  Bonner's- 
fields  and  Old  Ford-lane,  to  be  opened 
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for  the  accommodation  of  the  people  of 
the  eastern  part  of  the  metropolis. 

Sir  R,  Peel  begged  to  know  what  was 
the  estimated  value  of  the  proposed  park? 

Mr.  Stanley  said,  100,000/.,  to  meet 
which  there  was  a  sum  of  72,000/.,  the 
produce  of  the  sale  of  York  House,  which, 
having  been  invested  in  Exchequer  bills, 
amounted  now,  with  the  interest,  to 
100,000/.  He  believed  that  sum  would 
be  sufiicient  to  cover  the  whole  of  the 
expenses. 

Mr.  Kemble  said,  that  however  right 
and  proper  the  proposition  might  be,  he 
thought  at  that  Hour,  twenty-five  minutes 
past  twelve  o'clock,  it  was  rather  late  to 
consent  to  so  large  an  expenditure. 

Mr.  Stanley  merely  moved  the  resolu- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  founding  a  bill 
upon  it,  which  might  become  matter  of 
discussion  at  a  future  period.  The  pro- 
posed park  was  projected  entirely  with 
the  object  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  namely  for  the 
recreation  of  the  lower  classes,  fie  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Surrey  would  not  oppose  the  vote  on  the 
present  occasion,  as  he  would  have  ample 
opportunity  of  objecting  to  the  measure 
which  was  to  be  founded  upon  it. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  the  House  re- 
sumed. Resolution  to  be  reported.  Ad- 
journed. 
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MiNOTXs.]  Njbw  Mxmbkb.—  Mr.  H.  LiDdaey,  for  Sand- 
widi. 

BUIi.  RMda  lint  tinM:— Vietoria  Parlb-»IUad  a  Moonil 
time :— Court  Houiei  (Ireland). — Read  a  Uiird  time  :— 
Exdse  Collectioa  and  Management. 

Petitkmi  pieaenfeed. .  By  Mr.  Brothcrton,  Mr.  Lliter,  Mr. 
Jamei.  Mr.  Baines,  Sir  C.  Style*  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  W.  Tiv 
ner,  and  other  bon.  Memberi«  from  Worriey,  Bradford, 
Cumberland,  Leeds,  Soaitiorough,  Norwidi,  Mancheiter. 
Laneaihire,  and  many  other  plaoei^  te  a  Repeal  of  ttie 
tam-]M.vn,^By  Sir  J.  Y.  Buller,  Sir  T.  Adand.  Mr.  R. 
Olive,  Mr.  MlleB,'and  other  hon.  Members,  from  Devon, 
Yeovil,  and  various  other  places,  fbr  Chuivh  Extensioil. 
'—By  Mr.  Ainamxth,  from  the  PvoprieCoia  of  VaoxhaU 
and  Waterloo  Bridges,  for  the  House  to  take  measures  fbr 
Opening  those  Bridges  to  the  Public.— By  Mr.  T.  Duft* 
combe,  from  Leieeater,  for  Uw  Liberation  of  Mr.  0*000^ 
nor.— By  Mr.  Muata*  from  the  Goagr^gatioo  of  Bbeneaer 
ChHiel,  Birmingham,  against  Church  Rates,  and  against 
any  grant  of  Public  Money  for  the  Extension  of  the 
Chnreh  KstahHshmapt— By  Star  C.  Bttrreil,  Mr.  Wadding- 
ton,  and  Mr.  HennUur,  from  various  piaoes  in  Sussex* 
Suflblk,  and  Surrey,  against  the  Repeal  of  the  Com-lawa. 
— By  Mr.  EUice,  Mr.  Wood,  Mr.  Ward,  Mr.  Thomely, 
and  otiisr  hon.  MembeiB,  from  Garlisle,  Kendal,  Sheflleld, 
Leeds,  Liverpool,  Bodmin,  and  other  places,  in  Ikvour 
of  'the  Government  measure  for  the  Alteration  of  the 
Tariff 
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StTOAR  Dpties— Ways  akd  Mbaki 
Adjournbd    Dbbatb    (Fovbtr    Dat.)3 
The  Adjoarned  Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  tholmonddy :  In  riling  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  upon  the  important  subject 
now  under  consideration^  I  can  assure  the 
House,  that  it  is  not  my  intention  to  tres- 
pass upon  their  patience  for  any  length  of 
time,  or  to  enter  into  any  of  those  commer- 
cial details,  which  have  been  already  so 
fully  and  so  well  stated  by  those  most  con* 
versant  with  the  subject,  but  there  is  one 
point  to  which  I  could  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House,  namely,  that  there 
has  been  a  most  uniust  imputation  thrown 
upon  the  West-India  proprietors,  and  upon 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
of  being  influenced  in  their  opposition  to 
this  measure,  solely  by  a  wish  to  preserve 
their  own  monopoly,  and  to  deprive  the 
poorer  clssses  of  tnis  country  of  the  blessing 
of  cheap  sugar,  which  this  measure  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  professes  to  extend 
to  them,  at  the  same  time  that  it  augments 
the  revenue.  To  be  sure,  these  great  ad- 
Vantages  are  not  to  be  obtained  without 
some  slight  sacrifice,  it  is  confessed  even 
by  those  who  introduce  this  measure,  that 
it  must,  in  some  deeree,  affect  the  West 
Indian  interests,  and  it  is  even  admitted, 
that  it  may  incidentally  eive  some  encou- 
ragement to  the  slave,  trade,  but  what  are 
these  minor  evils  when  compared  with  the 
immense  good,  that  it  is  to  effect.  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  it  is  a  bad  maxim,  ''  to  do  a 
great  f^ood,  do  a  little  ill/'  but  when  the 
adage  is  reversed,  and  it  is  proposed  "  to  do  a 
little  good,  do  a  ^reat  ill.'^  I  think,  there 
is  nolMdy  that  will  not  agree  with  me,  as  to 
the  badness  of  the  maxim,  and  this  is,  I 
think,  predselv  the  proposition  that  is 
made  by  her  Majesty's  Government,  with 
the  sole  exeeption,  that)  I  think,  the  good, 
small  as  it  is,  is  most  problematical.  What 
is  the  ground  taken  oy  hon.  Members  op- 
posite? We  are  told  not  to  waste  our 
sympathies  upon  the  negfoes,  but  to  turn 
our  compassion  to  our  own  suffering  arti- 
saui  at  home,  and  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  has  drawn  an 
affecting  picture  of  the  poor  man  oUiged 
to  turn  away  from  the  itiop,  because  nis 
seantv  means  were  insufficient  to  purchase 
the  slight  luxury  of  sugar,  possibly  for  a 
aick  wife  or  child.  God  forbid,  that  I,  or 
any  Member  of  this  House,  should  view 
with  indifference  the  suflbrings  or  priva- 
tions of  the  poor,  or  treat  with  levity  any 
proposition  to  alleviate  those  sufferingi,  or 
remove  those  privations ;  but,  in  this  case. 


{COMMONS}         Wa^iwud 

what  is  the  amount  of  rdief  lo  be  adui- 
nistered  ?  By  the  noble  Loid'a  own  calon« 
lations,  the  utmost  he  expects  is  a  radoe- 
tion  in  the  priee  of  sugar  of  1«.  6dL  per 
cwt.,  or  as  was  so  wdl  and  dearly  shown 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lsncashire,  a  diminution  per  pound  so  shmU 
as  not  be  measured  by  the  smallest  denomi- 
nation of  coin  ctiirent  in  the  realm.  Can 
any  hon.  Member  so  far  deceive  himaelf  as 
to  fancy,  that  any  great  advantage  can  ac- 
crue  to  the  poor  man  from  this  innnitesunal 
reduction.  The  only  class,  that  would  de» 
rive  benefit  from  it  was  that  which  might 
be  regarded  as  the  intermediate  class  be. 
tween  the  great  importer  and  the  poor 
consumer — ^he  meant  the  retail  trader ;  but 
as  far  as  the  poor  man  was  concerned,  it 
would  only  prove  to  be  a  second  edition  of 
the  measure  for  takinc  the  tax  off  leather,  in 
which  case,  the  retail  dealer  alone  was  bene- 
fited, and  the  poor  man  complained  that  he 
could  get  his  shoes  no  cheaper.  He  had  no 
objection  to  confer  a  benefit  upon  the 
retail  trader,  but  not  at  the  price  at  which 
it  was  proposed  to  be  purchased.  The 
twofold  object  of  the  measure  was  to  aflbrd 
a  very  small  complement  of  relief  to  a  very 
small  section  of  the  community,  and  to 
raise  the  sum  of  700,000/.  for  the  purpoees 
of  revenue,  by  means  of  which  the  House 
knew  nothing,  of  the  possibility  of  which 
there  was  no  proof,  no  attempt  at  proof 
even,  and  for  whieh  they  hftd  nothing 
but  assertion.  To  effi*ol  the«  two  ob* 
jeets,  the  House  waa  called  upon  to  in- 
flict  a  measore  little  short  of  rum,  upon 
the  great  West-Indhi  pranrietoit  and 
sugar  merchants,  and  to  renoer  nngatmy 
the  payment  by  thiseountry  of  W,000,OOOI. 
For  sueh  a  boon,  he  certainly  waa  nut 
prepared  to  make  ao  great  a  saerlftea. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  his  spaeeh  on  Fri^, 
has  stated,  that  the  amandment  of  tlw 
noUe  Lord«  the  Member  for  LivMaol, 
was  "  the  most  factious  stop,  thai  eooid  be 
resorted  to,"  and  baa  ehandatisid  k  aa 
"  merely  a  party  rooveaMnt,  broughl  fiar* 
ward  to  aervo  party  purpoasa."  Now,  Sir, 
there  never  was  a  more  unfounded  aosnaa* 
tion«  or  one,  he  really  baliefod,  whkh 
might  be  more  juatly  retorted  upms  tho» 
wIk)  made  it.  When  theM  debates^  aad 
those  who  have  taken  a  part  in  thtsa, 
shall  have  passed  away,  when  all  angry 
and  contentious  feelings  shall  have  beea 
long  since  laid  at  rest,  and  these  evenl* 
ful  days  have  become  matter  of  history, 
what  would  be  the  opinion  of  an  uniiffe* 
judiced  observer,    upon  reviewing  theaa 
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tfttiMetiont;  to  which  of  Ibe  mat  parties 
ia  thai  House  would  he  appfy  the  terra 
**  faction/*  and  on  which  would  he  cast  the 
imputation  of  having  acted  merely  for 
party  purposes  ?  On  one  side,  he  would 
obaerve  the  Government  of  the  country, 
placed  in  a  situation  of  very  considerable 
aifficuity.  at  a  critical  juncture,  having 
lately  sustained  a  most  signal  defeat  upon 
a  most  important  measure,  with  a  large 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  against 
them,  with  the  feelings  of  the  country  (if 
they  might  judge  from  the  results  of 
recent  elections},  not  very  much  in  their 
favour — on  the  one  side,  he  would  see  this 
Government  hastily,  and  Without  notice, 
bringing  forward  three  great  measures, 
striking  at  and  involving  three  of  the 
largest  interests  in  the  empire  ;  he  would 
see  them  at  once  strikin;;  a  trifile  blow  at 
those  interests — at  the  West*Indian  inter- 
ests, by  an  alteration  of  the  sugar  duties ; 
at  the  Canadian  interests,  by  a  reduction  of 
the  timber  duties  ;  and  though  last  not 
leaftt,  at  the  landed  and  agricultural  inter- 
eH,  by  the  foolish  theory  of  a  fixed  duty 
upon  com,  which  would  vanish  the  very 
fimt  year  of  a  Scarcity.  On  the  opposite 
side,  he  would  observe  a  liody  of  men  con- 
dmnning  tb^se  sweeping  measures  as  pre- 
dpitaie,  injurious,  and  as  likely  to  produce 
mofe  of  evil  than  of  good,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  pi«veiil  the  state  from  being  shaken 
to  te  eentie  by  the  nsh  hand  of  an  ov«r» 
bMty  iilnovatkmt  Upon  then  gi'ounda*^ 
•Igeoting  to  the  propositian  of  the  toUe 
Mil,  aa  nearly  rutnoua  to  the  West -India 
propmtors^^as  unneeesearily  afibrding  en* 
eour^ament  to  the  slave-tradoi  and  as  one 
of  tli«a  thiea  meatutet  which,  taken  toge* 
dier,  must  inevitably  damage  our  national 
pgoipetity^  he  would  give  it  his  most  stre- 
aooiM  opposition  f  while  he  should  eor- 
llioUy  support  tho  resolution  of  his  noble 
Ffiendf  &e  Member  for  Liverpool. 

Viacouot  Hawick :  Sir,  though  this  de* 
bale  has  ahready  been  protracted  to  so  great 
a  bngtbf  1  hope  that,  in  consideration  of 
tfao  interest  I  have  long  taken  in  the  abo* 
lilMO  of  slavery,  the  House  will  excuse 
mo  if  I  am  unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote 
in  favor  of  a  measure,  which  the  hon. 
Gootleman,  who  baa  just  sat  down,  like 
Others  who  have  preceded  him»  has  as* 
•artod  to  have  a  direct  tendency  to  en« 
eonrage  both  slavery  and  the  slave-trade. 
In  referenr e  to  this  objection,  which  has 
boto  urged  against  the  measure  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Government,  I  must  in 
the    fimt    place  observe,   that   no  hon. 


Gentleman,  as  far  as  I  remember,  has 
contended  that  the  introduction  into  this 
country  of  produce  raised  by  slave  labour, 
ought  not,  under  any  circumstances,  to 
be  permitted.  It  is  not  asserted  that,  as 
in  private  life,  a  man  who  knowingly  re- 
ceives stolen  goods,  is  justly  considered 
an  accomplice  in  the  crime  he  thus  en- 
courages ;  so  in  the  intercourse  of  nations, 
a  country  that  consents  to  receive  from 
another  what  is  known  to  be  the  produce 
of  slave  labour,  ought  to  be  regarded  as 
sharing  in  the  crime  of  maintaining  slavery. 
No  hon.  Gentleman  has  ventured  to  push 
the  argument  to  this  extent.  U  they  had 
done  so,  if  it  could  have  been  shown 
that  a  great  fundamental  principle  of  jus. 
tice  was  involved  in  the  question,  and 
that  to  receive  the  produce  of  slave  labour, 
was  to  violate  the  eternal  rules  of  right 
and  justice ;  in  that  case  the  decision  to 
which  the  House  ou^ht  to  come  would  be 
clear ;  there  would  oe  no  room  for  con- 
sidering the  consequences  of  the  course 
we  should  be  bound  to  take ;  but  what- 
ever the  sacrifice,  we  must  do  what  justice 
required  ;  but  we  must  also,  if  this  should 
be  our  view  of  the  subject,  proceed  much 
further,  and  we  must  uniformly  and  in 
every  case  exclude  the  produce  of  slave 
labour  of  all  descriptions.  But  as  ibis  is 
not  maintained  to  be  our  duty,  as  the  ar- 
gument on  the  other  side  only  goes  to 
this,  that  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade  having  lone  been  one  of  the 
great  objects  of  the  poacy  of  this  country, 
we  ought  not  to  adopt  a  measure  of  which 
the  tendeney  is  to  encourage  slavery  ;  as 
this  is  the  ground  which  is  taken,  though 
no  one  more  heartily  than  myself  concurs 
in  thinking  it  ought  to  be  our  policy,  by 
every  means  in  our  power,  to  aiscourage 
slavery  ;  still  I  am  at  full  liberty  to  exer. 
cise  my  Judgment  as  to  whether  the  ten- 
dency of  the  measure  is  that  imputed  to 
it,  and  whether,  by  adopting  the  measure 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  we  should 
really  give  encouragement  to  the  slave- 
trade,  and  promote  the  permanent  con- 
tinuance of  slavery  in  the  manner  which 
has  been  asserted.  Now,  Sir,  upon  this 
point  I  am  directly  at  issue  with  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  His  argument,  if  I  rightly 
understand  it,  is,  that  if  sugar  produced 
by  slave-labour  should  be  allowed  to 
come  into  consumption  in  this  the  richest 
country  in  the  world,  the  price  of  sugar 
would  necessarily  be  raised,  and  its  pro- 
K2 
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doctioo  in  Cuba  and  (he  Brazili«  where  it 
i«  carried  on  by  slaves  and  the  slave* 
trade,  would  be  encouraged;  wherefore, 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  con- 
tends, thai  such  sugar  should  continue  to 
be  excluded,  by  a  prohibitory  duty,  from 
our  market.     This  argument  is  plausible, 
but  it  appears  to  me  to  be  entirely  un- 
sound ;  and  the  policy  recommended  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is,    I 
think,  erroneous.   The  argument,  and  the 
policy  founded  upon   it,    both    proceed 
upon  the  assumption,  that  it  is  in  vain  to 
suppose  that  sugar  can  possibly  be  raised 
by  free  labour  in  our  own  dominions,  so 
as  to  compete  with  the  slave  produce  of 
Cuba  and  Brazil ;  and  that,  therefore,  we 
must  be  content  to  exclude  this  produce 
from  our  own  market,  yielding  up  to  it, 
without  a  struggle,  the  market  of  Eurofie, 
and  of  the  world.     If  this  assumption  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  cor- 
rect, I  must  say  it  is  a  most  mortifying  con- 
clusion to  come  to,  a  conclusion  which  1 
would  not  admit  without  the  clearest  evi- 
dence, and  then  certainly  with  the  greatest 
pain  and  reluctance.     But  I  totally  deny 
that  the  assumption  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  can  be  supported,either 
by  reasoning  or  by  experience.  I  remember 
well  during  the  many  debates  upon  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  that  my  right  hon, 
and  learned  Friend,   and  another  hon. 
Friend  of  ours,  no  longer,  unfortunately, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  who  took  so  dis* 
tinguished  and  honourable  a  lead  in  the 
struggle  for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  J 
mean,  of  course.  Sir  Thomas  F.  Buxton ; 
I  say  I  remember  well  often  to  have  lis- 
tened to  them  when  they  were  endeavour- 
ing to  prove,  by  reasoning  and  by  facts, 
that  slavery  was  not  only  a  crime  but  a 
mistake,  and  that  the  forced  labour  of  the 
slave  was  not  merely  exacted  by  cmehy 
and  injustice,  but,  in  the  end,  the  dearest 
and  least  productive  labour  that  could  be 
employed.    That  free  labour,  with  fair 
play,  and    proper  measures  adapted  to 
direct  and  stimulate  ir,  would  always  be 
more  than  a  match  in  open  competition 
for  the  labour  of  slaves.    My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  may  now  believe,  that 
in  using  these  arguments  he  was  mistaken 
—he  may  now  think  that  he  was  at  that 
time  in  error — he  may  have  changed  his 
views  upon  the  subject,  and  believe  that 
free  labour  cannot  successfully  compete 
with  slave  labour ;   but  if  my  right  hon. 
and    learned    Friend    has   changed   hia 


opinion,  I  have  not  altered  mine ;  oo  tiba 
contrary,  the  results  already  produced,  by 
the  great  experiment  which  has  been  tried 
by  the  emancipation  of  the  negro  popvla- 
tion  of  our  colonies  (mismanaged  as  m 
many  respects  I  think  this  experiment  Co 
have  been),  seem  to  me  to  give  no  gronnd 
whatever  for  despairing  that  «mr  own 
colonies,  with  free  labour,  may  maintain  a 
successful  competition  in  the  cultivalkNi 
of  sugar  with  those  countries  in  which 
slavery  is  siill  maintained.  But  they  will 
be  little  likely  to  do  so  if  we  teach  tbeaa 
to  lean  upon  the  broken  reed  of  proteetioo 
and  monopoly.  A  trade  bolstered  np  by 
restrictions,  and  prohibitory  duties,  mU 
experience  teaches  us,  never  attaioa  a 
healthy  and  vigorous  growth,  while  the 
removal  of  restrictions,  and  of  what  is 
misnamed  protection,  has  often  the  beat 
effect  in  giving  strength  and  activity  to  a 
trade  before  languid  and  depressed.  My 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, has  already  alluded  to  a  striking  ex- 
ample of  this  in  the  extension  and  iaa* 
provement  of  the  silk  trade,  in  cooaa* 
quenee  of  the  measures  of  Mr.  Huakia* 
son;  and  I  see  no  reason  whatevtr  for 
believing  that  a  similar  reaalt  might  not 
follow  from  similar  meaanrea  with  raspaat 
to  the  growth  of  sugar.  What  ia  thaiw 
to  prevent  onr  West  Indian  ookmiea  fimsn 
carrying  on  this  branch  of  induatry  witk 
success  ?  The  fertility  of  Coba  and  Bmil 
has  been  dwelt  on,  but  in  thia  reaptel 
they  certainly  have  no  aoperiority  over 
some  of  our  own  coloniea,  for  inatnoctt 
Demerara  and  Trinidad.  I  believo  that 
in  no  part  of  the  worid  ia  there  to  be  foaad 
a  soil  more  prodnctive  than  that  wbieii 
they  possess;  and  even  as  regarda  oor 
older  colonies,  I  believe  that  it  iaoolao 
much  that  they  are  de6cient  in  nataial 
fertility,  as  that  the  aoil  haa  been  ax* 
hausted  by  the  miserable  aystem  of  caU 
tivation  which  invariably  prevaib  wheto 
slavery  exists.  Is  there  theo  oaora  capital, 
greater  intelligence,  more  enterprise  aad 
skill  amongst  the  plantera  of  Coba  and 
Brazil  than  amongst  those  of  British  rata  ? 
This  will  hardly  be  asserted.  What  thta 
is  the  difficulty  f  We  are  told  that  the 
great  disadvantage  under  «irhich  the  Britiah 
colonies  suffer,  is  that  of  the  defieiesOT  of 
labour.  I  do  not  deny  that  aaeb  a  difr- 
clency  exists,  bot  I  must  attribute  it,  in  a 
great  degree,  to  the  mistaken  measMtaa 
which  have  been  adopted  ia  carryioff  iaio 
effect  the  abolition  of  slavery,  partly  by 
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this  country,  but  chiefly  by  the  local  au- 
thorities. The  measures  adopted  since 
1833  have  been  rather  attempts  to  coerce 
than  to  induce  the  population  to  labour, 
and  the  fiscal  regulations  enacted  in  the 
colonies  have  been  ill  calculated  to  pro- 
BBOte  regular  and  continuous  industry. 
There  has  been  nothing  like  the  adoption 
of  measures  founded  on  an  enlarged  and 
delibefrate  consideration  of  the  altered  cir- 
eurastances  of  the  colonies,  with  the  view 
of  securing  an  adequate  supply  of  labour, 
and  calling  forth  the  energies  of  the  popu- 
blioB.  The  colonists  have  shown  a  re- 
luctance to  adapt  the  modes  of  cultivation 
and  the  treatment  of  their  labourers  to  the 
altered  condition  of  society,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  measure  of  1833.  Now, 
Sir,  one  great  advantage  which  I  antici- 
pate from  the  measure  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  is,  that  by  the 
stimulus  of  competition,  it  will  enforce  in 
the  colonies  more  vigorous  and  better 
directed  efforts  to  remove  the  difficulties 
whicb  are  now  felt.  It  will  compel  all 
parties  there,  from  the  local  legislatures 
down  to  the  managers  of  estates,  and  the 
labourers  themselves,  to  make  greater 
exertions  to  meet  the  competition  which 
they  will  have  to  encounter.  I  am  per- 
aoaded  the  result  will  prove  that  the  pro- 
dsction  of  sugar  may  be  successfully  car- 
ried on  in  the  West  Indies;  but  when  I 
mj  thisy  I  do  not  mean  to  assert  that  it 
wiU  be  possible  to  carry  it  on  in  the  man- 
ner which  has  heretofore  prevailed,  and  so 
as  to  yield  a  profit  to  proprietors  resident 
in  this  eonntry,  who  cultivate  sugar  by 
means  of  hired  agents  in  the  colonies.  I 
do  not  believe  that,  except  by  the  closest 
moao|wly,  and  by  keeping  up  prices  far 
beyond  their  reasonable  rate,  so  unnatural 
a  ayatem  as  this  can  be  made  to  yield  a 
profit.  Let  me  ask,  hon.  Gentlemen,  what 
wotdd  be  the  result  of  a  similar  system  in 
tfaia  eonntry.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  the 
omters  of  landed  estates  in  this  country  do 
not  ofken  find  that  keeping  their  land  in 
their  own  hands  is  a  profitable  specula- 
tion. You,  Sir,  may  be  an  exception  to 
the  rule,  owing  to  your  great  knowledge 
and  skill  in  agriculture,  but,  in  general,  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  that  the  farming 
of  gentlemen,  however  it  may  answer  as 
an  amusement,  seldom  does  so  in  the  way 
of  profit,  and  this  even  when  gentlemen 
are  resident  upon  their  estates,  and  can 
thamsaWes  superintend  their  cultivation. 
B«t|  Sift  if  RQ  Eogliih  lauded  proprietor 


were  to  reside  in  Jamaica,  being  as  igno- 
rant of  the  practical  cultivation  of  estates 
in  this  country,  as  the  majority  of  West 
Indian  proprietors  are  of  the  details  of 
sugar  cultivation,  and  if  he  were  then  to  ^ 
attempt  to  keep  a  farm  of  the  best  land  of 
England  in  his  own  hands,  and  to  culti- 
vate it  by  hired  agents,  does  any  man 
suppose  that  any  profit  could  be  thus  ob- 
tained ?  But  the  production  of  sugar  in- 
volves not  merely  farming,  but  a  manufac- 
turing process,  in  which,  as  in  every  ma- 
nufacture, the  profit  depends  upon  the 
economy  with  which  all  the  details  are 
managed,  and  upon  the  skill  with  which 
the  process  is  carried  on,  and  I  ask  any  of 
the  Gentlemen  in  the  House,  acquainted 
with  our  own  manufactures,  whether  a 
large  manufactory  can  possibly  be  suc- 
cessfully conducted  by  any  person  but  the 
owner ;  and  whether,  if  the  owner  of  such 
an  establishment  were  to  endeavour  to 
carry  on  his  business  by  means  of  agents, 
while  he  himself  resided  at  the  distance  of 
two  or  three  thousand  miles,  anything  but 
ruin  could  follow  from  the  attempt?  I 
do  not,  therefore,  expect  that,  if  we  admit 
the  competition  of  foreign  sugar,  non-resi- 
dent proprietors  in  our  colonies  will  be 
able  to  derive  a  profit  from  the  cultivation 
of  their  estates  on  their  own  account ;  but 
far  from  regarding  this  as  an  objection  to 
the  measure  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
I  consider  it  as  one  of  its  chief  advantages. 
I  believe  that  new  arrangements  will  soon 
be  efi*ected,  that  the  owners  of  colonial 
estates,  instead  of  keeping  them  in  their 
own  hands,  will  let  them  to  tenants,  aa 
farms  are  let  in  this  country.  In  many 
cases,  I  have  no  doubt,  the  negroes  them- 
selves will  undertake  to  cultivate,  for  their 
own  benefit,  the  estates  upon  which  they 
formerly  laboured  as  slaves ;  already  more 
than  one  instance  has  occurred  in  Deme«> 
rara,  of  negroes  joining  together  and 
purchasing  estates  at  very  high  prices,  with 
a  view  to  the  production  of  sugar.  My 
noble  Friend  the  other  evening  informed 
us  that  in  Jamaica,  also,  the  negroes  were 
rapidly  acquiring  wealth ;  and  he  stated 
the  number  of  those  who  had  purchased 
cottages  or  land  from  their  savings.  As 
they  thus  accumulate  property,  they  will 
be  enabled  to  become  the  tenants  of  their 
former  masters ;  and,  in  the  same  manner, 
the  white  inhabitants  of  the  inlands — those 
who  have  heretofore  been  book-keepers, 
overseers,  and  attornies — will  find  it  ad* 
yaptageous  to  undertake  the  cuUtvation  of 
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sugar  on  their  own  account,  instead  of  as 
the  deputies  and  agents  of  others ;  already, 
if  I  am  not  misinformed,  this  change  has 
taken  place  in  some  cases,  and  it  will  ra- 
pidly become  general,  if  the  competition 
of  foreign  sugar  is  allowed.  As  this 
altered  system  comes  into  action,  I  am 
persuaded  that  the  cost  of  producing  sugar 
in  the  British  West  Indies,  will  be  reduced 
to  a  degree  of  which  it  would  be  difficult 
now  to  form  a  conception.  Those  who 
are  acting  on  their  own  account  can  ven- 
ture to  make  improvements,  and  engage 
in  undertakings,  which  the  mere  agents 
of  distant  proprietors  either  do  not  think 
of,  or  cannot  run  the  risk  of  attempting 
with  the  responsibility  that  rests  upon 
them,  and  with  the  uncertainty  whether 
their  employers  may  approve  of  the  imme- 
diate outlay  which  the  adoption  of  their 
plans  may  require.  But  the  energy  and 
enterprise  of  men  acting  for  their  own 
benefit,  will  speedily  lead  to  the  adoption 
of  various  means  for  saving  labour,  and 
to  improvements  in  the  rotation  of  crops, 
and  in  the  various  processes  of  cultivation 
and  manufacture,  by  which  the  soil  will 
be  rendered  more  productive,  and  the 
preparation  of  the  produce  for  exporta- 
tion more  economical.  At  present  it  is 
notorioas  that  any  attempts  at  such  im- 
provements which  have  been  made  are 
still  in  their  in^ncy;  while  slavery  con- 
tinued they  were  almost  impracticable; 
the  mode  of  cultivation  which  prevailed 
was  the  rudest  and  most  barbarous  to  be 
found  in  the  civilised  world,  and  was  car- 
ried on  to  a  great  extent  by  the  mere  ap* 
plication  of  brute  force.  Such  continues 
to  be  the  case  in  Cuba  and  Brazil,  and  it 
must  continue  while  the  accursed  system 
of  slavery  is  maintained ;  and  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  believe  that  sugar  thus  pro- 
duced, will  be  long  able  to  compete 
with  that  which  will  be  produced  in  our 
own  colonies  by  free  lafaKDur,  under  the 
guidance  of  men  animated  and  stimulated 
by  the  feeling  that  they  are  acting  for 
themselves,  and  that  thejf  are  to  reap  the 
fruits  of  their  own  enterprise  and  activity. 
If  we  turn  to  the  East  Indies,  we  shall 
there  find  no  deficiencv  either  of  labour, 
or  of  fertility  in  the  soil ;  on  the  contrary, 
the  soil  is  most  prodtictive,  and  labour 
cheaper  perhaps  than  it  is  elsewhere  to  be 
found.  Nothmg  is  wanting  for  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar  but  British  capital  and 
intelligeooe,  and  the  removal  of  fiscal  ob- 
•trocUooi   to  enterprise   and    iodoiUj. 


British  capital  and  intelUgence  have  al- 
ready been  directed  to  this  Quarter,  and 
the  first  defieieocy  will  soon  be  supplied. 
With  respect  to  the  remaining  difficvlty, 
here  agam  the  measure  proposed  by  her 
Majesty*s  Government  will  prove  of  great 
advantage,  as  the  necessity  of  malntaioinr 
a  competition  with  foreign  countries  win 
compel  the  rulers  of  India,  the  British 
Parliament,  and  the  public,  to  look  into 
the  condition  of  that  country,  with  ■  view 
of  removing  the  obstacles  which,  1  fear, 
now  stand  In  the  way  of  the  extcnaion 
of  its  industry,  and  the  full  development 
of  its  resources.  These  consideimtioiis 
lead  me  to  believe  that  both  onr  Cast  tad 
West  India  possessions  will  be  able  to 
compete  in  the  production  of  sop»r  with 
Cuba  and  Brazil ;  but  if  we  can  give  then 
any  further  advantage  and  assistance  in 
the  race  of  free  and  honourable  competi- 
tion, it  is  our  duty  to  do  so.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  has  already,  in  the  coarse  of 
the  present  Session,  removed  some  of  the 
restrictions  which  weighed  upon  the  tittdo 
of  our  colonies;  if  more  remains  to  be 
done  in  the  same  direction,  let  him  coiii- 
dently  appeal  to  the  House,  and  I  am  eott- 
vinced  that  he  will  find  it  piepaied  lo 
support  any  measures  lor  that  pnrpeae 
which  he  may  propose.  Mueh  may  aleo 
be  done  fbr  our  own  colonies  by  inofeaaed 
vigour  in  onr  measures  for  the  suppaassioB 
of  the  slave  trade.  I  rejoiee  to  see,  by 
papers  lately  presented  to  ibe  Ho«ae|tbet 
an  etample  baa  been  aet,  which,  I  troati 
will  be  followed.  Captain  Denmaa,  in- 
stead of  waiting  to  capture  the  slave  ablM 
after  they  have  put  to  aea,  baa  koded  tM 
fbrce  under  hia  command,  end  daatreysd 
the  depots  on  shore  where  alavea  vreie  eol* 
lected  for  exportation ;  and  he  has  ibMi 
on  one  part  of  the  coast,  given  •  blow  to 
this  detestable  traffic,  from  whieh  it  is  Ml 
likely  speedily  to  recover,  l^t  the  saase 
course  be  pursued  on  other  paita  ef  the 
coast  of  Africa.  I  think  wo  abooM  be 
perfectly  justified  In  telNng  the  nathre 
chiefs,  that  they  are  not  to  bo  permitted 
to  carry  on  the  trade.  We  have,  I  fear, 
made  war  for  ligher  eaases  end  for  more 
questionable  objecu:  and,  it  aeenas  to 
me,  that  we  have  a  perfect  right,  if  theae 
chiefs  persist  in  carrying  on  this  inhiimaa 
trade,  to  land  our  forces  and  destroy  the 
slave  feciories  and  vessels  engaged  itt  the 

I  trade  which  are  lying  in  the  rivers.  As* 
Slated  by  those  mseaitna,  1  am  ooofioood 
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that  our  own  pouessions  will  sood  be 
enabled  to  undersell  the  slave-grown  sugar 
of  Caba  and  Braiil,  if  the  policy  of  her 
Majasiy*^  Government  is  adopted ;  and  1 
would  earnestly  entreat  the  House  to  con« 
aider  how  muoh  higher,  how  much  more 
ioiportanl  are  the  objects  of  this  policy, 
than  those  of  the  timid,  I  should  have  said 
the  cowardly  policy  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  if  such  a  word  could  pro- 
perly be  applied  to  anything  recommended 
by  him.  All  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  aims  at,  is  merely  to  exclude  plave 
grown  sugar  from  our  pwn  market,  leaving 
it  io  undisputed  possession  of  the  other 
markets  of  the  world.  What  should  we 
thus  gain?  The  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham, (Mr.  Walter)  told  us  on  a  for- 
mer evening  that  we  had  already  paid 
twenty  millions  for  the  abolitiou  of  slavery, 
that  we  had  imposed  upon  the  people  of 
tbta  country  an  annual  charge  far  exceed* 
idg  tbo  interest  of  that  large  sum,  in  the 
increased  price  of  sugar,  and  that  we  had 
expended  immense  sums  of  money  and 
veny  lives  in  our  attempts  to  put  down 
the  slave  trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and 
that,  after  ail,  the  only  result  of  all  our 
aborts,  and  all  our  sacrifices,  wa«  that  this 
ifibuiaaQ  trada  was  carried  on  more  exten- 
siveiv  than  avert  and  with  even  aggravated 
criieuy*  Such  was  the  statement  of  that 
boa.  Member  (and  1  fear  it  is  i^  far  from 
die  |ratb)»  of  the  effects  produoed  by  the 
policy  we  have  hitherto  pursued.  Can 
dMre  be  a  striMicer  reason  for  changing 
ewr  policy?  That  which  her  Miyesty's 
GovenMaenl  now  propose  to  adopt,  aims, 
en  the  contrary,  at  the  extirpation,  not 
only  of  tba  slave  trade,  but  of  davery  ;  for 
l)ie  fim  pound  of  free  grown  sugar  which 
ekeU  iueoasafuUy  oompete  in  the  open 
«M9het  of  Europe  with  the  sugars  of  Cuba 
aad  firaaiU  will  be  the  certain  forerunner 
of  dio  abelitioa  of  daveiy  in  tfaose  countries. 
A  qutcm  based  upon  wickedness  and  in- 
jiaalifie  is  ao  inbeiently  weak  and  rotteUf 
tliol  it  must  soon  crumble  awi^  of  itself, 
ao4  cannot  long  contend  with  one  which 
leals  oo  the  sol^  foundation  of  justice  and 
kuasamiy.  Bu^  Sir,  I  know  the  answer 
wbich  say  TiA%  boo.  and  learned  Friend 
win  WMdu^*  He  will  tell  me  that  be  too 
pfoppees  to  do  all  in  bis  power  to  enooura^ 
the  fffoduetion  of  sugar  by  free  labour  in 
die  Britisb  pessesnoiis,  that  he  too  hopes 
oltimale]^  to  undersell  the  slave  dealer, 
hmIL  that  m  the  meantime,  and  till  this  is 
accoii^plishedj  lie  will  escludo  slave  sugar 


from  our  own   market.     My  right  hon. 
Friend,  if  this  is  his  view,  is,   I   think, 
greatly  mistaken.     I  am  convinced  that  to 
stimulate  production  in  our  own  dominions, 
to  hasten  the  period  of  their  beins  enabled 
to  meet  the  slave  owner  on  equal  terms  in 
foreign  markets,  we  must  subject  them  to 
competition ;  no  other  regulations,  no  other 
measures  which  it  is  in  our  power  to  adopt, 
will  act  so  powerfully  as  the  sharp  spur  of 
necessity  in  urgine  our  own  growers  to  the 
exertions  by  whicn  alone  they  can  produce 
sugar  as  cheaply  as  our  rivals.     While  mo- 
nopoly exists  it  is  in  vain  to  expect  that 
the  inhabitants  of  our  West  Indian  colo- 
nies will  make  those  great  changes  in  long 
established  habits,  which  the  altered  state 
of  society  has  rendered  indispensable.     In 
this  view  I  think  the  course  pursued  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  has  been  a  ju- 
dicious one ;  they  did  not  attempt  to  alter 
the  duties  upon  foreign  sugar  at  the  first 
moment  of  emancipation,  but  three  years 
will  have  elapsed  since  that  measure  was 
fully  acGomplished,  before    the   pn^KMcd 
new  scale  of  duties  can  take  effect.     The 
disturbance  wbich  so  great  a  chanffe  in  so* 
ciety  could  not  fail,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  produce,  is  gone  by,  the  new  order  of 
things   is  becoming  settled,  and  now,   if 
ever,  is  the  time  for  preventing  another 
bad  system  from  taking  root,  now  is  the 
time  for  making  a  change  in  our  duties,  if 
we  would  avoid  creating  new  vested  inter* 
ests  in  monopoly.     I  say,  therefore,  that  it 
is  wise  now  to  stimulate  our  own  producers 
by  competition,  without  depriving  tbem  of 
a  fair  protection,  for  let  the  House  recoil 
let  that  the  proposition  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  is  not  (as  might  be  supposed 
from  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  oppo«i 
site)  to  deprive  our  own  possessions  of  all 
protection ;  on  the  contrary  the  high  pro« 
tecting  duty  of  fifty  per  cent*  is  still  in* 
tended  to  be  imposed  on  foreign  sugar,  and 
if  this  should  be  not  sufficient  it  may  be 
increased  by  the  House,  if  we  go  into  the 
Committee  of  wsys  and  means.    The  ques- 
tion now  before  us  is  not  whether  we  shall 
adopt  precisely  the  scale  of  duties  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  recommended,  but  whe« 
tber  any  competition  at  all  between  our 
own  possessions  and  foreign  countries  shall 
be  allowed,  or  an  entirely  prohibitory  duty 
be  continued.    The  hon.  Member  for  An* 
trim  (Mr.  Irving)  last  night  candidly  told 
us  what  were  the  feelings  of  those  whose 
interests  he  represents ;  he  told  us  "  you 
must  not  admit  competition  at  all,  we 
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must  have  an  absolutely  prokifaitory  duty/' 
and  we  are  now  called  upon  to  decide  be- 
tween prohibition  and  competition  with  a 
fait  protection.  For  the  reasons  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  state  to  the  House,  I  believe 
that  by  admitting  competition  we  shall 
produce  a  more  h wthy  and  vigorous  action 
in  this  branch  of  industiy  in  our  own  do- 
minions, and  thus  promote  the  final  ex- 
tinction of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade ;  but 
this  is  more  than  I  am  called  upon  to  prove. 
Unless  it  can  be  shown  on  the  other  nde 
diat  the  tendency  of  the  measure  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  will  clearly  be  to 
give  increased  encouragement  to  the  slave 
trade,  and  an  encouragement  which  it  is 
not  in  our  power  to  counterbalance  by  the 
increased  Tiffour  of  our  direct  endeavours 
to  suppress  it-^-unless  this  proposition  can 
be  estahliAed  by  our  opponents,  I  contend 
that  the  House  would  not  be  justified  in 
rejecting  a  measure  which,  undoubedly, 
would  fSbid  very  great  relief  to  our  own 
population.  I  say  it  would  undoubtedly 
amnd  great  relief  to  our  own  population ; 
for  though  an  attempt  has  been  made  to 
deny  this,  the  arguments  which  have  been 
urged  with  that  view  have  been  so  palpa- 
bly fallacious  and  unsound,  that  I  cannot 
bdiere  that  they  will  produce  the  slightest 
smprpssion  upon  the  House  or  upon  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
(Mr.  Oladstone),  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Cholmonde- 
ley),  have  asserted  that  a  reduction  in  the 
price  of  sugar,  of  only  1#.  6d.  per  cwt.  is 
the  utmost  to  be  expected  from  the  propos- 
ed measure.  So  small  a  reduction,  it  is 
argued,  could  not  possibly  affect  the  retail 
trade,  and  therefore  would  be  of  no  benefit 
to  the  consumer.  I  will  admit  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  safely  have  carried  far- 
ther the  principle  on  which  he  propoaes  to 
act  I  think  upon  the  whole  it  would  have 
been  more  judicious  to  have  made  a  reduc- 
tion of  7*,  or  8f.  per  cwt.  in  the  duty  on 
colonial  sugar,  preserving  the  same  propor- 
tion between  the  duties  on  foreign  and  co- 
lonial sugar  which  has  been  recommended 
hy  the  Government,  and  trusting  to  the 
increased  consumption  which  would  thus 
have  been  created  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  revenue.  This,  I  say,  I  am  inclined  to 
believe  would  have  been  the  best  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  Question,  and  this  scale  of 
duties,  if  we  should  go  into  Committee,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  House  to 
adopt  But  taking  the  measure  even  as 
focoioBicodod  by  tho  GoraniDia&ti  I  havt 


no  doubt  that  a  veiy  great  boon  wmdd  he 
afforded  to  the  consumer.  ThecaloiilatioaB 
which  have  been  made  as  to  the  umppfy  of 
sugar  whidi  we  may  expect  in  the  preaeai 
year  are  quite  beside  the  purpoae.  It  iB 
nothing  to  tell  us  that  withoot  adailtiag 
foreign  sugar  we  shall  have  a  sonnly  of 
200,000  tons,  and  that  the  annoaf  con- 
sumption of  the  country  has  never  eaeeeded 
that  amount ;  I  have  no  means  of  asoer- 
tatning  what  the  consomption  might  be  if 
we  hfltd  a  cheap  and  afaondant  supply,  and 
I  can  have  no  doubt  that  the  measure  pco* 
posed  by  the  Crovemment  must  have  the 
effect  (^extending  the  aooioes  from  which 
our  supply  is  to  1^  drawn.  What  are  the 
phun  fiictsof  thecaae?  We  have  now  a 
duty  on  foreign  sugar  which  is  absolotdy 
prohibitory,  and  for  this  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment propoaes  to  substitute  a  duty  of 
about  150  per  cent  on  the  valoe  of  the 
article  in  bond,  uoA  exceeding  by  50  per 
cent  the  duty  upon  Britidi  sugar.  A^nst 
even  this  moderate  and  cautious  admisiion 
of  foreign  produce  those  interested  in  the 
present  monopoly  are  in  arma,  and  the 
very  eagerness  widi  whidi  they  delted 
that  monopoly,  the  very  earnestness  with 
whidi  Uiey  rerist  all  competition,  ought  to 
convince  us  tlmt  the  measure  would  be  Ibr 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  by  reducbg  the 
price  of  sugar.  But,  Sir,  when  my  noUa 
Friend  (Lord  J.  Rnssdl)  the  other  eve»* 
ing  so  eloquently  described  to  us  the  suflbr* 
ings  of  the  inhidiitants  of  Bolton,  when  we 
reSi  the  authentic  aeooonts  which  reeenl 
inquiries  have  placed  before  us  ef  the  tow 
state  to  which  a  latge  proportion  ef  ear 
manufiicturing  popnlatieo  have  been  le-: 
dueed, — ^when  we  speak  of  diese  diings^- 
and  argue  that  to  rdieve  this  distress  we 
ought  to  adopt  the  measure  now  under  eer 
consideration,  do  we  mean  to  say  thai  it  is 
merely  from  the  fidl  in  the  prife  of  sugar 
that  the  benefit  we  anticipate  will  arise  ^ 
Far  from  it ;  the  advantage  of  a  redeetson 
b  the  price  of  sugar  is  by  itadf  by  no 
means  unworthy  of  consideration,  since  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  London  (Mr. 
Grote)  has  shown,  that  upon  our  piisani 
consumption,  the  reduction  of  a  peony  per 
pound  in  the  price  of  augptf  Is  equal  le  • 
reduction  of  Uxation  of  1,600,000C  Bol 
still  this  is  but  a  snail  part  of  the  adfon- 
tage  whidi  we  antidpale  from  the  amo- 
sore.  WebeiievediaifbrthercHefofoor 
softring  population  we  must  endeaveor  to 
extend  the  fieU  of  empkiycaent,  diat  ww 
iDust  strive  to  open  a  new  eaieer  fbr  fa* 
4iM7,  to  nake  hboor  OMee  pwdiirtfei 
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and  that  the  only  mode  of  doing  this,  is 
cautimuly  but  effectually  to  remove  the 
fctten  and  restrictionB  by  which  our  com- 
nefee  is  now  bound  down  and  crippled, 
and  to  get  rid  of  the  impolitic  and  mis- 
daeTous  obstructions  to  the  freedom  of 
eschaqge  between  nation  and  nation, 
which  our  present  legislation  imposes. 
It  is  an  essential  and  necessary  part  of 
such  an  attempt  to  im^x)ve  our  commer- 
cial policy  that  I  regard  this  measure  as 
most  Tfduable.  Amongst  all  the  prohibi- 
tory duties  which  it  is  proposed  to  modify, 
tiim  is  none,  taken  by  itself,  more  import- 
ant than  that  upon  foreign  sugar.  Brazil 
IB  one  of  our  best  customers,  and  it  has 
bees  stated  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  are  charged  with  the  negociations  with 
thafc  coimtry,  that  the  regulations  which 
it  will  adopt  on  the  approaching  termina- 
tioB  of  our  commercial  treaty  will  mainly 
depend  upon  the  course  which  we  may 
adopt  with  respect  to  the  admission  of  its 
aogar.  From  any  general  measure  for  the 
iBBproTement  of  our  tariff,  with  a  view 
Id  the  extension  of  our  trade,  it  would, 
lii«sefore»  be  preposterous  that  the  article 
of  sugar  should  be  excluded ;  and  the 
^pieation  now  before  us  is,  whether  a  ge- 
acffal  and  comprehensive  revision  of  our 
import  dudes  is  to  be  attempted.  The  pro- 
posal we  are  now  considering,  forms  only 
pari  of  a  larger  and  more  extensive  roea- 
SQie  fcMT  the  removal  of  monopolies,  and 
the  iiiodi6cation  of  excessive  protecting 
duties.  It  is  as  sudi  that  it  is  roiUy  im- 
poctant,  and  it  is  as  such  that  it  has  been 
attacked.  My  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
far  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Handley)  has  stated, 
with  his  usual  frankness,  that  he  opposes 
the  neanire  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
besause  he  feels  that  if  he  concurs  in  dimi- 
nishing the  protection  of  the  West  India 
ffamter  and  of  the  ship-owner,  he  cannot, 
consistently,  call  upon  the  House  to  main- 
teitt  unaltered  the  present  Corn-laws.  This 
10  the  ground  upon  which  he  has  honestly 
and  fairly  stated  that  he  rests  his  opposition 
to  en  alteration  of  the  sugar  duties,  and 
the  House  and  the  country  will  well  un- 
deataad  that  it  is  the  same  feeling  which 
leally  actuates  the  majority  of  those  who 
mge  only  the  pka  of  humanity,  and  their 
hmaxK  of  the  slave-trade.  We  well  un- 
dsnland  that  these  popular  topics  are  taken 
up  by  most  of  those  who  have  used  them, 
AMely  to  hide  the  u^y  and  repulsive  fea- 
Mnea  of  monopoly,  the  cause  they  have 
Mitty  to  defend.    No  doubt.  Sir,  many 
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their  sincere  and  honest  conviction  that  the 
admission  of  foreign  sugar  would  give  en- 
couragement to  the  slave-trade.  No  man 
can  doubt  that  this,  and  this  only,  has  been 
the  motive  of  my  risht  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  acted  so  distinguished  a 
part  in  al]  that  relates  to  the  abolition  of 
slavery.  No  doubt,  also,  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  R.  Inglis),  is  entitled  to  the  credit  of 
being  influencdl  by  the  same  motives ;  but  I 
confess  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  see  without 
feelings  of  di^^st  petitions  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  calling  upon  us  for 
the  sake  of  humanity,  to  maintam  the  ex- 
clusion of  foreign  sugar,  signed  by  the 
very  same  names  which  I  remember  were' 
attached  to  every  petition  and  remonstrance 
against  all  the  measures  adopted  for  the 
benefit  of  our  own  negro  population. 
When  I  know  what  has  been  the  past  con- 
duct of  these  persons — when  I  know  also 
that  the  new  cloak  of  philanthropy  which 
they  haveassumed  cannot  conceal  theur  strong 
interest  in  the  existing  monopoly — when  I 
put  these  things  toaether,  I  cannot  admit 
thai  the  opposition  of  these  petitioners  is  en- 
titled to  the  same  respect  as  that  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Dr.  Lushington), 
I  will  not  follow  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  Glad* 
stone),  in  imputing  the  degrading  mo- 
tives to  the  opponents  of  this  measure  of 
which  he  has  thought  fit  to  accuse  those 
by  whom  it  has  been  brought  forward 
and  supported.  But  I  must  say,  consider- 
ing the  position  in  which  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber stands,  it  would  have  been  more  dis- 
creet in  him  not  to  have  thrown  such 
imputations  upon  others.  He  would  have 
done  well  to  remember  the  old  proverb, 
that  those  who  live  in  glass  houses  ought 
not  to  be  tne  first  to  throw  stones,  and 
that  we  could  hardly  have  forgot  the 
part  which  he  took  in  the  debates  of 
1833,  and  who  at  that  time  was  the 
owner  of  the  Vreeden  Hoop  estate  in 
Demerara.  He  should  have  remembered 
that  even  in  that  colony,  where  there 
too  generally  a  high  rate  of  produce  for  the 
number  of  slaves  employed,  and  a  biah 
rate  of  mortality  amongst  the  slaves  by 
whose  excesnve  labour  this  produce  was 
raised,  that  even  in  that  colony  the 
Vreeden  Hoop  estate  was  remarkable  both 
for  the  large  produce  of  sugar,  and  for  the 
rapid  diminution  in  the  number  of  the 
slaves,  a  diminution  in  three  years  of  no 
less  than  eighty-one,  or  one-seventh  of 
the  whole  nunber.    Sifi  I  am  persuaded 
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that,  notwithfltaadinff  all  the  attempts 
which  have  been  maae  to  represent  this  as 
a  question  of  humanity,  and  of  whether 
the  slave-trade  is  to  be  encouraged,  it  will 
be  understood  by  the  country  that  the  point 
really  at  issue  is,  whether  an  alliance  of 
all  those  interested  in  various  monopolies  is 
to  defeat  the  attempt  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  effect  a  great  and  general 
improvement  of  our  oommercial  policy. 
Is  there  any  doubt  that  sudi  an  improve* 
ment  is  most  urgently  required?  Is  it 
not  notorious  that  in  every  profession,  in 
every  trade  and  handionift,  in  every  mode 
of  applying  capital  and  industry,  Uiere  is 
the  same  intense  competition,  the  same 
extreme  difficulty  of  finding  the  means  of 
profitable  employment  ?  The  complaint  is 
universal,  of  the  want  of  opportunities  for 
men  to  exercise  to  advantage  their  talents 
and  their  industry.  To  what  is  this  state 
of  things  to  be  attributed  ?  How  are  these 
symptoms  of  something  wrong  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  to  be  accounted  for  ? 
The  evil  is  onused  \j^  our  unwise  oommer^ 
cial  policy,  and  by  the  mischievous  restrk> 
tiops  which  are  imposed  upon  the  exchange 
of  produce  hetween  ourselves  and  other 
uaiions.  Does  any  man  doubt  that  there 
are  many  countries  able  and  anxious  to  sell 
us  artidea  of  which  we  are  in  want? 
Does  any  man  doubt  that  Baltic  timber, 
Vranlian  sugar,  foreign  eom,  and  a  va- 
riety of  other  commodities,  would  find 
purchasers  in  this  country  if  we  would 
only  consent  to  receive  them  ;  and,  on  the 
other  haudj  does  any  one  doubt  that  if  we 
received  those  commodities  they  must  and 
would  be  paid  for  by  our  own  manufac« 
tures)  that  tliose  countries  from  which 
we  took  the  produce  of  their  industry  and 
capital,  would  take  in  return  from  us  the 
produce  of  our^  by  which  alone  we  could 
pay  for  what  we  received  from  them ;  and 
that  thus  every  extension  of  the  [uresent 
restricted  facilitiea  for  exchange  with  other 
CQUHtrieib  must  directly  tend  to  increase 
Ihe  lueims  of  employment  for  our  own 
populatioQ.  This  propodtion  is  so  plain 
aud  okar,  thai  I  do  not  underatand  how 
it  can  for  a  moment*  be  doubted,  and  I  ask 
the  House  how  can  we  then  refuse  to  adopt 
such  plain  and  simple  means  for  relieving 
liie  wants  and  the  distress  so  urgently  fblt 
in  this  country?  Bui  if  we  rejeci  the 
genercj  policy  recommended  b^  the  Go* 
vemmenty  of  endeavouring  to  increase  the 
revenue  by  a  relax<itie«  of  our  protecting 
dutii99b  the  alternative  is,  net  merely  the 
l^«d  to  Iho  p^le  of  much-needed  le* 


lief,  but  the  imposition  upon  them  of  some 
new  and  heavy  burthen.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  whoever  he  may  be, 
must  come  down  to  the  House  and  pro* 
pose  some  new  tax,  which  will  fal)  heavily 
upon  the  people,  which  will  lead  to  the 
shutting  up  of  a  still  greater  number  of 
houses  in  Bolton  and  other  places^  to  the 
oonveisioQ  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
'  poorest  order  of  ratOopayers  into  rate  re- 
ceivers. Some  tax  must  be  imposed,  which 
will  still  further  how  down  to  the  ground 
the  already  over-burthened  industry  of  the 
country.  I  say  this  must  he  the  effeot  of 
any  new  tax ;  for  if  it  is  a  tax  upon  con- 
sumption, it  will  not  raise  the  required  re« 
venue,  unless  it  is  imposed  upon  some  arti- 
cle in  general  use  amongst  the  lower  or* 
ders  of  the  community  ;  and  if  a  tax  ikll^ 
ing  less  directly  upon  them-«'if  a  property 
tax  or  a  house  tax  be  reimposed,  while  it 
presses  heavily  upon  the  niddk  elassesi  it 
will  fall  also  severely  upon  the  lowest,  m 
it  will  necessarily  still  further  diminish  tka 
already  scanty  means  of  employment  under 
whieh  they  aro  suffisring,  by  diauniihing 
the  means  of  the  more  wealthy  portkm  of 
the  nation.  I  am  persuaded  that  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  take  the  trouble  of  seri* 
ously  looking  into  the  au^ect,  they  will 
see  the  extreme  injustice,  in  the  proscul 
state  of  the  country,  of  providing  for  the 
wants  of  the  state  by  the  impositicm  of  % 
new  tax,  while  they  may  he  met  in  the 
manner  which  her  Majesty's  Govermment 
have  proposed.  I  am  convinced  that  even 
those  most  interested,  as  they  think,  ii| 
exbting  monopolies,  would  find  that  it 
is  for  their  benefit,  aa  w^  as  for  thai 
of  others,  to  adopt  a  more  liberal  commer. 
oial  policy*  The  landowner  would  be  oqm«* 
pensated  for  having  a  lower  rate  of  nvolce* 
tion  on  com  h^  avoiding  the  burthen  of 
new  taxes,  and  by  getting  rid  of  the  othet 
moAG^iea  which  he  consents  to  support  for 
the  rake  of  preserving  his  own*  In  tho 
same  manner,  the  timber  meiohant  and 
the  planter  do  not  calculate  how  much  they 
indirectly  lose  by  maintaiainff  the  olb«e 
iQOuqpolies  upon  which  the  rate  of  thaii 
own  depends.  I  believe  that  all  Aeso 
dassesb  even  if  their  expeotatiosM  of  gain 
from  existiu^  monopolies  w<9ra  reaUaea  (ai 


I  am  convinced  they  never  really  are), 
would  find  that  a  general  vdaxation  of  the 
system  of  monopoly  and  pvotectioB  wouU 
be  advantngeous  to  them ;  hot  if  thera^  fmk 
he  any  doubt  as  to  ihem»  these  can  ht 
none  as,  to  the  public  at  laig«,  the  |pMal 
hody  of  confunors^  ihete  who  ii«  imiiImv 
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landowners,  nor  shipowners,  nor  'planters, 
who  pay  increased  prices  for   bread,  for 
timber,  for  sugar,  ibr  cofibe  ibr  eyery  de* 
seriplion  of  protected  goods,  and  who  gain 
notbing  hi  return  ;  the  poor  distressed  in- 
habitants of  Bolton — the  hand- loom  wea- 
vets— -the  starving  manufkcturers-— they 
eleavly  are  sufferers  by  the  present  system 
^ibey  clearly  would  be  relieved  by  the 
change  of  policy  which  her  Majesty^s  Oo^ 
vemtnent  reeoromend.     Sir,  I  know  not 
what  is  the  decision  to  which  we  are  about 
to  come ;  it  may  be  that  the  House  will 
reieci  the  financial    measures  which  her 
Majesty^s  Governmept  have  brought  for^ 
ward,  but  whatever  may  be  the  immedli^te 
reaalt  of  their  attempt  to  reform  our  com- 
mercial poliey,  of  its  ultimate  triumph  no 
nan  who  has  watched  the  signs  of  the 
thnes,  and  the  progress  of  public  opinion, 
em  entertain  the  remotest  doubt.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
winrlh,  may  indeed  upon  this  subject  follow 
the  same  line  of  conduct,  which  no  less 
unfortunately  for  his  own  reputation  than 
ibr  the  hiterests  of  the  country,  he  fbllowed 
with    respect  to    Catholic    emancipation. 
HIb  opposition  may  for  the  present  be  the 
mecns  of  defeating  a  great  and  necessary 
reform,  which  must,  in  the  end,  be  carried. 
At  the  price  of  great  suifering  to  the  peo- 
ple, at  the  risk  of  permanently  forfeiting 
many  of  the  advantages  which  a  timely 
slop  In  the  right  directipp  would  secure,  he 
may  lucceed  in  staving  oJP  the  day  and  the 
hour  when  a  commercial  refbrm  must  tak^ 
phoe;    hut   that  |t  must  ultimately   be 
hroiight  aboutj  that  in  the  end  such    a 
lororm  must  be  accomplished,  is  rendered 
inevitable  by  our  financia]  necessities,  even 
if  thcie  were  no  other  causes  in  operation. 
The  rapid  progress  of  public  opinion  which 
flMisI  be  pisro^ptlble  to  all  wno  have  ob- 
OTved  what  is  going  on  in  the  country, 
points  atni  more  clei^rly  to  this  as  the  cer- 
tain iasuoof  these  discussions.    Sir,  if  I 
wested  any  proof  of  the  immeqse  advance 
'vAleh  a  liberal  commercial  policy  has  made 
in  nubUc  estimation,    1   could  find  none 
wnofe  oendnsive  than  that  which  has  been 
fbmished  by  this  very  debate.    I  can  re- 
flMmher  how  little,  but  a  few  years  ago, 
any  Member  of  this  House  could  venture 
hioadly  and  fairly  to  argue  in  ftvour  of 
^M  principles  of  commercial  fireedom.  Even 
the  fppeat  and   liberal  measures  of   Mr* 
Hndilison  were  carried  ip  a  great  degree  in 
^Hignise;    in   bringing  them  forward  he 
WttS  compelled  to  flatter  the  prejudices,  and 
Ml  unflpequeotly  to  profess  the  principles  of 


men  of  whose   real  ignorance  he  was  well 
aware,  and   thus,  while  ail   his  practical 
mes^ures  were  tending  towards  fVeedora  of 
trade,  his  language  was  often  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character.  Sir,  I  well  remember,  that 
when  I  first  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  Iq 
this  House,  the  prevailing  opinion  was  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  monopoly,  and  wliat  is 
termed  protection ;  the  f(^w  Gentlemen  who 
ds^red  to  lift  up  their  VQices  agaipst  the  re- 
ceived doctrines  of  the  day,  were  treated  as 
visionaries  and  enthusiasts,  and  scarcely  re- 
ceived   the  slightest    attention  from  the 
House.    How  difierent  is  the  case  now  ? 
How  striking  is  the  contrast  between  the 
discussions  of  former  days  and  the  present 
debate?     Now  even  those  who,  in  fact, 
come  forward  to  defend  the  system -of  mo- 
nopoly, are,  for  the  most  part,  ashamed  of 
their  oausci  and  are  obliged  to  disguise 
their  real  motives  by  some  more,  decent 
pretext.     If  we   were  to  judge  of  hon. 
Members  by  th^ir  lapguage,  and  not  by 
their  acts,  the  whole  House  is  in  favour  of 
firee  trade ;  there  is  scarcely  a  difierence  of 
opinion  amongst  us,  and  we  are  almost 
unanimously  agree^l   in  approving  of  the 
most  complete  commercial  fVeedom.    We 
hear  nothing  pow  of  the  old    languftge 
about  the  country  fiourishin^  by  means  of 
ppoteotion,  and  of  the  necessity  of  keeping 
up  an  army  of  custom-house  officers   to 
protect  the  British  soil  from  being  polluted 
by  the  produce  of  the  industry  of  foreign 
nations,  which  ^lay  in  the  remotest  degree 
interfere  with  our  own.  Now  our  larguage 
is  quite  altered,  we  are  all  for  commercial 
freedom,  only,  a^  Mr.  Huskisspn  once  hap- 
pily observed,  each  interest  considers  it  bad 
m  its  own  particular  case,  and  there   is 
always  some  special  reason  for  making  an 
exception  iVoni  the  practical  application  of 
the  rule  which,  a?  a  general  one,  is  ad- 
mitted  to  be  sound.     As  in  the  present 
instance,  we  are  told  of  the  encouragement 
we  should  give  tp  the  slave  trade ;  when 
the  oom  laws  are  discussed,  tl^e  danger  of 
depending   upon   foreign  countries  fer  a 
supply  of  feed  is  talked  of;  in  every  case 
some  special  plea  of  this  kind  is  put  fl^r« 
ward,  only  serving  to  show  how  sensible 
are  even  the  advocates  of  protection,  of  the 
inherent  weakness  of  the  arguments  in  itf 
favour.     When  we  see  that  in  the  course 
of  only  a  few  years,  public  opinion  has 
made  sueh  advances,  and  that  so  complete 
a  change  has  taken  place  in  the  tone  of 
debates  in  this  House,  we  cannot  surely 
surely  entertain  a  doubt  that  our  commer-* 
elal  poliey,  founded  upon  restriction  and 
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monopoly,  is  not  destined  to  endure  for 
many  years  longer.  I  should  rejoice  if  I 
thought  that  the  House  were  now  pre- 
pared to  take  the  first  step  in  the  nght 
direction;  but  even  if  the  measure  now 
proposed  should  he  rejected,  again  I  repeat^ 
Its  ultimate  success  is  certain.  With  this 
conviction,  and  with  a  firm  persuasion  that 
the  course  we  are  called  upon  to  adopt  is 
in  accordance  with  sound  policy  and  true 
wisdom,  I  shall  give  my  vote  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  in  favour  of  the  motion 
of  my  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  fViiliams  Wynn  should  have  been 
content  to  leave  the  question  for  decision, 
on  the  arguments  that  had  been  adduced, 
if  the  House  saw  fit  to  dose  the  debate ; 
but,  it  having  been  understood  that  it 
was  the  pleasure  of  the  House  that  it 
should  continue  open  another  night,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  excused  for  not  giv- 
ing a  rilent  vote  upon  the  subject  It 
hS\  been  repeatedly  contended  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  that  the  question  was 
argued  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side,  on 
distinct  and  separate  grounds,  some  object* 
ing  generally  to  the  whole  financial  plan 
openM  by  the  Government ;  and  others, 
to  that  particular  part  of  it  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  present  motion,  but  this  re- 
mark held  good  as  applied  to  those  who 
made  it  as  well  as  those  against  whom  it 
was  i^dressed.  He  blamed  neither  side  for 
adopting  that  line  of  argument,  because  it 
was  a  natural  and  necessaiy  consequence  of 
bringing  forward  a  part  of  a  measure  tot 
discussion,  while  the  whole  was  pending. 
Upon  the  narrower  question  immediat^ 
bnore  the  House,  although  he  even  might, 
he  would  suppose  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, be  inclined  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
position, without  reference  to  the  score 
of  humanity,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
present  was  a  moment  in  which  it  should 
be  made.  The  consequence  of  it  would  be 
the  renewal  of  an  agiution  in  the  West 
Indies  which  had  only  just  begun  to 
•obride,  and  the  disruption  of  a  state  of 
society  which  was  beginning  again  to 
usume  a  placid  and  settled  form  in  those 
islands.  Looking  at  the  question  on 
broader  grounds,  it  seemed  to  him  that  m 
a  measure  of  finance  the  exposition  of  the 
budget  was  wholly  of  an  indefinite  cha- 
racter. Every  one  saw  that  there  was  a 
gnat  and  alanning  deficiency  in  the  reve* 
one  of  the  country,  and  that  this  deficiency 
was  an  incrcadnf^  one.  But  what  had 
been  the  cauie  of  it?  It  was  created  very 
IDuoklqr  ft  BMfwm  nmilar  in  tooM  degree 


to  that  proposed  now— an  experioMol  lo 
increase  the  revenue  by  the  reduction 
of  taxation— 4m  experiment  undertaken, 
and  carried  out  too,  against  the  reooaio 
mendation  of  some  of  the  ablest  offioen 
of  Government,  namely,  the  Post-olKoe 
experiment  The  defioency  of  the  i«* 
venue  caused  by  that  experiment  alooe 
was  nearly  a  million ;  and  it  was  now 
propoeed  to  supply  that  deficieney  by  a 
further  reduction  in  the  duty  on  Suoar 
and  other  articles.  Speaking  geBeii^y» 
he  did  not  mean  to  state,  that  the  ezpen- 
ment  of  reduction,  with  a  view  to  the 
increase  of  consumption,  and  therdiiy  of 
revenue,  was  not  a  fair  and  jnstifiable  one. 
He  had  no  objectioQ  to  see  it  triad  oo  a 
large  scale  under  favourable  circnmstsiieeB  ; 
but  in  his  opinion,  the  present  cirouBU 
stances  were  not  favourable^  and  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  have  a  surplus 
revenue  in  hand,  such  as  was  powemed 
some  two  or  three  years  since,  and  siidi  aa 
would,  he  entertained  no  doubt,  be  pes* 
sessed  again,  before  it  was  attempted.  It 
was  because  the  circumstances  were  aiaulac 
to  those  now  existing,  that  the  Poa^oflke 
experiment  failed.  What  were  the  viewa 
of  her  Majesty's  Govemment  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Corn-laws?  He  would  refer  to 
the  words  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Treasury  last  year,  when  he  staled 
that  it  would  be  *'  madness  **  to  eatertain 
a  branch  of  the  present  propontion  of  tlw 
Government,  and  he  would  only  advert 
ffenerally  to  the  repoenanoe  of  tlmt  neUe 
Lord  to  brinff  it  Torwaid.  On  whel 
grounds  did  £e  noble  Lord  opfNiae  it 
then?  On  the  ground  of  the  agitatie^ 
that  it  would  produce  in  the  eomliy. 
Was  there  any  reason  to  hope  thai  the 
proposition  would  be  carried  this  year  OMve 
than  the  laat,  or,  that  the  agitataoo  on  ibe 
subject  would  be  less?  None.  On  the 
contrary,  there  was  quite  aa  little  hope  of 
the  one,  and  a  modi  stronger  groond  to 
believe  in  an  increase  of  the  otSeiv  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  on  this  orrashw  that  the 
advanta^  to  be  derived  fron  canyiqg  that 
proposition  would  be  but  ill  pnwhaaad  hf 
the  agitation  which  it  would  eanaa  in  the 
country,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  aad  the 
Government  must  have  wdl  kaoera,  art 
alone  thrt  the  same  agitatiea  wooU  toke 
place  this  year,  and  inereaae^  hul  abo  thrt 
It  was  quite  aa  inmossiUe  to  eany  il  as  la 
the  last— that  in  short  there  was  aa  aaak 
revulsion  in  the  feeling  of  the  puhUe,  ee 
would  give  hum  the  slightest  diaaos  of  ita 
•Qccev*  What,  then,  oouU  have  beea  fk^ 
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djed  of  the  Government  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  propodng  it  now^  but  needless  agitation  ? 
He  was  much  surprised  to  hear  the  noble 
Lofd  apposite  talk  of  the  insincerity  of  the 
newly-sprung  seal  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  in  favour  of  slaves.  If  any  an- 
xiety was  ever  thoroughly  felt  upon  a  point 
in  febia  country  by  all  parties  it  was  upon 
the  subject  of  slavery — and  he  (Mr.  Wynn) 
entirely  repudiated  the  insinuation  thrown 
out,  that  it  was  less  for  the  interest  of  the 
slaves  than  for  the  interest  of  the  West- 
India  planters,  that  this  zeal  arose.  The 
noble  Lord  argued  that  to  be  consistent, 
with  those  who  opposed  the  admission  of 
aiave^grown  sugar,  should  also  reject  all 
other  slave-grown  produce,  such  as  the 
cotton  and  tobacco  of  America.  But  the 
answer  to  that  argument  was  plain.  It 
wat  a  di£ferent  thine  to  continue  to  receive 
the  benefits  of  a  trsSe  long  existing,  and  to 
open  a  new  trade  to  the  injury  not  alone 
of  the  slaves,  but  of  our  own  fellow-coun- 
trynen,  the  West-India  planters.  It  was 
stated  that  the  injury  to  the  planters 
woold  be  more  apparent  than  red,  inas- 
much as  competition  with  foreign  growers 
would  stimulate  them  to  increased  produc- 
tion; but  would  not  the  very  thing  which 
was  relied  on  for  that  stimulus  to  the  free 
sugar  trade  also  prove  a  stimulus  to  the 
slave  trade  ?  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
that  the  duty  proposed  would  give  a 
sufficient  protection  to  our  colonists;  but 
the  eagerness  of  commercial  speculators  was 
not  capable  of  such  nice  calculations,  and 
little  doubt  could  be  entertained,  that  if 
aoooonts  went  out  that  this  measure  had 
been  iavoarably  entertained,  the  sea  would 
immediately  be  covered  by  fresh  swarms  of 
slave-traders  from  Cuba  and  Brazil,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  now  employed  in  that  de- 
teataUe  traffic  To  say,  however,  that  the 
slanw  inportatton  would  be  effectually  met 
by  ineieased  activity  on  the  part  of  free  la* 
boor  was  absurd;  for  while  the  planter  who 
employed  the  latter,  was  gradually  habitu- 
atiog  the  enftanchiaed  slaves  to  labour  for 
wages,  and  the  altered  state  of  society,  the 
slave-holder  would  import  fredi,  active  vi- 
garaos  negroes  from  Africa  and  ^^work 
then  ap"  or  kfll  them  off  without  remorse, 
toavail  himself  of  the  advantages  of  the  mar- 
ket More  his  competitor, our  own  fellowsub- 
Jeet*  It  would  therefore  be  a  long  time,  if 
ever  it  took  place  at  all,  before  free  laboor» 
undor  these  ctreumstanoes,  could  compete 
Willi  slave-grown  produce,  or  withstand 
the  movenient  about  to  be  made  by  her 
Majesty's  Government.    But  it  was  said 


I  relief  should  be  given  to  the  consumer,  as 
much  as  protection  to  the  planter.  He  had 
no  objection  to  that;  on  the  contrary^ 
he  was  anxious  that  it  should  be  af- 
forded so  far  as  the  highest  interests  of 
humanity  would  allow ;  but,  what  was 
the  relief  proposed?  The  largest  calcu- 
lation of  the  noble  Lord  taken  in  what 
may  be  termed  an  extreme  case,  amounted 
to  no  more  than  one  shilling  and  six- 
pence in  the  hundred  weight.  Where, 
then,  was  the  relief  to  the  consumer.  It 
had  been  urged,  that  to  depend  on  the 
West  Indies  would  be  tu  risk  a  short 
supply  of  sugar.  But  to  this  the  answer 
was  ready — there  was  the  East  Indies, 
which  produced  this  year  60,000  tons,  and 
which,  it  was  calculated,  would  produce 
next  year  not  less  than  100^000  tons.  If 
competition  were  necessary  for  the  West 
Indies  there  was  competition,  fair  compe- 
tition ;  and  then,  what  became  of  the 
assertion  of  a  short  supply,  when  it  was 
known  that  the  greatest  annual  consump- 
tion of  sugar  in  this  country  was  only 
200,000  tons.  India  produced  at  present 
nearly  half  that  whole  amount.  Was  not 
that  a  sufficient  protection  against  mo- 
nopoly on  the  part  of  the  West-India 
planter  P  But  on  other  grounds  he  looked 
on  this  question,  as  far  as  it  regarded 
India,  as  of  the  utmost  importance  to 
justice  and  humanity.  The  manufactures 
of  India  had  been  extinguished  by  English 
manufactures.  England  was  therefore  bound 
to  replace  them  by  others.  It  was  a  just 
debt  she  ow^  to  India  ?  and  it  was  in^ 
cumbent  on  her  to  supply  the  native 
population  with  the  means  of  paying  for 
the  commodities  which  she  supplied  to 
them.  What  more  advantageous  means 
existed  than  the  sugar  trade?  The  pre- 
8ent»  therefore,  was  not  the  time  to  en« 
courage  foreign  and  slave-grown  sugar  to 
the  detriment  of  this  important  nascent 
manufacture  in  India.  He  could  not 
perceive  the  advantages  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Northumber- 
land, nor  could  he  justify  himself  in 
hazajtling  the  encouragement  of  slavery 
and  the  character  of  England  with  foreign 
nations  for  any  reason  whatever,  still  less 
for  advantages  only  in  prospect  A  sufficient 
time  had  not  yet  elapsed  to  give  slave 

'emancipation  in  the  West  Indies  a  fair 
trial;  and  though  there  might  be  many 
arguments  for  laying  an  additional  duty  on 
foreign  sugar»  he  (Mr.  Wynn)  confessed 
he  could  not  see  one  for  reducing  it  lower 
than  it  now  was*    The  noble  Lord  had 
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token  much  credit  to  his  patty  for  their 
exertions  in  emtnoipatinff  the  slaves :  but 
the  House  would,  no  douDt>  remeniber  that 
if  there  ever  was  a  subject  on  which  the 
difterenoas  of  party  were  more  completely 
sacrtfioed  than  another  it  was  that  subject ; 
and  he  should,  therefore,  have  paused 
before  he  attributed  to  any  party  in  par- 
ticular the  whole  merit  of  carrying  it  out. 
What  carried  that  measure  was  not  only 
the  union  of  tlie  leading  men  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  but  the  growing  opinion  of 
the  country,  the  determination  of  the 
rising  generation  against  that  atrocious 
system.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
the  party  of  which  he  assumed  himself  to 
be  the  representative,  had  refused  office  in 
181 2,  on  account  of  the  Catholic  question ; 
but  he  would  remind  him,  that  on  the  con- 
trary it  distinctly  appeared,  that  Lord  Moira 
had  urged  it  as  a  plea  for  their  taking  office 
that  they  would  have  the  means  of  carrying 
the  Catholic  question «  The  fact  was,  that 
they  had  refused  office  because  they  would 
not  except  the  Royal  Household  from  the 
interference  of  the  Ministers  of  the  country. 
That  was  the  ground  upon  which  Lord 
Orenville  and  Lord  Grey  then  acted, 
though  it  was  a  gronod  which  it  might 
not  bie  convenient  now  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  state.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  last 
Rat  down,  had  alluded  to  the  great  merit  of 
Captain  Denman  in  destroymff  the  slave 
settlements  on  the  coast  at  Africa*  He 
might  rejoice  at  thii  destructiony  but 
he  could  not  undentand  the  consistency 
of  those  who  called  them  bigots  for 
refusinff  to  receive  slave-grown  sugar,  and 
for  rndeavouring  to  force  the  growth  of 
fi«c*labour  sugar  in  our  own  oofeniea,  and 
who,  at  the  same  time,  praised  the  kiu« 
dable  exertions  of  Captain  Denman  in 
destroying  the  settlements  of  an  indepen* 
dent  country  becaun  a  number  of  staves 
happened  to  be  collected  there  to  be  sold. 
He,  for  one,  was  willing  to  see  stronger 
mennires  adopted  for  exterminating  slavery 
—and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  sugar 
consumer  of  this  country  would  willingly 
lake  advantage  of  an  inereased  impatua  to 
diat  system  of  piracy,  robbery^  and  opprsa* 
Mon.  Whether  he  looked  at  the  geoeiml 
queatiooi  or  at  the  question  as  it  aflboted 
sugar  merely,  he  was  equally  determined 
to  give  the' plan  of  the  Oovemasent  his 
hearty  oppositiont  and  he  was  sure  the 
prrat  majority  of  the  people  participatad 
in  that  feeling. 

Mr.  ir.  Emn»  said,  that  he  had  always 
token  part  agiintt  slavery  and  the  slave- 


trade  in  that  House,  and  out  of  it  ho  hmi 
joined  a  small  body  of  individuala  who 
bad  endeavoured  to  raiae  in  thia  ooontry 
a  sense  of  the  Enormity  of  that  ayatem ; 
he  believed  be  had  on  no  oecaaioR  given  a 
vote  in  opposition  to  hia  right  hem.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  ihe  To«<er 
Hamlets,  and  it  was  only  becaoae  on  thM 
occasion  he  was  oUigvd  to  conna  to  a  dif« 
ferent  conclusion,  that  he  thought  k  ne» 
cessary  to  offer  any  obaervationa  lo  iha 
House.  They  had  granted  twenty  mil- 
lions in  the  hope  and  expectation  of 
getting  a  peaceful  and  satisfkotory  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  but  that  waa  a 
question  of  degree,  and  if  they  had  lieea 
called  upon  to  vote  fifty  millions,  woald 
any  man  have  yielded  to  that  claim  ?  He 
had  never  considered,  that  he  was  bound 
at  no  time,  and  under  no  circumstances, 
to  admit  foreign  sugar,  be  the  price  of 
sugar  in  this  countrv  what  it  might.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Newark  had  said,  that 
already  ihey  had  expended  ten  millkms  in 
the  increased  price  of  sugar.  In  the 
last  year  he  found  no  lesa  a  sum  than 
2,600,000/.  had  been  expended  in  that 
way,  and  under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  Government  was  bound  to 
adopt  some  measures  in  order  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  so  heavy  a  pressure. 
He  was  not  prepared  lo  aav,  that  for  the 
next  seven  years  ha  would  cooseot  to 
spend  ten  millions  more  upon  that  object, 
the  state  of  the  manufactortoff  interesU  of 
this  country,  and  even  of  tna  laboariitf 
classea  in  the  agricultural  iaterest,  would 
not  warrant  such  a  saerifice.  But  it  waa 
said,  that  the  larger  qaantiiata  which  wera 
to  come  from  the  Eaat  and  West  Indioa 
might  relieve  them  from  all  feaia  of  that 
kind*  He  waa  glad  to  bear  it,  be  hoped 
the  ealculatioos  wera  corractt  bat,  from 
what  be  bad  heardt  he  was  not  ooaviaaad 
that  that  would  be  tha  ordiaary  atota  of 
thioga  from  year  to  year  ia  a  few  yaafa  lo 
come*  But  if  that  wera  tha  caaa,  ibaNi 
what  harm  eoaM  the  radtietioo  of  ihaaa 
datiea  do?  There  would  thao  ha  aooe* 
casioo  to  fear  aa  iocraaaad  atamtdaa  to  Iha 
slave-trade.  Looking  al  Iho  rolnma  ho 
found,  that  from  18113  to  1837  ibara  waa 
aot  one  year  in  whieh  raakonMM  Um  prioo 
'  I  aogar  wUi  tha 


of  fMoigo  and  eolonial  aagar 

dilmo  of  the  propoaad  d«tv,  oor 

nial  sugar  wooM  Bot  bavo  aooB 

of  the  two.    Ia  1837  it  wooM  havo  hoeo 

dearer  by  aomelhing  laaa  Ihao  U.^  aod  in 

1838  it  would  have  btoo  chaapar  agaio. 
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Tteo  in  1639  and  1840  the  difference  was 
oonsidertble,  from  the  great  increaie  of 
price  which  hid  taken  place  in  our  colo* 
nial  sagan  He  would  content  himself 
with  adding,  that  in  the  prefent  state  of 
thit  country  they  were  bound  not  to  im- 
poae  on  the  population  soch  heary  bur- 
ileus*  merely  to  prevent  the  probability-^ 
ktr  it  was  no  more  than  a  probability  at 
the  most — of  giving  a  stimulus  to  that  de- 
testable and  wretched  system  of  slavery 
and  the  slave-trade.  We  allowed  our 
colonies  to  coniume  slave-growu  sugar, 
and  he  believed,  that  we  could  not  prevent 
them  from  doing  it.  If  these  had  not 
been  the  conclusions  to  which  he  con- 
soieiitfously  came  on  this  subject,  he  would 
not  change  his  opinions  to  serve  any 
Miaisiry,  not  even  to  serve  any  interests 
of  his  own,  but  he  really  did  not  think, 
that  they  ought  to  impose  enormous  in- 
effeesed  taxes  on  the  article  of  sugar  to 
praveat  the  probability  of  the  introduction 
of  small  quantities  of  foreign  sugar.  As 
to  the  other  questions  he  would  only  ex- 
prasa  his  conviction,  that  no  Government 
had  even  proposed  measures  so  likely  to 
be  beneficiil  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people  as  were  those  now  proposed,  and 
he  trusted  that  every  means  would  be 
taken  to  ensure  their  success. 

Lord  I^^or$k^  said,  that  if  he  could 
have  brooght  himself  to  believe,  that  the 
flseaaaras  which  her  Mlsjesty's  Govern- 
nrant  bad  introduced  ware  for  the  benefit 
ef  the  countrv,  he  should  have  contented 
hiflsaelf  with  a  silent  vote  on  this  occasion, 
but,  thinking  that  they  were  measures  in- 
jariotts  to  the  best  interests  of  the  empire 
•— tktnking  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
such  a  measure  as  the  reduction  of  the 
soger  dtttiesi  thinking  that  the  distress  in 
the  mannfscturing  districts  was  not  the 
eoeotqaeace  of  the  existing  Gorn*laws, 
end  that  it  would  not  be  relieved  even 
aRffe  those  Corn- laws  to  be  altered,  he 
fell  it  waceuary  te  state  the  reasons  why 
ka  meat  vote  against  that  Government 
wbicb  lie  had  hitherto  supported.  The 
ben.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  declared, 
that  thete  must  be  something  in  the  air  of 
Linoolnehire  which  induced  all  its  Mem* 
liera  to  vise  in  arms  against  the  Gov ern- 
ment  as  soon  as  the  slightest  attempt  was 
made  te  meddle  arith  the  Corn-laws.  He 
woeM  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
Ibat  the  reason  why  he  and  his  colleagues 
eois  voted  sgainst  the  Government  was, 
tbec-diaie  were  ia  Lincolnshire  not  only 


many  rich  landholders,  but  also  many 
poor  yeomen  holders  oC  small  portions  of 
land,  who  would  be  entirely  ruined  if  suffi- 
cient protection  was  not  given  them  while 
carrying  on  their  trade  as  cultivators  of 
the  soil.  Such  a  protecting  duty  as  was 
now  offered  them  was  quite  inadequate  for 
any  purposes  of  protection.  Burdened 
as  they  were  with  tasation,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  they  could  compete  with  other 
countries  in  cheap  prod  action.  From  the 
evidence  ^iven  before  the  last  committee 
on  the  Corn-laws  by  Mr.  Saunders,  an 
eminent  merchant  of  Livnpool,  who  had 
been  engaged  for  thirty  years  in  the  corn 
trade,  relating  to  the  policy  of  Hxed  duties, 
he  was  clearly  of  opinion  that  such  a  duty 
would  not  be  maintained  on  corn.  He 
concluded  from  it  too,  that  if  the  present 
fluctuating  duties  were  reduced  to  a  fixed 
duty  of  8«.  a  quarter;  all  our  merchants 
would  endeavour  to  get  their  corn  from 
the  ports  of  the  Baltic.  In  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Saunders  the  present  scale  of 
fluctuating  duties  was  the  best,  and  more 
calculated  than  any  fixed  duty  to  preserve 
steady  prices.  This  was  Mr.  Saunders's 
opinion,  and  to  illustrate  it  he  would  state, 
that  there  was  at  present  in  some  of  our 
ports  corn  in  bond  which  could  be  had  at 
the  rate  of  38s.  If  that  wei^e  let  out  at  a 
low  fixed  dutv  what  would  become  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country  ?  or  what  chance 
would  they  have  of  competibg  with  such 
corn  ?  The  same  causes  which  forced  a 
Government  to  alter  the  present  system 
of  substituting  a  duty  of  Bs,  would  at 
some  future  period  oblige  them  to  remove 
the  duty  altogether.  He  was  borne  out  by 
the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  state 
of  agriculture  of  1833,  in  asserting,  that 
great  danger  which  would  result  from 
interfering  with  the  Corn-laws,  in  1833 
prices  were  so  low  that  the  farmers  had 
gone  on  in  the  confidence  that  the  Corn* 
laws  would  be  continued.  He  was  war- 
ranted in  saying,  that  had  the  low  prices 
continued  for  two  or  three  years  longer, 
many  of  the  smaller  farmers  would  have 
been  ruined,  and  obliged  to  give  np  thsir 
farms  ;  and  the  result  would  bo  to  throw 
the  agricultural  labourers  on  the  poor* 
rates.  He  did  not  think,  that  sufficient 
notice  had  been  given  of  the  Government 
measures,  nor  did  he  think  the  Ministers 
justified  in  bringing  forward  the  question 
at  the  present  time.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  had  said,  that 
he   did  not  consider  it  fair   or  just    te 
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bring  forward  the  quettion  on  the  tagar 
dotiety  or  of  the  timber  dalies,  without  at 
the  Mine  time  briDging  forward  the  ques- 
tioQ  of  the  Ck>rii-law8.  He  would  like  to 
atk  the  noble  Lord,  whether  he  had  the 
lightest  chance  of  getting  the  measure 
regarding  the  Corn-laws  passed  through 
that  House.  There  was  not  the  most 
remote  chance  of  the  noble  Lord  ef- 
fecting that,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
no  chance  of  carrying  the  three  ques- 
tions, he  ought  to  have  abstained  firom 
bringing  forward  any  one  of  them.  He 
had  heard  it  stated,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  the  manufacturers  of 
Manchester  wished  a  free  trade  in  corn, 
and  that  they  were  willing  to  forego  the 
protective  duties  on  manufactured  goods. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  them  to  hold  that 
argument,  because  they  were  certain  that 
the  Legislature  would  never  concede  such 
a  measure ;  or,  if  it  was  conceded,  they 
knew  that  Government  would,  in  lien  of 
itv  impose  a  property  tax.  His  own  opi- 
nion was,  that  those  persons  who  now 
clamoured  for  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
would  accept  the  measure  of  Government 
as  an  instalment  only.  They  might  re- 
main satbfied,  perhaps  for  three  or  four 
years,  but  whenever  corn  rose  to  60f. 
they  would  raise  an  outcry  against  the 
duty  of  8#.  He  was  convinced  that  Go« 
vernment  was  not  aware  of  the  feeling 
which  existed  in  the  agricultural  parts  of 
the  kingdom  on  this  subject,  otherwise  he 
thought  they  would  never  have  ventured 
to  bring  forward  their  present  proposition. 
His  reasons  for  objecting  to  it  was,  be- 
cause he  thought  that  a  sufficient  protec- 
tive duty  was  necessary  for  the  interests 
of  the  agriculturists,  and  he  would  not  be 
doing  bis  duty  to  his  constituents,  nor 
would  he  be  acting  honestly  or  consis- 
tently, if  he  did  not  oppose  the  proposal 
of  the  Government. 

Sir  A»  Orami  heard  with  great  satisfac- 
tion the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  siddressed  the  House.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  not  have  troubled  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion,  had  he 
not  been  deeply  interested  in  the  question 
under  discussion.  To  that  question  he 
meant  to  confine  himself.  In  the  first 
place,  he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  Uie  fact,  that  all  the  evi- 
dence which  had  been  brought  before 
tbem— whether  that  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Davenport,  had  relied, 
or  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Joseph  Gnmey, 


which  had  been  adduced  by  other  boa. 
Members— all  that  evidence  tended  Co 
show  that  the  cultivation  of  sugar  conU 
not  be  carried  on  in  the  emancipated 
British  colonies  if  the  slave-grown  sugar 
of  Cuba  and  of  Brazil,  was  to  im  admitted 
into  competition  with  it.  The  boo.  Meea- 
ber  for  Devonport  had  alluded  to  the 
compensation  granted  to  the  West-India 
planters.  He  was  not  going  to  deny  that 
20,000,000/.  was  a  large  compensation. 
But  at  the  period  when  that  sum  was 
granted,  the  West-India  proprietors,  right- 
fully or  wrongfully,  were  possessed  of 
their  slaves  by  the  laws  of  tbe  land*-  -he 
had  a  freehold  in  them— they  were  sub- 
jected to  the  same  laws  as  landed  pro- 
perty, and  they  descended  in  tbe  same 
way.  He  defied  hon.  Members  to  deny 
it.  Such  was  the  fact.  They  were  sub- 
jected to  the  same  laws  which  affected  all 
other  property.  Nay,  the  right  to  theas 
was  transmitted  in  the  same  way,  and 
they  were  made  the  subject  of  settlements 
and  of  mortgage.  [Hear],  He  under- 
stood those  cheers.  He  wss  not  defend- 
ing the  system,  but  was  only  staling  the 
ase.  To  these  slaves  and  to  tbeir  labour 
the  planters  possessed  an  undoubted  right. 
If  the  Legislature  interfered  with  private 
rights,  it  was  bound  to  compensate  tbe 
parties  for  any  damage  susuined.  Take 
the  case  where,  for  the  purpose  of  opening 
a  thorooghfere,  it  was  found  necessary  to 
destroy  certain  streets.  They  couU  not 
do  so  without  granting  the  value  of  the 
property  to  private  individuals,  not  the 
value  which  they  might  put  on  it,  but  the 
value  appraised  by  an  indifferent  party. 
The  value  of  the  slaves  in  the  West-Indies 
had  been  made  by  officers  nnder  the 
colonial  government.  Was  that  appraise* 
ment  20,000,000/,  ?  No.  If  his  memory 
did  not  deceive  him  it  was  three  times 
twenty  millions.  Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  the  West-India  proprietors,  would 
have  acquiesced  in  the  grant  of  S0,000,000#. 
had  they  foreseen  that  the  consequences 
would  have  been  the  destrvction  altogether 
of  the  property  they  poesessed  T  He  had 
said,  that  the  compensatkm  of  20,000,0001. 
was  only  a  third  of  the  sum  vrhich  they 
had  been  ihoo^t  entitled  U>.  Soppoae 
he  was  correct  m  his  stetemeot,  it  would 
appear  that  tbe  West-India  proprielon 
were  losers  by  their  aceeptaoce  of  par- 
tial compensation  to  the  amount  of 
40,000,000/.  Allowing  that  they  had 
received  10,000,000/.  in  the   shape  of 
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profit  on  the  increased  price  of  sugar, 
noce  the  free  labour  system  commenced, 
yet  were  they  still  losers  to  the  extent  of 
30,000.000/.  On  a  moderate  calculation, 
West-Iodia  property  of  the  value  of  not 
kas  than  150,000,000/.  had  been  inter- 
fered with.  Where,  then,  was  the  extra- 
ordinary manificence  of  the  grant  which 
had  be«[i  so  tauntingly  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  and  by  other  speakers, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  If  it  was 
given  in  the  idea  that  the  people  of  this 
eoontry  would  thereby  acquire  the  right 
to  interfere  with  the  estates  of  the  West- 
India  proprietors,  it  was  given  with  a 
frandalent  intention.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport,  had  characterised 
the  language  of  the  petition  presented  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
T^mworth,  from  the  West-India  proprie- 
tors, as  the  language  of  gross  hypocrisy. 
He  had  looked  into  the  prayer  of  that 
petition,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
alsmd  on  what  grounds  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stigmatised  the  petitioners 
m  hypocrites.  They  merely  stated,  that  in 
Uie  present  condition  of  the  West^Indies, 
they  should  be  unable  to  compete  with 
foreign  slave-grown  sugar.  What  limits 
4id  the  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  put  on 
the  charitable  principle  of  visiting  the  sins 
of  the  bther  on  the  children  of  the  third 
and  fourth  generation.  He  ought  to  be 
reminded  that  the  sin  of  slavery  was  forced 
on  the  West-India  proprietors  by  the  mo- 
ther country.  In  the  original  settlement 
of  these  possessions,  the  grants  of  land  were 
Bade  under  condition  of  the  planter  im- 
porting a  certain  number  of  slaves  from 
Africa.  The  sovereign,  who  then  wielded 
the  sceptre  of  the  realm,  took  shares  in 
the  African  adventures,  and  slavery  was 
eatablisbed  under  the  authority  of  Eng- 
land. He  thought  it  was  always  a  bad 
iign  of  a  case  when  the  advocates  of  it 
had  recourse  to  misrepresentations  to  sus- 
tain that  case.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Devonport  had  stated  that  the  West- 
India  proprietors  had  adapted  their  state 
aenls  of  the  state  of  cultivation  and  their 
espectationa  of  produce  to  the  purposes 
of  the  occasion,  and  that  they  had  given 
this  country  to  understand  that  there 
would  be  an  increase  when,  in  fact,  there 
turned  out  to  be  a  deficiency  in  the  sup- 

ey.    Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
nder-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
from  1836  to  1839,  and  he  knew  that  the 
ririit  hon.  Gentleman  had  paid  very  close 
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attention  to  his  oflicial  duties.  From  the 
communications  which  he  must  have  re- 
ceived from  the  colonial  governments,  he 
must  have  known  what  would  be  the  in- 
evitable effect  of  the  total  determination 
of  the  apprenticeship  of  the  negroes  in 
August,  1838.  That  act  was  the  act  of 
the  planters,  no  doubt,  but  the  conse- 
quences were,  that  the  negroes  neglected 
the  planting  operations  of  that  autumn, 
on  which  the  increase  of  future  crops 
totally  depended.  That  explained  the 
decrease  in  the  crop  of  1840,  and  it  would 
not  be  until  1842  that  they  would  begin 
to  derive  the  benefits  of  the  industry  of 
free  labour.  After  1842,  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied,  from  the  reports  which  he  had 
received  from  his  own  property,  that  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  as  to  an 
increased  supply  of  sugar  from  the  West 
Indies,  was  perfectly  correct.  From  cal- 
culations on  which  he  could  place  the 
most  implicit  reliance,  he  felt  assured  that 
for  the  future  the  supply  of  su^sr  from  the 
East  and  West  Indies  would  be  fully 
equal  to  the  wants  of  this  country,  and  if 
they  did  not  receive  the  supply  expected 
from  the  West  Indies,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  the  experiment  of  emancipation, 
in  which  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  so  much 
exulted,  would  be  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  a  complete  failure.  It  had  been 
insinuated,  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
that  the  West-India  proprietors  had  been 
in  the  practice  of  sending  the  whole  of 
their  free-labour  sugar  to  England,  and 
importing  slave  grown  sugar  for  their  own 
use.  The  fact  was  otherwise;  foreign 
slave  grown  refined  sugar  was  exported 
from  this  country  by  speculators,  who 
sent  out  caigoes,  and  no  person  inquired 
where  it  was  sold  or  whence  it  came. 
The  West-India  proprietors  would  be  very 
much  obliged  to  the  House  to  put  an  end 
to  this  trafific.  It  was  not  concurred  in 
by  them ;  they  had  petitioned  against  it ; 
therefore,  it  was  a  little  hard  to  turn  upon 
them,  and  found  an  argument  for  enacting 
a  law  against  them,  on  the  ground  that 
slave  grown  sugar  was  already  imported 
into  the  West  Indies.  The  many  millions 
paid  by  this  country  to  put  down  slavery 
and  the  slave  trade — amounting,  accord- 
ing to  his  own  estimation,  to  not  less  than 
130  millions  sterling — no  one  put  it  at 
less  than  forty  millions— would  be  entirely 
thrown  away,  if  the  present  measure  were 
carried,  which  would  have  the  inevitable 
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effect  of  giving  direct  encourdgement  to 
slavery  and  the  slave  trade.  Where  was 
the  consistency  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  his  Colleagues,  when  he  now  put  at 
nought  in  his  consideration  the  encourage- 
ment of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  when 
brought  into  competition  with  a  slight 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  sugar— where 
was  his  consistency  in  acting  thus,  when 
only  last  year  he  opposed  the  introduc- 
tion of  additional  labourers  into  the  West 
Indies  upon  the  ground  that,  because  the 
Hill-coolies  were  to  be  hired  under  deeds 
of  apprenticeship,  it  would  be  giving  a 
degree  of  encouragement  to  a  species  of 
slavery  ?  For  his  part,  he  was  satistied 
with  the  argument  as  it  now  stood  before 
the  House,  being  convinced  that,  however 
much  the  debate  might  be  protracted— 
and  it  appeared  to  him  to  have  been  pro- 
longed too  much  already — no  further 
argument  could  be  urged  in  favour  of  the 
Ministerial  measure,  and  that  no  addi- 
tional argument  was  at  all  needful  to  jus- 
tify  its  rejection. 

Mr.  Joltn  OConnell  said,  he  trusted  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  spoken,  would 
take  his  assurance  of  meaning  him  no  per- 
sonal offence  in  saying,  that  a  part  of  what 
fell  horn  him  was  calculated  to  excite  feel, 
ings  akin  to  disgust.  He  meant  the  allu- 
sion to  a  right  of  property  in  slaves.  Laws 
of  men  recogntaed  that  right,  but  it  was 
utterly  deni«i  by  the  laws  of  God.  As 
for  Ihe  20,000|000l.  grant,  it  ought  to 
have  been  styled  an  act  of  charity,  not  a 
compensation.  It  was  a  question  for  the 
momlist,  whether  compensation  were  not 
rAther  due  fW>m  the  West  Indians  them* 
selves^  to  the  negroes  whom  thejr  so  long 
kept  out  of  their  rights  as  men.  With 
re^utl  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  felt  anxious,  as  one 
who  had  taken  part>  according  to  his  very 
limited  abilityj  in  the  anti-slavery  agitation 
in  Ireland^  to  ezjdain  to  his  constituents  in 
that  country  why  be  should  vote  against 
the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool.  He  did  so,  because 
whatever  might  be  the  noble  liord's  sin* 
cerity  in  bringing  it  forward,  he  believed 
his  advisers  and  supporters  were  not  acting 
hpndjide.  He  could  not  put  confidence  in 
their  very  sudden  conversion  from  the  con- 
victions that  had  led  them  formerly  lo  op^ 
pose  everything  that  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  neero.  If  this  were  a  motion  as  the 
noble  Lord  said^  simply  against  the  en- 


couragement of  slavery,  why  was  it  not 
confined  to  that,  and  why  were  words  in- 
troduced  from  which  the  inference  could 
be  drawn,  that  under  idnmmstances  other 
than  the  present,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
might  consent  to  admit  slave  sugar.  They 
would  have  an  opportunity,  should  the 
Hmiee  go  into  committee,  of  proving  their 
sincerity,  as  a  motion  would  then  be  made 
to  admit  foreign  sugar  indeed,  but  only 
what  shall  be  the  product  of  flree  labour. 
Such  sugar  was  to  be  had  from  Java»  Siam» 
and  other  places ;  and  if  the  Englisli  Mar- 
ket  were  opened  to  the  producers  in  %hose 
countries,  the  production  would  of  coomb 
be  much  stimulated  and  enlarged.  Tk% 
Government  measure  would  only  apply  itt 
case  of  a  deficiency  of  sugar  from  our  own 
dependencies,  therefore  no  very  eifioesavt 
amount  of  sugar  might  be  requited  fioni 
any  foreign  country.  The  hon.  Member 
ios  Newark  told  the  House,  that  treaties 
stood  in  the  way  of  our  admitting  foreicn 
free  grown  sugar  to  the  eadusion  of  fo- 
reign slave  grown  sugar— -but  he  had  not 
told  the  House  whether  those  treaties  were 
not  likely  soon  to  end,  or  whether  tl&ey  could 
not  be  in  some  way  modified  under  the 
pressure  of  two  such  strong  considerations 
as  the  necessity  of  giving  the  people  dieap 
sugar,  and  at  the  same  time  taking  care 
not  to  give  encouragement  to  slave  labour. 
He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  had  heard  with 
much  concern  one  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  draw  a  line  of  distinction  between  slave 
grown  and  fVee  grown  sugar  coming  from 
abroad.  He  had  anxiously  listened  for  the 
reasons  of  this,  feeling  that,  if  supported 
by  argument^  it  would  leave  him  no  al- 
ternative but  to  vote  for  the  amendment 
before  the  House.  But  the  only  reason 
given  was,  that  international  trade  would 

fo  on,  in  spite  of  the  opinions  of  indivi- 
uals.  Trade  undoubtedly  would  go  on^ 
as  it  often  has  done  before,  between  na^ 
tions,  no  matter  under  what  iniquiloiis 
system,  but  that  surely  could  not  he  a  ttk* 
son  for  not  amending  what  was  iniquitous 
in  the  system.  A  trade  thai  shouki  give 
encouragement  to  slave  labour,  would  be 
giving  the  sanction  of  this  country  to  the 
worst  species  of  robl)ery*-«that  wfaick  de» 
prived  a  man  of  his  right  over  bimielf  and 
his  own  labour.  But  the  hon.  MeaUiec 
had  said,  that  ooramerce  would  put  an  end 
to  slavery.  Ho  (Mr.  J»  O'Conndl)  con- 
sideradi  that  on  the  contrary,  davery  had 
been  put  an  end  to  in  the  West  Indies  bf 
the  exertions  of  ihe  anti  slavery  movefnalit. 
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wlildi  produced  a  direct  legialftttve  interfer- 
ence for  the  purpose ;  end  not  by  commerce. 
Slavery  was  as  rife  as  ever  in  America, 
notwithstanding  our  commerce  with  her. 
But  it  had  been  said,  that  our  abstinence 
from  slave  grown  sugar  would  not  prevent 
other  countries  from  using  it«>and  that 
after  all,  our  allowing  it  to  enter,  would 
give  little  practical  encouragement  to 
slavery.  If  others  did  wrong,  it  was  no 
rcawm  we  sliould ;  and  as  to  tne  last  argu- 
ment, one  single  case  of  additional  suffer. 
ing  would  involve  the  whole  guilt.  In 
thus  arguitig,  he  trusted  he  should  not  be 
cdnsidered  as  insensible  to  the  wants  of  the 
people.  An  Irisb  Member  had  particular 
reasoQ  to  wish  for  the  cheapening  of  sugar 
if  possible,  as  in  Ireland  it  was  only  too 
tme,  that  the  average  consumption  of 
sugar  by  each  person  was  not  more  than 
an  ounce  in  the  week.  But  far  greater 
distress  even  tban  that,  would  m  still 
no  reason  for  encouraging  the  horrors  of 
slavery.  While  he  agreed  on  these  points 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Afem- 
ber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  he  regretted 
to  differ  with  him  in  anything.  He  conld 
assure  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  would  consider  him- 
self fortunate,  if,  at  any  future  period  of 
his  life,  he  ever  could  effect  the  one  mil- 
lionth part  of  what  had  been  done  fbr  the 
negro  by  i\kt  learned  civilian,  but  he  could 
not  imitate  his  example  in  voting  for  th^ 
amendment,  ad  it  Went  to  exclude  all  fb. 
reign  susar,  free  as  well  as  slave  grown. 
The  Wen  Indians  had  no  claim  to  a  pro- 
tection against  the  former.  They  had  got 
a  most  munificent  grant  from  this  country, 
and  had  no  right  to  further  fkvour  at  the 
eosi  of  the  people  at  home.  Such  uroiec- 
tion  was  not  needed,  either  for  the  benefit 
ci  the  newly  emancipated  negroes,  as  they 
ought  to  be  able  to  bear  competitioui  espe- 
cially when  the  price  of  foreign  free  gprown 
sugar  would  still  be  eo  high,  owing  to  the 
high  duty  itill  to  be  kept  up.  With  regard 
to  the  general  question  before  the  House, 
he  woum  not  enter  at  any  length  upon  it 
He  would  only  say  as  an  Irish  Member, 
that  he  might  be  supposed  hostile  to  any 
change  in  the  Coru-laws.  This  was  not 
the  ease.  He  had  never  seen  any  good 
they  had  done  to  Ireland.  She  bad  the 
oeninMiid  of  the  English  market,  and  no 
tnanii^Bctuies  of  her  own  to  suiier  by  being 
cxduded  ftem  foreign  markets  in  return 
for  the  exduaion  of  foreign  com.  Those 
laws,  thersfore,  had  had  the  fullest  aud 
iaanst  axperimeftt  in  Ireland*  and  yet  had 


certainly  been  of  no  benefit  to  the  labour- 
ing population  or  the  farmers  there,  the 
former  being  in  a  state  of  the  most  utter 
misery,  and  the  latter  fast  sinking  down 
to  the  condition  of  the  class  below  them. 
He  was  also  much  pleased  with  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duties  on  the  good  timber  to  be 
had  from  the  North  of  Europe.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  longer  than  to  say, 
that  in  Committee  he  would  vote  to  exclude 
foreign  slave  sugar  and  admit  that  which 
was  free  |rown,  and  in  the  meantime  could 
not  vote  for  the  amendment,  first,  because 
it  would  exclude  the  latter  description  of 
sugar,  and  next,  because  it  was  designed 
under  cover  of  a  seal  for  the  African,  to 
overthrow  a  liberal  ministiy,  and  to  bring 
in  one,  that,  to  judge  by  their  past  history, 
would  be  more  likely  to  add  to  the  bur- 
thens of  the  people,  than  to  give  them  relief. 
Sir  J.  i?.  Reid^  after  adverting  to  a 
letter  which  he  had  received  from  Mr. 
Horsley  Palmer,  explanatory  of  his  views 
on  the  question  before  the  Housci  stated, 
that  he  felt  bound  to  admit  that  he  had 
received  the  utmost  courtesy  from  many 
of  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment during  the  various  official  interviews 
he  had  had  with  them,  but  while  he  ac- 
knowledged this,  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
add  that  a  more  reckless,  a  more  inconsi* 
derate,  or,  more  injudicious  Government 
he  never  heard  of  or  saw.  He  merely 
wished  to  impress  this  upon  their  minds, 
as  he  believed  that  this  would  be  the  last 
lime  he  should  have  the  honour  to  address 
them  in  their  official  situations.  A  short 
period  ago,  he  requested  them  to  recon- 
sider the  decision  they  had  eome  to. 
They  paid  no  attention  to  his  request.  He 
conceived,  from  the  experience  he  bad 
had,  and  at  his  time  of  life,  he  was  enti- 
tled to  give  that  advice.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  add  that  their  sun  was  setting, 
and  that  it  would  soon  set  to  rise  no 
more.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  detain 
the  House  more  than  another  minute.  He 
would  not  go  into  details,  they  were  so 
well  known ;  but  his  anxious  hope,  wish, 
and  request  was,  that  with  respect  to  the 
commercial  interests  of  the  country,  the 
House  would  kindly  decide  upon  this  im- 
portant questi on y  because  in  the  meantime 
trade  was  at  a  complete  stand  still.  He 
said  this  as  an  old  merchant,  who  had  no 
object  in  stating  what  was  not  the  fact. 
He  did  entreat  the  House  to  come  to  a 
decision.  It  was  absolutely  impossible 
for  Gentlemen  who  were  not,  like  bimself, 
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iDtimately  acquainted  with  commercial 
affairs,  to  conceive  the  mischief  which  was 
occasioned  by  protracting  this  debate. 
The  hoQ*  Member  for  Halifax  made  use 
of  an  expression  last  night  which  very 
much  astonished  him.  He  said,  that 
trade  was  in  a  state  of  despondency  such 
as  was  never  known  before.  Now,  he 
never  heard  such  a  remark  in  his  life. 
That  there  was  langour  in  commerce  he 
did  not  deny.  That  there  was  a  want  of 
purchasing  and  selling  he  did  not  deny 
also.  But  what  was  the  reason  ?  Why, 
that  no  man  of  any  property,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  would  embark  a  shill- 
int;  in  trade.  Therefore,  it  was  that  he 
called  for  a  decision  of  this  question  :  and 
the  sooner  the  better.  In  the  city  with 
which  he  was  connected,  it  was  the  uni- 
versal feeling  among  all  parties  that  this 
question  ought  not  to  be  protracted. 
Ha?ing  to  thank  the  House  for  the  kind- 
ness with  which  the  House  had  heard  him, 
he  would  sit  down.  The  House  would 
decide  which  was  the  greatest  hypocrite 
of  the  two.  He  did  not  think  be  had 
shown  much  hypocrisy  in  stating  his  can- 
did opinion  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  wanted  nothing,  he  asked  for  nothing 
bat  the  immediate  and  decided  opinion  of 
the  House  upon  this  great  question. 

Mr.  Oiibarne  did  not  think  he  should 
have  troubled  the  House  at  this  protracted 
period  of  the  debate,  but  that  he  could 
not  allow  it  to  close  without  returning  his 
thanks  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark. 
He  had  oAen  heard  it  said,  that  a  man*s 
best  friends  were  those  who  told  him  his 
faults.  The  boo.  Member  for  Newark 
had  been  so  kind  as  to  perform  that  friendly 
office.  He  had  said  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
**  You  are  an  infatuated  set,  and  that  in- 
fatuation arises  from  the  laxity  of  your 
principles.'*  That  was  pretty  good  in  sub- 
stance, and  the  manner  was  so  bland ! 
There  was  no  appearance  of  a  bigotted 
religionist,  dealing  out  his  anathemas  of 
religious  rancour  against  all  those  who 
differed  from  him.  It  was  quite  e?ident 
from  the  mildness  of  his  tone  and  the 
modesty  of  his  deportment,  that  it  was  a 
gentleman  addressing  a  liberal  assembly, 
amoog  whom  he  felt  that  there  were  many 
who  were  his  equals,  and  not  a  few  who 
were  his  superiors.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
made  some  remarks  with  respect  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  8ecretary«at* 
War  (Mr.  Macauluy).     Last  night  when 


he  had  possession  of  the  House  be  gave 
way,  because  he  understood,  that  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Macaulay) 
wished  to  address  the  House.  Being 
obliged  to  leave  his  seat  he  did  not  know 
what  passed  on  that  occasion;  but  he 
wished  to  make  one  remark  with  respect 
to  the  father  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  the  fate  of  the  late  Mr.  Zacharv 
Macaulay  to  be  for  many  years  of  his  life 
the  victim  of  the  most  foul  calumny,  false- 
hood, and  slander,  heaped  upon  him  by 
the  West-Indian  body  and  their  supporters, 
and  he  thought  that  that  eminent  man 
would  be  much  surprised  if  it  were  possil>le 
for  him  to  know  that,  after  his  death,  a 
person  who  was  once,  at  least,  connected 
with  that  body,  had  passed  a  studied 
eulogium  upon  him  in  Parliament — an 
eulogium,  not  greater,  certainly,  than  his 
merits  deserved,  but  an  eulogium  which  he 
(Mr.  Gisborne)  was  sure  that  excellent  per- 
son would  have  rejected  with  all  the  icom 
and  disgust  which  his  mild  and  gentle  na- 
ture was  capable  of,  if  he  could  only  have 
known  that  the  object  of  it  was  to  give 
point  and  venom  to  a  stigma  upon  his  son. 
By  common  consent  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  discarded  the  two  usual  modes 
of  supplying  the  deficiency  in  the  levenee 
— borrowing  and  direct  taxatioo;  and,  in 
order  to  give  time  for  the  consideration  of 
the  subject,  he  had  deferred  the  discussion 
for  a  week.  At  the  end  of  that  time  the 
noble  Member  for  Liverpool  came  down 
with  a  motion,  not  upon  the  merits,  bat 
in  the  nature  of  a  demurrer,  resting  it 
mainly  upon  certain  exaggerated  calcula* 
lions  of  the  quantity  of  sugar  to  be' re* 
ceived  from  the  Mauritius,  the  East  and 
West  Indies.  From  the  Mauritius  it  waa 
asserted  that  40,000  tons  might  be  ex« 
pected,  when  the  average  receipt  of  sugar 
from  thence  had  been  only  about  98,000 
tons.  In  a  speech  delivered  by  Sir  R. 
Peel,  in  June,  1833,  he  had  anticipated  a 
great  reduction  in  the  import  from  the 
West  Indies,  the  stimulus  to  labour  arising 
from  coercion  having  been  lott  by  emanci- 
pation, and  the  stimulus  to  labour  an»ng 
from  the  necessities  of  the  negroes  having 
little  or  no  influence  upon  those  whose 
wants  were  few  in  a  country  which  sup. 
plied  those  wants  almost  sponuneouslj. 
As  to  the  quantity  of  sugar  to  be  expected 
from  the  East  Indies,  he  could  quote  the 
opinion  of  a  connection  of  hit  own  well 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  that  a  eon- 
sideraUe  time  must  elapae  before  any  targe 
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papply  of  cheap-grown  sugar  was  procured 
from  the  East  Indies.  He»  therefore, 
placed  no  reliance  upon  the  estimates  pro- 
duced on  the  other  side  in  opposition  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. On  the  subject  of  slavery  he 
was  most  firmly  convinced  that  it  must  ere 
very  long  come  to  an  end ;  the  treaties 
with  foreign  powers  tended  to  this  result, 
and  what  had  recently  taken  place  in 
America,  showed  that  there  was  a  growing 
feeling  against  it  there.  In  Cuba  the 
whites  were  rather  rejoiced  at  the  measures 
pf  this  country,  to  put  an  end  to  the  im- 
portation of  slaves,  in  consequence  of  the 
immense  disproportion  at  present  between 
|he  Europeans  and  the  negroes.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  farther  than  by 
reading  a  passage  he  had  met  with  the 
other  day,  in  a  speech  delivered  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  31st  July, 
1833.    It  ran  thus— 

"There  are  many  questions  on  which  the  de- 
claration of  the  King's  GoTernmeot  in  their 
favour  or  otherwise  is  decisive  of  their  fate  ; 
we  find  this  to  have  been  the  case  with  respect 
to  the  question  of  reform.  I  believe  it  will 
also  be  found  the  case  with  respect  to  this 
question.  The  moment  the  Kings  Govern- 
ment arrays  itself  against  any  restriction,  its 
fote  is  sealed,  for  it  is  impossible  to  restore 
respect  to  authorities  so  treated.'' 

These  were  the  words  of  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
^nd  thus  supported,  he  (Mr.  Gisborne) 
was  bold  to  say,  that  the  fate  of  the  Corn- 
laws  and  of  the  present  duty  on  sugar  was 
sealed. 

Mr.  Sydney  Herbert  would  promise  not 
to  detain  the  House  long  whilst  he  made 
a  few  observations  on  the  question  under 
diKUssion,  and  stated  the  reasons  which 
would  induce  him  to  take  the  course  which 
he  intended  to  pursue.  He  had  observed, 
4>o  the  part  of  Gentlemen  at  the  other 
aide  of  the  House,  a  great  disinclination 
to  meet  distinctly  the  resolution  of  his 
noble  Friend.  A  great  part  of  the  even- 
ing had  been  occupied  by  hon.  Members, 
at  the  other  side  of  the  House,  in  pouring 
cot  the  vials  of  their  wrath  on  the  head 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  New- 
ark, which  he  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  considered 
to  be  a  just  tribute,  wrung  from  them  in 
spite  of  themselves,  to  the  pungency  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  remarks,  as  well  as  to  the 
force  of  his  reasoning.  But  the  character 
and  principles  of  his  hon.  Friend  stood  too 
high  to  give  any  reason  to  fear,  that  either 
«Mld  be  endangered  by  any  such  a^aoks. 


He  would  not  follow  the  example  that  had 
been  set  him  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
in  discussing  the  principles  of  free  trade 
— principles  ostentatiously  enunciated  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  if  they  were 
the  discoverers  of  them.     These  principles 
had  been    practically    enunciated   many 
years  ago,  by  a  Cabinet  of  which   Mr. 
Huskisson  and  Mr.  Peel,  were  prominent 
members.      Nobody  could   dispute  the 
theory.     The  only  objection  that  existed 
was  as  to  the  mode  of  their  application. 
Why,  so  simple  was  the  theory   of  the 
principles  of  free  trade,  that  a  child  might 
understand  it,  provided,  that  those  princi- 
ples were  to  be  applied  as  an  inflexible 
mathematical  rule.     It  might  be  easy  to 
apply  those  principles  if  they  were  not 
bound  to  consider  the  particular  circum- 
stances under  which  they  were  to  be  ap* 
plied,  and  if  men  were  to  shut  their  eyes 
in   the   application    of   those  principles, 
without  reference  to  existing  circumstances 
in  a  great  commercial  country  like  this. 
But,  if  those  principles  could  be  applied 
without  wisdom  and  without  caution,  what 
was  the  use  of  the   statesmanship,  the 
knowledge  of  history,  and  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary history  of  this  country,  which  was 
possessed  by  Gentlemen  at  both  sides  of 
the   House.     Why,    if   those    principles 
were  to  be  applied  as  a  simple  rule,  re- 
quiring no  knowledge  for  its  application, 
in  that  case,  there  was  not  an  accountant 
in  the  city  who  would  not  make  as  good  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.      Now,    with 
respect  to  the  period  when  this  proposition 
was  brought  forward,  all  the  means  of  in- 
formation, that  they  possessed,  went    to 
show,  that  all  might  calculate  on  a  most 
abundant  suppl}^of  sugar  next  year  from 
the  East  and  West  Indies ;  and  they  had 
the  knowledge,  that  such  were  the  capa- 
bilities of  those  places  where  free«growa 
sugar  was  produced,  this  country  might 
be  supplied  with  it  to  an  indefinite  extent. 
That  was  the  evidence  given    before  a 
Parliamentary  Committee,  by  a  highly 
respectable  witness,   and    what  was  the 
opinion  casually  given  by  Mr.   Larpent, 
before  the  same  committee  on  this  very 
question  of  the  introduction  of  the  sugar 
of  Cuba  and  the  Brazils  ?     It  was  this, 
that  if  we  were  to  permit  the  introduction 
of  slave-grown  sugar,  we  should  stultify  all 
the  exertions  that  we  had  made  for  the 
suppression  of  the  slave  trade.    The  no* 
ble  Lord  oppgsite  had  argued ,  thaUhough 
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•D  objtcUaa  was  niaad  lo  tbc  iolroduclioo 
of  iUv«-gro«o  sugary  jti  Ibat  we  admiu 
lad  iheiolrodoctioDof  tlafe-growoeoiloo. 
Bui  ha  did  not  thiok,  that  Uie  arguaiani 
against  tbe  iotrodvclioo  of  slave-growo 
products  was  at  all  toucbed  by  tbis  sort 
of  reasoning.  By  the  intiodoctioa  of 
slave^grown  sugar  ioto  ibis  country,  its 
consumption  would  be  increased ;  its 
produGtKm  would  likewise  be  iocrea«ed ; 
and  by  opening  new  markets  for  those 
slsve*grown  products  you  would  create  a 
necessity  for  an  additional  supply  of 
slsfc^labour.  They  should  recollect  the 
claioM  to  their  consideration  which  tbe 
West  Indies  possessed.  They  should  re* 
collect  all  the  changes  that  had  taken 
place  with  respect  to  those  colonies  since 
1833-->the  emancipation  of  the  negroes, 
the  withdrawal  of  the  drawback,  the 
equalisation  of  the  duties  on  East  and 
West  India  sugar,  and  other  measures  all 
Ihrough  the  interference  of  our  legislstion, 
and  under  these  circumstances  it  must  be 
admitted,  that  it  was  only  fair  to  allow 
ibem  a  moderate  protection,  to  enable 
them  to  compete  on  fair  terms  with  other 
countries.  With  all  the  disadvantages 
with  which  the  West  Indies  bad  to  strug- 
gle, if  they  now  took  away  from  them  the 
small  protection  that  ihcy  enjoyed,  they 
would  altogether  destroy  the  production 
of  sugar  in  these  colonies.  He  knew,  thai 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  acting  on  their 
principles  of  free  trade,  might  say,  "  If 
that  colony  is  not  able  to  grow  sugar,  so 
as  to  compete  with  other  countries,  why 
let  it  continue  to  be  grown  there  7  ** 
Ay,  but  if  we  destroy  the  production  of 
sugar  in  thai  colony,  sea  the  position  we 
shall  stand  in  with  regard  to  our  experi- 
ment for  the  abolition  of  slaverv.  They 
bad  contended  for  the  principle  that  it 
was  possiblei  thai  sugar  could  be  succew- 
fully  cultivated  by  free  labour,  and  they 
bad  in  this  respect  given  an  example  to 
other  natmns  in  the  suppression  of  slavery. 
But  if  we  now  show,  inat  sugar  cannot  be 
so  cultivated,  we  shall  have  only  tried  the 
experiment  of  abolition  to  demonstrate  its 
fiilufe.  With  what  face  shall  we  go  to 
other  countries  to  ask  them  to  follow  our 
example,  and  pursue  a  course  which  we 
shall  nave  just  shown  them  to  be  impossi- 
ble. Instead  of  an  example,  we  shall  be 
a  warning,  and  our  abolition  will  only 
have  served  to  rivet  the  chains  of  slavery 
by  showing  the  impossibility  of  free  labour 
ig  compeu  wiih  ii.    If  tbey  expoiiulaied 


with  Asaerica  upon  the  coMtiiMMmce  of 
slavery  in  ibai  country,  tbey  would  be 
mel  with  tbe  docirioe  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  that  they  must  not  mix  up  hu- 
manity with  trade'.  These  were  grave  and 
important  coosidefaiioos,  which,  he  was 
sore,  most  have  been  overlooked  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  tbe  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  bia  eagerness  to  ad* 
vance  the  interests  in  bis  peculiar  depart* 
meot.  When  they  saw  mtu  like  the  boa. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and 
Members  at  his  (Mr«  S.  Herbert's)  side  of 
tbe  House,  whose  opinions  were  entiUed 
to  great  respect,  protesting  againai  ihaaa 
measures,  he  ihoiighi,  thai  there  waa  aaf- 
6cient  to  make  them  pauae  before  ihay 
adopted  them.  The  people  of  ibis  coua- 
try  could  not  so  easily  estiauite  OMHivea* 
and  couldonlyjudgeof  men  by  their  aciioiis. 
He  recollected,  a  few  years  ago»wben  great 
excitement  prevailed  in  this  owmtry  upoo 
the  slavery  question.  At  that  time,  no  per- 
son professed  a  more  enthusiastic  hostility 
to  West- India  slavery,  than  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  and  no  person  was  louder 
in  the  expression  of  his  desire  to  piil  down 
that  system,  and  sustain  the  national  cha- 
racter. There  was  no  person  more  ready 
than  the  noble  Lord  in  professing  sympa- 
thy for  the  slave,  or  more  eager  to  second 
the  national  feeling.  But  now  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  forget  the  principles  which 
he  then  advocated.  The  people  of  this 
country  would  know  how  to  eaiiaMie  the 
difference  between  the  conduct  of  ibaae 
who  at  the  risk  of  temporary  unpopularity, 
resisted  what  they  thought  to  be  nojost 
and  incompatible  with  humanity*  and 
those  who  came  forward  to  advocate  ihoae 
principles  which  they  expected  to  gain 
them  popular  applause,  but  who  ao  far 
forgot  their  former  professions  u  to  pwt  a 
question  of  humanity  in  competittoa  with 
a  c|uestion  of  finance.  He  tlMNighi,  that 
this  measure  had  been  bconght  forward  in 
a  wav  thai  led  it  to  be  supposed,  that  it 
had  been  brought  forward  less  wiih  legaid 
to  the  exigencies  of  the  p«opk  ibai  to  the 
exigencies  of  party.  Having  exprtssed 
the  general  grounds  on  which  be  opposed 
these  measures,  he  would,  without  the  least 
apprehension  of  the  result,  leave  to  the 
decision  of  the  House  a  quastioa  ia  which 
the  credit  and  repuiatfaia  of  thia  coaatry 
were  deeply  involved. 

Mr.  KtraoM  Smiik  could  assure  the 
House,  that  be  should  strictly  follow  the 
oxample  of  the  boa.  QeathMa  iriM  bad 
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juii  addreBsed  the  House,  and  would  very 
briefly  occupy  their  attention.  He  could 
■oi  help  remarking,  that  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
Loid  opposite  had  received  very  Utile  at- 
tention, and  the  hon.  Member  who  bad 
aeconded  the  resolution,  had  not  paid  the 
noble  Lord  the  compliment  of  confining 
bifnieir  to  the  particular  subject  of  it.  He 
was  not  surprised  that  the  boo.  Member 
who  bad  just  sat  down,  bad  declined  dis- 
CQStiog  the  question  of  free  trade,  for 
though  be  bad  declared  himself  an  advo- 
cate of  the  principles  of  free  trade,  he  had 
qualified  bis  declaration  by  excluding  all 
iotesests  in  this  country  from  the  opera- 
tion of  those  principles.  The  boo.  Mem- 
ber staled,  that  the  general  principles  of 
free  trade  were  so  simple,  that  any  child 
mighl  understand  them;  and  yet  two 
lion.  Members  opposite  (the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Antrim)  had  declared  last 
night,  that  they  could  not  comprehend 
them.  He  admitted  that  the  speeches  of 
those  hon.  Members  were  mosi  straight 
forward,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
aity  of  Oxford  said,  that  his  noble  Friend's 
resolution  did  not  go  so  far  as  he  wished, 
for  that  tho  resolution  ought  to  have 
declared,  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  this  country  admit  for  consumption 
•ugar,  the  produce  of  slave-labour.  The 
boo*  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
aeemed  to  take  great  credit  to  himself  for 
hie  exertions  in  the  cause  of  the  abolition 
of  dhvery.  In  looking  over  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  had  been  unable 
to  find  that  he  had  played  so  prominent 
a  part  in  the  discussions  upon  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery  as  the  House  had  been 
led  to  believe.  When  the  proposition  for 
slavery  abolition  was  first  brought  for- 
ward, he  did  not  find  that  he  had  once 
addressed  the  House,  but  when  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  forward,  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
be  once  spoke,  and  then  he  used  only 
tbeae  words : — 

*'  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  right  hon.  Se- 
cretanr  would  find  himself  as  unfortunate  in  the 
use  of  the  words  *  immediate  abolition,'  as  he 
had  already  found  himself  in  the  words  *  ex- 
troction  of  tithes.' " 

But|  though  he  should  be  loath  to  im- 
pute any  hypocritical  pretext  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  must  declare,  that  the  straight- 
forwardness of  bis  speech  last  night,  had 


not  been  followed  out  by  the  straight- 
forward nesss  of  his  declaration  as  to  the 
vote  which  he  intended  to  give  ;  because, 
although  he  said  the  resolution  did  not 
go  far  enough,  he  stated  his  intention  to 
support  it  by  his  vote.  For  his  own  part, 
his  objection  to  the  resolution  was  this, 
that  it  appeared  to  him  to  advance  a 
position  which  was  contrary  to  the  true 
state  of  the  facts.  It  assumed,  that  the 
people  of  England  had  made  great  sacri- 
fices, not  for  the  purpose  of  doing  that 
which  had  been  effected,  but  with  some 
other  object,  which  was  now,  for  the  first 
time,  brought  forward.  He  denied  that 
the  people  of  this  country  had  done  this 
with  a  view  to  set  an  example  to  other 
countries.  They  had  paid  the  money 
which  they  had  advanced  for  a  valuable 
purpose,  and  with  a  view  to  the  extinction 
of  slavery  in  our  colonies,  which  was  an 
object  which  they  had  attained.  The 
bargain  was  complete,  for  which  the  pay- 
ment was  made ;  and  if  any  one  doubted 
this,  he  might  look  at  the  present  state 
of  the  West-India  Islands,  and  compare 
it  with  the  present  condition  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  What  was  (he 
condition  of  the  labourers  of  our  colo- 
nies? He  feared  that  it  bad  been  de- 
scribed by  Sir  C.  Metcalfe,  so  far  as 
the  colony  of  Jamaica  was  concerned,  in 
terms  worthy  the  observation  of  the  House. 
He  said, 

*<  The  real  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  proprietors  appears  to  me  to 
consist  in  the  means  possessed  by  the  labourer 
of  comfortable  subsistence  iudependent  of  la- 
bour for  wages.  He  may  have  recourse  to  the 
latter  for  the  sake  of  money,  or  handsome 
clothing*  or  luxury,  but  he  is  hardly  ever  re- 
duced to  it  from  absolute  necessity.  The 
social  order  of  things  prevailing  in  other  coun- 
tries is  thereby  severed  in  this,  and  it  is  here 
no  favour  to  give  employment,  but  an  assumed 
and  almost  acknowledged  favour  to  give 
labour." 

That  was  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  Jamaica,  and  it  was  for  that  that  the 
people  of  England  had  made  the  sacrifice 
which  had  been  alluded  to.  They  had  in- 
tended to  make  the  population  of  our  co- 
lonies free  and  happy,  but  they  had  not 
intended  to  make  them  so  independent 
as  to  be  even  above  the  middliue  classes, 
of  this  country  in  position.  The  state 
of  the  labouring  population  in  British 
Guiana  had  been  described  as  being  in- 
finitely more  prosperous:— 'Governor  Light| 
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in  a  despatch,  dated  in  1840,  thus  de* 
scribes  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
population  there : — 

"  The  negroes  are  all  eager  to  buy  land, 
and  have  comfortable  cottages ;  most  of  them 
are  better  dressed  oo  holidays,  marriages,  and 
funerals,  than  the  generality  of  the  peasantry 
of  Europe;  thev  will  not  wear  coarse  cloth. 
The  generality  sleep  on  as  good  beds  as  per- 
sons of  a  higher  oroer  in  Europe;  a  sideboard, 
with  a  display  of  decanters  and  glasses,  in- 
variably decks  the  apartment  of  the  head  men. 
The  negro  is  in  everything  an  imitator^  and  his 
wants  increase  as  he  sees  his  own  class  ad- 
vance in  refinement.  There  is  more  cham- 
pagne dmnk  bv  the  negroes  than  by  any  other 
dais  in  the  colony.  He  likes  salt  fish,  ham, 
and  salt  pork,  better  than  fresh  meat ;  but  it 
is  the  pre? ailing  taste  of  three-fourths  of  the 
white  and  coloured  population :  though  he  pre- 
Isis  plantain  and  "  foo-foo"  (a  paste  made  by 
beating  the  plantain  in  a  mortar)— he  only 
follows  the  example  of  the  white  manager 
and  overseer,  who,  in  nine  instances  out  of 
ten,  consider  such  vegetable  additions  better 
adapted  to  the  salt  food  than  bread.  The 
increasing  importations  of  flour  prove,  how- 
ever, that  bread,  though  nearly  double  the 
price  in  England,  is  uni? ersally  eaten.  There 
»  hardly  an  estate  on  which  bread  is  not  made 
for  sale ;  it  must  be  the  purest  white,  or  it 
will  not  be  bought — ^brown  or  inferior  bread  is 
unknown.  Men  who  could  buy  rum  at  half 
the  price  of  gin,  prefer  the  high  pi  ice  of  tlie 
latter.  Set  them  to  celebrate  a  wedding,  or  a 
festal  day,  and  they  run  into  expenses,  with 
r^tdy  money  at  command,  which  a  substantial 
yeoman  of  Ensland  could  not  afford.  Many 
of  them  keep  horses,  not  a  few  gip^  and  are 
seen,  in  the  countr^jr  districts,  driYing  their 
families  to  church,  with  the  female  part  of  the 
family  dressed  in  Sunday  finery — parasols 
and  umbrellas — which,  but  for  the  black  hue 
of  the  wearers,  would  lead  you  to  suppose 
yourself  in  England.  People  with  such  tastes 
cannot  be  said  to  have  few  wants," 

He  should  explain,  that  **  foo^foo,**  was 
made  by  beating  up  plantains  in  a  mortar, 
something  better  than  the  dinner  of  herln 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamleu  bad  said,  that  the  people 
of  England  would  rather  eat,  than  that 
slavery  should  continue.  That  sentiment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  been  loudly  cheered  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
who  had  shown  a  marvelous  change  of 
political  opinion,  in  thus  cheerinf^  senti- 
ments which  ha  had  all  his  life  dissented 
from.  If  this  was  the  condition  of  the 
West  Indian,  how  could  any  hon.  Gentle* 
nan  assert  that  the  bargain  had  not 
been  compleated  T    He  rejoiced  that  iucb 


was  the  case ;  but  when  hon.  Geotlemen 
opposite  called  on  the  country  to  subosil 
to  fresh  burdens,  for  the  take  of  the  negro, 
he  contended  that  ther  went  farther  thmn 
was  ever  contemplated  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  or  the 
hon.  Members  who  supported  him  ia  car- 
rying through  the  Emancipation  Act.  Ha 
contended,  that  the  resolution  now  brought 
forward  by  his  noble  Friead,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  shonld  be  considered  as 
strictly  a  commercial  measure,  becaoae  it 
was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  measare 
for  the  protection  of  Weat-Iadia  intereata. 
It  was  true  that  the  law  for  the  protection 
of  the  West-India  interest  waa  made  when 
the  noble  Lord's  cooatituenta  dealt  ia 
slaves,  but  now  be  attempted  to  contiaae 
it  by  assuming  a  purpose  which  he  hoped 
to  be  able  to  ahow  waa  not  his  real  par- 
pose.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  nobia 
Lord,  in  bringing  forward  hia  resolatioa, 
ought  entirely  to  have  omitted  the  asaa* 
tion  of  humanity,  because  all  he  had  dona 
was  to  array  sJi  the  ancient  prejodicea 
against  free  trade  under  the  gaisa  of 
philanthropy.  He  had  only  contended  for 
monopoly  in  trade  under  the  flag  of  ho* 
manity.  Under  these  circomstaaoea,  it 
was  impossible  that  the  noble  Lord  coaM 
confine  his  resolution  to  Its  present  aatrieet. 
He  would  not  ^  into  all  thedetailaof  tha 
cotton  trade,  in  order  to  show  that  wa 
were  in  the  constsnt  habit  of  receiviagtha 
produce  of  slave-labour,  and  that  it  waa 
only  in  this  particular  instance,  that  wa 
were  preparing  to  hiy  down  a  nana  hi* 
therto  unacknowledged  in  the  coasmardal 
legislation  of  this  country.  He  qaila 
agreed  with  the  right  boa.  Member  fsr  tha 
Tower  HamleU,  that  this  waa  not  a  fair 
question  of  free  trade,  but  for  a  difleicnt 
reason.  He  considered  that  it  waa  not  a 
fair  question  of  free  trade,  beoaaee  tha 
protection  reuined  by  his  right  hon. 
rriend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheoner, 
was  still  most  considerabla.  Whan  non. 
Gentlemen  connected  with  the  Weat» 
Indiea  talked  of  aupporting  the  exettsona 
of  free  labour,  he  begged  to  aak  thesa 
what  sacrificea  they  thMneelvea  had  aada 
for  that  purpoee.  He  confessed  ha  kaaar 
of  none.  On  every  oocaaioo  when  ther 
had  appeared  before  the  House,  it  had 
been  to  complain  of  invasioaa  of  thair 
moaopoliea.  In  1807  they  cried  oat  that 
the  abolition  of  the  slava  trade  woald  ba 
their  destmctioo.  At  a  later  period,  when 
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MauriliM  sugar,  ibey  contended  that  it 
wcNiid  be  tbeir  rain.  Yet,  what  was  the 
fact  ?  At  this  moment  they  were  more 
prosperous  than  before  emancipation.  The 
reason  he  bad  for  asserting  this  was,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  mo?er  of  the  resolu- 
tion now  before  the  House,  did,  when  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire presented  his  plan  for  negro  eman- 
cipation, propose,  that  a  larger  sum  than 
20,000,000/.  should  be  given  to  the  plant- 
ers, on  the  ground  that,  during  the  twelve 
years  which  the  apprenticeship  would  oc- 
capj,  their  annual  loss  would  be  150,000/. 
He  would  ask  now,  whether  there  had 
been  that  amount  of  loss  ?  If  it  should 
be  so  stated,  it  would  be  in  defiance  of 
every  return  which  bad  been  furnished 
from  the  West  Indies.  The  planters  had 
always  preferred  trusting  to  their  party 
influence  in  that  House,  to  exerting 
themselves  in  their  own  islands.  The 
first  thin^  they  attempted  after  the  eman- 
cipation was  the  introduction  of  the  hill 
coolies.  He  did  not  mean  to  deny  that 
that  measure  might  have  been  made  use- 
ful. Last  year  he  had  done  all  in  his 
power  for  the  introduction  of  hill  coolies 
on  a  small  scale,  but  the  attempt  of  the 
planters  had  been  made  so  suddenly,  and 
with  such  bad  management,  that  it  had 
placed  a  check  on  immigration  for  many 
a  year.  When  he,  last  year,  had  at- 
tempted the  introduction  of  free  labour, 
he  was  constantly  taunted  with  the  bad 
soocess  which  the  experiment  had  met 
with  on  the  estates  of  Messrs.  Colvill  and 
Gladstone.  The  experiment  had  failed 
then,  but  he  trusted  the  failure  would  not 
be  permanent.  He  was  still  of  opinion, 
that  great  facilities  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
West^Indian  Islands  for  the  immigration  of 
labourers,  because  the  position  in  which 
thoie  islands  was  placed  was  completely 
falser  Because  the  returns  before  the 
Hoose  showed  that  the  condition  of  the 
West-India  labourers  was  higher  than  it 
bad  ever  been  before.  He  had  already 
referred  to  some  evidence  on  this  point ; 
and  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Strutt,  a  special 
magMtrate  in  Berbice,  dated  31st  De- 
camber,  1840,  it  was  stated — 

'*  I  frequently  saw  in  a  labourer's  ball,  his 
neat  little  sideboard  (with  glasses  &c.,  thereon), 
as  also  a  table,  chairs,  benches,  fcc. ;  his  bed* 
room  usually  contained  a  good  hard  wood 
taned  post  bedstead,  with  its  proper  supply 
of  badwothey,  fcc.  I  lately  saw  a  labourer, 
wbsa  two  of  bis  ap^oaintances  called  upon 


him  at  noon,  place  upon  table  a  roasted  fowl 
and  two  bottles  of  London  porter.  We  find 
the  number  of  women  and  children  occupied 
in  agricultural  employment  to  be  considerably, 
I  may  add,  alarmingly  diminished.  Again, 
we  see  that  many  labourers  have  purchased 
lands,  built  houses,  aud  planted  provision 
grounds  ;  thus  rendering  themselves  indepen- 
dent. These  are  circumstances  at  which  the 
philanthropist  will  rejoice;  but  the  planter 
must  view  them  with  dread  and  apprehension, 
for  his  chances  of  continuous  labour  are  ren- 
dered less  certain.  In  this  country  the  labourer 
is  protected  by  humane  and  wholesome  laws, 
liberally  paid  for  (he  work  he  performs, 
comfortably  housed,  and  carefully  attended  in 
sickness,  whilst  his  opportunities  of  acquiring 
religious  and  moral  instruction  are  rarely 
equalled,  and  certainly  not  excelled,  in  any 
part  of  her  Majesty's  possessions.  I  may  add, 
that  hunger  and  famine  are  words  unknown 
among  us.'' 

What  had  been  the  consequence  of  the 
change  they  had  effected?  They  could 
not  induce  the  negroes  to  work.  Did  he 
wish  to  force  them  by  the  lash  ?  By  no 
means;  but  they  ought  to  excite  a  free- 
trade  in  labour  all  over  the  world,  and  so 
induce  them  to  lend  their  aid.  The  West* 
Indians  had  endeavoured  to  force  labour 
by  other  modes,  and  they  were  establishing 
courts  of  reconciliation  introduced  from 
Norway,  which  would  settle  without  liti- 
gation, questions  relating  to  wages.  All 
these  advantages  were  placing  the  West- 
Indian  labourers  in  an  improved  condition. 
He  knew  that  he  should  be  asked  why, 
if  the  labourers  were  in  such  a  good  con- 
dition, he  would  strike  at  that  condition, 
by  importing  foreign  sugar.  He  wished  not 
to  strike  at  that  condition,  but  he  warned 
the  West* Indian  interest  that  the  labour- 
ers there  were  gradually  acquiring  pro- 
perty for  themselves,  and  that  if  we  do  not 
do  something  to  rouse  them  to  a  sense  of 
the  value  of  labour,  the  country  would  be 
divided  into  small  holdings  without  labour- 
ers, and  they  would  soon  have  to  meet 
one  of  the  most  vicious  states  of  society. 
The  negroes  had  displayed  none  of  those 
bad  qualities  which  had  been  ascribed  to 
them ;  they  had  shown  no  disposition  to 
revolt,  they  had  borne  with  patience  aJl 
their  hardships,  and  they  now  bear  that 
state  which  was  still  harder  to  sustain, 
they  bear  prosperity  without  exultation* 
The  people  of  this  country  had  a  right  to 
call  upon  the  negroes  to  exert  themselves 
on  our  behalf,  as  our  people  had  exerted 
themselves  for  the  sake  of  the  negroes; 
the  people  of  this  country  had.  a.  eight  to 
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My,  '*  Extrt  yoursehres  for  us  as  we  have 
done  for  you ;  cultivate  the  sugar  which 
is  necessary  for  ua,  as  we  have  granted 
emancipatioQ,  which  was  necessary  for 
you ; "  and  he  was  sure  that  a  people  so 
enlightened  as  the  negroes  would  not  fail 
to  comply  with  the  request,  and  a  compe« 
tition  with  other  countries  would  excite 
them  to  a  compliance.  It  has  been  fre- 
quently said,  that  the  effect  of  opening 
fresh  markets  must  be  to  increase  the 
work  of  the  slaves  in  the  Brazils  and  other 
slave  countries,  but  they  had  to  choose 
between  the  present  distressed  condition 
of  our  own  population,  and  the  chances  of 
creating  some  distress  among  the  negro 
population  of  other  countries.  Over  the 
population  in  those  countries  we  had  no 
power,  and  we  could  have  no  power  ex- 
cept by  the  iufluence  of  our  amicable 
relations ;  and  he  would  ask  the  House  by 
what  mode  our  efforts  were  likely  to  be 
attended  with  the  greatest  success  ?  He 
would  ask  whether  we  would  be  most 
likely  to  gain  the  votes  of  the  Brazilian 
Congress — to  them  we  must  appeal^ by 
adopting  a  system  of  exclusive  aealing,  or 
by  opening  new  sources  of  industry,  and 
b;^  offering  them  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  us  on  better  terms  than  they  had 
hitherto  done  ?  if  we  refused  to  deaf  with 
them,  we  should  throw  away  the  certainty 
of  doing  great  good  with  the  chance  of 
doing  no  eood  at  all.  He  agreed  that  they 
ought  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  suppress 
the  slave-trade.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  had  referred  to  the  exer- 
tions of  Captain  Denham,  and  every  day 
was  bringing  fresh  information  of  more 
efficient  means  used  to  suppress  that  trade. 
Accounts  had  been  received  that  very  day 
stating  that  Mr.  Capper,  by  the  adoption 
of  a  new  method  of  closing  the  exit  from 
the  mouths  of  rivers  by  the  aid  of  boats, 
thought  that  he  should  have  the  power  of 
stopping  the  slave-trade  altogether.  Whilst 
anotner  mode  of  putting  an  end  to  that 
trade  was,  by  the  use  of  those  exertions 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  repeated  by  the  Member  for  Oxford 
— the  attempt  that  had  been  recently 
'made  to  promote  the  civilisation  of  that 
portion  of  Africa.  [Laughter,']  The  noble 
^Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire 
laughed,  but  it  was  not  for  hon.  Oentle- 
*n)en  opposite,  who  now  came  forward  as 
-such  great  philanthropists,  to  laugh  at  the 
Adoption  of  thi»  or  of  any  other  mode  for 


the  prevention  of  the  slave-trade.  He 
would  ask,  what  principle  was  laid  down 
in  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  ?  It 
might  be  said  the  principle  of  humanity. 
That  was  a  principle  which  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  very  suddenly  adopted. 
There  was  no  principle,  no  statement,  in 
the  resolution  which  would  prevent  a  fu- 
ture Government  from  acting  on  the  prin- 
ciple to  which  It  professed  to  be  opposed. 
The  only  effect  it  would  have,  if  successful, 
would  be  to  prevent  us  at  once  entering 
into  the  question  of  the  Sugar  Duties. 
When  he  was  told  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Beverley,  that  East- 
India  sugars  were  coming  in  in  much 
greater  quantities,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  necessary  to  introduce  this  plan,  he 
would  like  to  know,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  come  down  to  the 
House  and  said,  that  there  would  be  such  an 
increase  in  the  quantities  of  Easi-India 
and  of  West-India  sugars,  that  he  would 
propose  no  measure  for  meeting  the  exis* 
ting  deficiency,  whether  he  would  not  have 
been  upbraided  as  he  ought  to  have  been 
upbraiaed  for  leaving  such  an  amount 
of  deficiency  unprovided  for  ?  He  would 
not  enter  upon  the  general  question  of 
the  principles  of  free  trade,  but  be  con- 
ceived that  his  hon.  Friends  near  him 
were  starting  a  great  principle,  which  must 
be  intimately  involved  in  their  discussbns 
for  many  years  to  come.  [CAeers,]  He 
was  glad  of  those  cheers.  He  meant  to 
elicit  them.  But  he  must  confess,  that 
anxious  as  he  was  to  carry  these  measures 
at  the  present  moment,  that  was  a  matter 
of  comparative  indifference  to  their  being 
placed  fairly  before  the  country,  that  the 
people  might  know  on  which  side  to  range 
themselves.  He  was  prepared  to  support 
his  hon.  Friends,  or  any  other  Minister  in 
bringing  forward  such  measures,  so  emi- 
nently calculated  to  afford  relief  to  the 
country.  On  that  part  of  the  queslioii, 
however,  he  would  not  further  dwell ;  but 
he  would  conclude  by  expressing  his 
satisfaction  at  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  by  declaring  that  he 
would  adhere  to  those  principles  under 
whatever  Minister  they  might  be  brought 
forward ;  and  that  he  should  be  as  proud 
of  recording  his  vote  in  their  favour,  eveo 
if  he  were  voting  with  hon.  Geotlenien 
opposite,  as  he  would  ever  be  in  voting  in 
the  largest  majority  of  his  own  Friends. 
Lord  Stanley :   Sir,   although   I   am 
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awara  Ibat,  at  this  period  of  the  nighty 
and  after  ao  many  nightft'  dehate,  it  ia  little 
likely  that  I,  or  aoy  one,  ibould  add  much 
either  new  or  iotereatiag  to  the  diieuasioa 
that  haa  already  taken  pIaoe»  yet«  perhaps 
in  consideratian  of  the  part  which  some 
years  ago  it  was  my  lot  to  take  upon  a 
auhject  with  which  the  present  is  intimately 
connected^  the  House  will  bear  with  me 
whilst,  as  shortly  as  I  (»n,  I  state  the 
grounds  on  which  I  gire  my  vote  in  sup. 
port  of  the  motion  of  my  noble  Friend,  and 
in  opposition  to  the  plan  brought  forward 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  say, 
Sir,  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x« 
chequer,  because  I  heardj  with,  great  sur* 
prke,  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
JMst  sat  down,  and  aliK>  from  my  hon. 
Frtendj  the  Member  for  Halifax,  whom  I 
do  not  now  see  in  his  place^  that  we  are 
now  discussing  some  new  and  perfectly 
unheard-of  principles  which  have  been 
brouffht  forward  for  the  first  time,  for  the 
regulation  of  our  commercial  affairs^  which 
are  to  create  a  revolution  in  our  commer- 
cial cod^  and  which  the  hon.  Gentleman^ 
not  very  sanauinely  for  his  own  views,  has 
juit  informed  the  House  are  to  be  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion  between  the  conflicting 
Kies  for  many  years  to  come.  Sirj  the 
.  Member  for  Carlow,  who  spoke  early 
Ibis  evening,  said,  thatj  not  venturing  to 
wucei  Ihe  Government  propositian  in  front, 
we  met  it  by  what  lawyers  call  a  demurrer ; 
diat,  not  venturing  to  go  boldly  to  trial 
on  the  issue,  w^  pleaded  certain  grounds 
lor  nqt  aeceptiog  the  issue  submitted  to  us. 
With  due  retfoct  to  the  hon*  Member  for 
C«r]ow>  I  think  there  could  be  no  course 
iMvra  ditectly  jobiag  iasue  with  her  Ma- 
jetty's  Govemment  than  that  which  we 
Jiave  taken.  Her  M^je^y'a  Ministers  have 
popeonded  to  ua  a  scheme  of  policy  form- 
ing altogether  what  they  are  pleased  to 
cafi  a  budget,  and  on  the  first  artide  of 
that  bu4gBt  (the  chief  novelty  of  which  is 
ihet  it  purpoitH  to  provide  for  the  deficit 
a^py  of  revenue,  with  the  small  excqition 
a(  700,000/.)  ^OQ  the  question  of  ffoing 
into  oommittee  for  the  diacuasion  of  the 
first  artide  of  that  budget— on  the  first 
financial  propoaition  of  the  right  hon. 
G^tlemaa,  by  vrhich  he  hopea  to  get 
700,000Z..,Hny  noble  Friend 


**  I  will  not  go  into  committee — I  refuse  to 
discuss  vour  plan  in  committee --I  reiect  the 
notion  mr  going  into  committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  adopting  it,  and,  declaring  that  I  do 
rejeol  it,  I  meet  you  in  front,  and  tell  yon  in 
4oa  terma  of  tbe  reaolutton  wbkb  I  have  sub- 


milted  to  the  House  the  grounds  aod  reasons 
on  which  I  reject  your  propoaition." 

But  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Halifax,  tells  ua  that  the  queation  now  be- 
fore the  House  is,  on  what  principles  (he 
oommercial  code  of  this  oountry  is  to  be 
settled,  and  how  the  revenue  is  to  be  made 
equal  to  the  expenditure.  Sir,  this  is,  of 
eouraoi  an  unintentional,  but  it  Is  a  very 
gross,  perveraion  of  the  iasue  before  the 
House,  either  as  relates  to  the  question  on 
which  we  are  about  to  divide,  or  to  the 
larger  question  on  which  a  ^eat  portion  of 
this  debate  has  turned.  Sir,  the  question 
for  to-night  is,  will  you  or  will  you  not 
assent  to  the  propositioa  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  for  lowering  the  duty 
on  foreign  sugar,  in  order  to  raise  the  sum 
of  700,000/.  by  that  financial  operation  ? 
I  do  not  complain  of  hon.  Grentlemen  op« 
posite  ibr  mixing  up  with  this  a  diaousaion 
on  a  more  extended  queation;  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  Attorney-general,  who 
tells  us  that  this  is  part  of  one  great  plan, 
and  that  we  must  consider  together  the 
financial  scheme  now  proposed  with  regard 
to  timber,  sugar,  and  com,  as  one  great 
plan  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  of 
which  the  various  parts  must  stand  or  fall 
together.  I  do  not  complain  of  this,  but 
what  I  do  complain  of  is— that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen should  tell  us  that  a  ereat  prin- 
ciple ia  involved,  by  which  a  Tine  of  de- 
marcation ia  to  be  drawn  between  those 
who  vote  on  the  two  aides  of  this  queation. 
Now,  if  that  be  the  caae,  I  ahould  be  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax, 
and  to  the  noble  Lord  who  eheera  me,  if 
they  will  go  one  atep  further  in  their  reve- 
lations, and  tell  us  what  thia  new  prin- 
ciple is.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  tella  ua  it  ia  the  principle  of 
fiea  trade,  and  rejolcea  that  upon  that 
principle  one  and  all  in  thia  Houae  concur. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  not  heard  one  word  on 
thia  aide  of  the  Houae,  nor  even  fbom  the 
other,  except  from  the  hon.  Member  Ibr 
London,  in  aupport  of  the  doetrinea  of  free 
trade,  if  I  underatand  what  ia  meant  by  the 
doetrinea  of  free  trade,  they  are  simply  theae 
—  to  buy  in  whatever  market  you  can  buy 
eheapeat,  to  impoae  no  proteoting  duties,  to 
foater  and  encourage  no  one  interest  rather 
than  another :  that  whatever  dutiea  vou  are 
compelled  to  levy  for  the  purposes  of  x«ve» 
nue  ahould  be  as  lightly  and  aa  equally  aa 
poasible  imposed  on  all  importa,  but  that, 
if  any  di&renoe  is  to  be  made,  if  there  is 
to  be  any  diacrimination,  the  loweat  duties 
ahall  be  levi^  upon  thoae  anicla  which 
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■le  of  die  moit  general  ooiuiuiiplioo>  and 
of  the  most  prime  neoeaaty.  Now,  have 
I  fiurlj  ttatea  the  principles  of  free  trade  ? 
Well,  then,  if  these  be  the  doctrines  of 
fipoe  trade,  I  ask  which  party  in  theHoose, 
on  this  oocanony  has  adrocated  these  doc- 
trines? What  approadi  u  made  to  them 
in  practice  bjr  the  proposition  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  ?  Sir,  neither  partr,  I 
am  happy  to  my,  has  in  this  discussion 
been  guilty  of  the  absurdities  which  ha?e 
been  imputed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site by  their  friends,  and  to  us  by  our 
opponents.  This  is  not  a  question  between 
monopoly  and  competition.  I  repeat  that, 
as  between  the  principles  advocated  by 
the  GoTemment  and  the  principles  for 
whidi  we  contend,  there  is  no  question  be- 
tween monopoly  and  competition,  no  ques- 
tion of  unrestricted  free  trade  on  the  one 
side  and  prohibition  on  the  other.  The 
noUe  Lord  opponte  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
has  stated  here,  and,  if  1  am  correctly  in* 
formed,  the  noUe  Lord  at  the  head  ti  the 
Government  haS|  in  another  ^lao^  also 
stated,  that  his  object  was  distuctly  and 
plaioly  protection*  Protection  and  not 
free  trade  is  the  principle  of  the  Govern- 
ment^-protection  and  not  prohibition  is  the 
principle  on  which  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  prepared  to  concur  with  the 
Government.  But,  Sir,  if  the  principle  of 
free  trade  be,  as  all  appear  to  agree,  incon- 
sistent with  the  imposition  of  protecting  du- 
ties^ I  ask  the  nobb  Lord  opposite,  and  the 
other  Members  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, how  they  can  put  themselves  forward 
to  the  country  as  advocates  of  firee  trade,  and 
appeal  to  the  country  for  support  as  though 
tney  had  proposed  a  free  tnde  in  com,  in 
timber*  aiid  sugar  ?  As  to  com,  the  ndde 
Lord  tells  us  that  he  proposes  a  protecting 
duty  of  8f.  a  quarter ;  and  thou|^  we  may 
question  whether  that  is  an  adeouate  pro- 
lection,  or  any  protection  at  all,  yet  the 
noble  Lord  concurs  with  us  in  principle  by 
distinctly annonneinghis proposed  du^ as 
a  pioleeting  duty.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
has  announced  ^wf  if  as  a  free  trader  in 
timber.  But  what  is  he  about  to  do?  Not 
onlv  does  he  keep  up  the  duty  between 
Battle  and  Canadian  timber  (which  discri- 
minating duty  may  be  too  hich  or  too 
low),  but  the  noble  Lord  as  a  nee  trader 
goes  one  step  further,  and  on  an  article  of 
general  consamntion,  and  which  by  the 
laws  of  ftee  trMe  ought  to  be  especially 
aseoiplcd,  the  noble  I^  imposes  an  addi. 
tkmal  duty  of  100  per  cent.    C*'  ^mt. 


oifer.J  Now,  does  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  1^  that  dieer  mean  to  taunt 
me  wUh  the  fJMt,  that  his  measure  is  the 
same  as  that  proposed  by  the  Government 
of  Lord  Althorp,  of  which  I  was  a  Mem- 
ber? Sir,  at  the  time  when  Lord  Althorp 
proposed  that  budget  to  which  the  right 

makinff  a  great  and  general  alteration  and 
reduction  of  taxes;  and,  a  necessity  arising 
of  providing  for  the  requisite  amount  of 
revenue.  Lord  Althorp  did  propoae  in  the 
first  instance  to  add  lOr.  to  the  existing 
duty  on  Canadian  timber,  though,  upon 
subsequent  consideration,  he  withdrew  the 
proposition.  Lord  Althorp,  when  that 
course  was  no  longer  necessary  for  the  purw 
poses  of  revenue,  |["  Hear^  Jwm  ike 
Chancdhr  of  ike  £»:Aefiier.l  came  for. 
ward  and  said,  "  I  will  still  diminish  the 
discriminating  duty  between  Baltic  and 
Canadian  timber,  but  1  will  do  it  by  a 
larger  reduction  on  the  Baltic,  and  by 
making  no  addition  to  the  duties  on  Cana- 
dian timber."  WiU  the  Chancellar  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  cheered  me  when  I  said, 
**  for  the  purposes  of  revenue,"  adasit  that 
he  sacrifices  his  principle  of  free  trade  for 
the  purposes  of  revenue?  I  don't  oom- 
nlain  of  him  for  doing  so ;  I  don't  Uame 
him  for  doing  so;  I  expcem  no  opinion 
whether  cireumstances  may  justify  him  in 
doing  so  or  not;  but  1  say  that  he  has 
no  r^t  to  take  such  astep  for  the  purpose 
of  revenue ;  he  has  no  right  to  impoaesudi 
a  heavy  duty  on  an  article  enteriog  ao 
largely  into  consumption  in  this  country, 
and  of  such  prime  neoesrity,  and  at  the 
same  time  challenge  for  himself  and  the 
Government  support  on  the  ground  of  his 
advocacy  of  free-trade  doelriiies.  Let  ma 
now  tal^  the  other  article  of  sugar,  which 
is  more  immediately  under  the  consider* 
ation  of  the  House.  What  is  the  nrppooal 
which  my  noUe  Friend  opposite  has  put 
forth  to  the  country  as  grounded  on  the 
principles  of  £ree»tnide;  that  free  trade 
which  requires  the  abolition  of  all  proteeU 
ing  duties^  and  the  maxim  of  which  is  to 
diminish  to  the  lowest  amount  all  leveaae 
duties  on  those  articles  whidi  enter  the 
moat  largely  into  funeral  eonsumptiim? 
What  is  this  proposition  which  the  free* 
traders  are  required  to  laud  ao  highly,  and 
for  which  the  consumer  is  toheaogialefol? 
Why,  merely  this,  the  noble  Lord  propoaes 
to  relieve  the  disttesses  of  the  neople  by  a 
reduction  of  the  discriminating  duty  to  the 
extent  of  about  aix-tenths  of  a  forthing  in 
the  pound*  while  he  noi  only  kavea  n  • 


313 


Adjimrmd  Debate 


{Mat  12} 


C  Fourth  Bay^ 


S14 


discrimmatiiig  duty  still,  but  also  leaves 
ufitoQched  the  whole  of  the  duty  levied 
•like  on  British  and  foreign  sugar  for  the 
purposes  of  revenue,  amounting  to  a  tax, 
upon  an  article  of  universal  consumption, 
of  about  100  per  cent.  Again  I  say>  the 
noble  liOrd  may  be  right  5  again  1  say,  the 
necessities  of  the  revenue  may  compel  him 
to  take  that  course;  but  when  he  talks 
about  upholding  the  principles  of  free- trade, 
which  he  is  to  carry  out  with  a  simplicity 
and  a  purity  that  are  to  be  the  wonder  of 
all  succeeding  times,  and  an  example  to  all 
future  Governments  —  I  say,  that  the 
continuance  by  him  of  such  heavy  import 
duties  on  artides  of  such  general  consump- 
tion, and  of  such  prime  necessity  is  in  utter 
contradiction  to  his  pretensions,  and  must 
deprive  him  of  that  character  of  the  cham- 
pion of  free-trade,  which  he  and  others  for 
him  have  been  so  anxious  to  assume.  The 
right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  other  night  stated,  that  he 
relied  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Huskisson. 
Sir,  I  had  for  a  short  time,  for  too  short  a 
time,  the  honour  of  acting  in  confidential 
communication  with  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  to 
his  opinions  and  authority  on  commercial 
subjects  I  look  with  as  sincere  respect  as 
can  my  right  hon.  Friend,  or  any  Gentle- 
man on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  But, 
Sir,  what  were  the  doctrines  of  Mr.  Hus- 
kWm  ?  Were  they  the  doctrines  of  free- 
trade  on  the  one  hand,  or  of  monopoly  on 
the  other?  They  were  neither.  They 
were  the  doctrines  of  common  sense. 
[Minuterial  cheers  re-echoed  from  the  Op^ 
position,]  Yes,  they  were  the  doctrines  of 
common  sense,  for  they  were  the  doctrines 
of  competition,  checked,  limited,  and  regu- 
lated by  protection.  \Vheersfrom  the  O^xh' 
sitien  tmd  Ministerial  Benches,]  I  am  happy 
to  receive  those  cheers  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
^ippoaite,  because  what  I  have  especially  en- 
diea voured  to  establish  is,  that  the  plan  we  are 
now  discussing  does  not  involve  a  new  prin- 
ciple which  must  draw  a  line  of  demarcation 
ifliposBible  to  be  passed  by  one  side  or  the 
other.  I  say,  that  I  adopt  to  the  full  ex- 
tent Mr.  Huskisson's  principles;  namely, 
that  protection  shall  be  substituted  for  pro- 
bihition;  and  I  am  ready  to  go  further, 
and  to  state  as  a  commercial  axiom,  that  the 
amount  of  protection  should  be  the  mini- 
mum required  to  give  a  fiiir  enoourage- 
ment  to  the  home  producer,  and  whioh 
shall  at  the  tame  time  admit  foreign  com- 
petition as  a  check  upon  the  evils  and 
abiiiesof  a  monopoly  in  his  hands.  Well, 
then,  we  are  agreed   in  our  principle; 


but  the  difficulty  is  to  ascertain  the  point 
at  which  protection  becomes  real  inst^  of 
nominal ;  and  where,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  would  cease  to  be  protection^  and  ba« 
come  prohibition.  This  is  a  practical 
question.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  principle ; 
it  is  a  matter  of  examination  and  calcula- 
tion, to  be  judged  of  in  every  case  accord- 
ing to  the  specific  circumstances  of  the 
case,  on  which  no  certain  rule  can  be  laid 
down,  to  which  no  inflexible  principle  can 
be  applied.  It  is,  and  it  must  be,  a  matter 
of  practice  only,  to  ascertain  the  point  at 
which  protection  may  merge  into  prohibit 
tion,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  dwindle  down 
till  it  becomes  no  protection  at  all.  There 
is  no  principle,  therefore,  to  divide  Gentle- 
men on  one  side  of  the  House  from  the 
other,  because  each  case  must  stand  on  its 
own  peculiar  merits,  and  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances in  which  it  is  placed,  in  a  very 
hiehly  artificial  state  of  society.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  protection  that  diould 
be  given  to  agricultural  produce,  as  oonu 
pared  with  the  productions  of  manufactur- 
ing industry,  it  must  be  manifest  that  this 
question  must  be  considered  with  reference 
to  the  very  different  circumstances  of  the 
two  occupations.  I  admit  the  principle 
that  the  minimum  amount  of  protection 
shall  be  given  to  the  home  producer,  so  that 
he  shaU  not  enjoy  a  monopoly,  but  simply 
a  fair  protection;  and  I  wUl  proceed  to 
apply  that  principle  to  our  manu&etuiki^ 
and  agricultural  industry.  Now,  con- 
sider the  very  different  circumstances  of  the 
two  cases.  The  manufacturer  has  the 
power  of  selecting  his  own  locality,  of  em- 
ploying his  capital  in  that  part  of  the 
country  in  which,  from  various  circum- 
stances, his  trade  can  be  most  cheaply  and 
advantageously  conducted.  Within  that 
locality  the  manufacturer  can  extend  his 
production  to  an  amount  limited,  not  by 
the  space  which  he  occupies,  but  only  by 
the  powers  of  consumption  to  absorb  his 
produce ;  and,  with  respect  to  those  manu* 
factures  into  which  machinery  enters  more 
largely  than  human  labour,  he  can  calcu- 
late with  great  precision  what  will  be  the 
prime  cost  of  the  article  he  produces,  and 
on  what  terms  he  can  meet  the  oompetidim 
of  his  foreign  rivals.  With  the  agricul- 
tural producer  the  case  is  much  more  con* 
plicated  and  more  difficult.  Spread  over 
the  whole  surface  of  the  country»  sulgect 
to  the  influence  of  various  soils  of  different 
qualities,  which  he  can  neither  forsake  nor 
alter— depending  altogether,  or  nearly  al- 
together, on  manual  labour-->after  he  has 
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expended  all  his  toil — ^after  he  has  applied 
his  hest  skill  and  art — after  he  has  em- 
ph)3'ed  the  best  means  for  draining  his  land 
-^adopted  the  most  effectual  rotation  of 
crops-*— made  the  best  selection  tof  seed-^ 
G^ndueled  the  business  of  his  farm  with 
the  most  unremitting  diligence-- the  issue 
of  his  toil  is  not  in  his  own  hands,  for  It  de* 
pends  on  a  higher  power.    The  sun  aVid 
the  rain,   the  wind  and  the  storm,  the 
Tarinus  temperatures  of   the  atmosphere 
(those  temperatures  which  th3  manufac- 
turer has  the  power  to  create  for  himself, 
and  adapt  to  the  peculiar  fabric  intended  to 
be  produced)— none  of  these  are  within  the 
control  of  the  agriculturist,  who  must  of 
necessity  endure  greater  uncertainty  and 
meet    with    greater    fluctuations    in    the 
amount  and  value  of  his  production,  what- 
ever he  the  amount  of  capital,  labour,  and 
industry    devoted    to    it.      In    applying, 
therefore,  to  the  agriculturist  the   same 
principle  which  you  apply  to  the  manufac- 
turer, you  must  make  allowance  for  all 
these  various  alterations  of  seasons— you 
must  make  allowance  fbr  all  the  different 
ciiTumstances  under  which  he  is  called  on 
to  compete  with  the  foreign  producer-^ 
and  you  must  do  so  tn  some  mode  which 
shall  in  nme  degree  apportion  the  proteo- 
titm  to  the  necessity  for  it  arising  out  of 
these  vicisntudes.    Sir,  this  is  a  very  com- 
plicated and  abstruse  question.    I  do  not 
pretend  to  be  Viftry  deeply  skilled  in  its 
panicu&r  details,  but  I  know  enough  of  it 
ttt  be  aware  of  the  magnitude  of  the  diffi- 
culHes  which  surround  it)  and  of  the  ex- 
treme   circumspection    with    which    the 
House  ought  to  approach  a  question  of 
sueh  awfbl  and  vital  importanee.    But^ 
Sir>  I  must  eo  further;   and,  admitting 
the  genel<al  principle  laid  down,  Ott  which 
there  is  no  dispute  between  us  and  hon. 
Gentlebien  opposite)  I  say  there  aire  certain 
Ittanufkctures  which  must  be  taken  out  of 
the  rattg^  of,  and  must  tbrm  an  exception 
ti^  those  geneml  principles  of  ciMnmefoe  to 
which  I  have  adverted,     tn  the  inflmcy  of 
a  manufacture  which  it  Is  thought  neoet- 
sary  to  foster,  you  may  only  be  able  to  do 
so  by  tbife  imposition  of  higher  protecting 
duties  in  its  fbtour  than  you  would  permit 
if  ii  Wete  more  matured,  and  better  able  to 
encounter  competition.     And  I  say,  Sir,  on 
the  ground  of  this  anak>gyi  thesu^r  trade 
does  Tequii^  for  its  protection  that  it  should 
be  taken  out  of  the  range  of  the  ordinary 
oommerclal  rulie,  and  thai,  fbr  the  present, 
pft»hibition  ahouki  be  aubstituted  ibr  pro- 
mtuHi^     I   Will  Endeavour  to  lay  before 


the  House  the  grounds  on  which  I  have 
arrived  at  this  conclusion.     It  is  extremely' 
difficult  to  analyse  and  unravel  the  various 
reasons  alleged  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  oy  various 
Members  of  that  Government  and  by  hon. 
Gentlemen    who    have    supported    them. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exch^uer  tells  you 
that  he  recommends  it  to  your  notice  be« 
cause  it  will  enable  him  to  raise  a  certain 
amount  of  revenue  without  injuring  the 
colonial  interest.     The  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  said,  it  would 
effect  a  vast  reduction  of  price  in  favour  of 
the  poor  consumer,  whose  means  were  in- 
adequate to  the  present  high  price  of  sugar, 
although  in  the  very  next  breath  the  noble 
Lot^  said  that  this  reduction,  which  was  to 
place  sugar  within  the  reach  of  those  who 
were  before  unable  to  obtain  it,  would 
amount  only  to  Is.  Sd,  per  cwt.,  or  some- 
where about  half  a  farthinga  pound .    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  says,  the  object  of  Govern- 
ment is  to  foster  our  commercial   inter-> 
course  with  Brajril,  but  not  to  cnoounige 
the  Slave-trade.     When  we  say  that  this 
commerce  will  conduce  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  slavery,  he  says  that  we  now  take 
away  the  sugar  of  that  country,  and  by  so 
doing  encourage  the  Slave-trade^  If  fbster- 
ing  tne  commerce  with  Brazil  will  do  So. 
If)  then.  Sir,  we  do  now,  by  taking  the 
sugar  of  that  country,  and  disposing  of  it 
in  otiier  markets,  encourage  the  production 
and  commerce  Uf  Btasil  to  as  great  an  ex- 
tent as  by  the  proposed  measure,  I  want 
to  know  what  becomes  of  the  boon  we  are 
about  to  confer  on  Brazil  p  The  ri^t  hon. 
the  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  cdculates 
on  producing  an  increase  in  the  revenue, 
but  I  cannot  help  wishing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  a  little  more  commu- 
nicative as  to  thfe  grounds  on  which  he 
founded  his  estimate.  His  calculation  must 
be  made  on  one  of  two  prindples-^ithe^ 
on  the  supposition  of  a  large  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  su^r  beyond  the  possible 
supply  from  the  British  colonieS)  or,  if  the 
eonsumption  remains  the  same,  by  the  sub- 
stitution of  foreign  sugar,  at  the  higher  riite 
of  duty,  fbr  that  which  is  the  produce  of 
our  oWn  colonies.     The  right  hon.  Gentle-* 
man  has  not  let  the  House  into  the  secret 
of  his  calculations,  and  my  hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for    Halifax,   sufihring  and 
distressed  at  his  silence,  said  to  us  in  his 
speech  of  last  night, 

"  Oh,  I  will  give  you  an  easy  solution  of 
the  aiRtter.    If  sugar  shoald  fad  as  lew  as  SVi^ 
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or  59i.  per  cwt.»  and  if  the  consuuptioii  beais 
tiM  SUM  praportioii  to  tKe  popolatioo  as  it 
4M  m  1831,  this  will  give  an  increase  to  the 
rcwftoe  of  900,000/.,  at  the  present  dotv  of 

Bat,  Sttj  if  tbftt  effect  be  prodaced,  it  ii 
not  owing  to  the  phin  announced  by  the 
li^i  bon.  Gentleman's  btidget.  It  mH  be 
pndoeed  hy  doing  that  for  recommending 
wbkh,  in  leaped  to  sugar,  my  right  bon. 
Ptiead  the  Member  for  Cambndge  was  so 
unfairly  taunted  last  night,  name^,  by  at- 
ting  still  and  doing  nothing.  The  effed 
will  be  produced  by  the  natural  lowering  of 
the  price,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
coQsattption  and  of  the  revenue— not  by 
the  plan  of  the  right  bon.  the  Chancellor  of 
iht  Exdieqner,  but  by  the  natural  results 
of  €ke  increand  productiveness  of  the 
Eaat  and  West  Indies.  I  do  not  blow 
wbeiber  the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  calcu- 
lalea  on  an  increased  consumption  beyond 
tke  pmduclion  of  die  East  and  West  In- 
&a.  The  right  boo.  Gentleman  makes 
no  AgD,  and  tnCidbfc^  nmugb  I  am  un- 
willing to  tiooble  the  House  at  this  hour, 
I  mast  recur  to  a  small  number  of  figures, 
in  enfcr  to  inquire  into  tbe  profaabiB^  of 
ds  fi^  hen.  Uentkman's  expectotiona  of 
im  ivanng  die  revenne,  acooidine  to  either 
of  ibe  escalations  on  wbich  be  may  choose 
an  tely.  My  bon.  riiend  the  Member  for 
HaKlaa  atelei,  that  if  die  price  be  58s.  it 
oM^it  to  pioanee  an  increase  to  tbcYevenue, 
by  intwagd  eonsumplioo,  of  900^000/. 
rlow^  toe  mmlo  I^ocd  opporite  estimates  the 
pfobafaie  piiae  Ibr  die  jpear  at  00#.  or  6lt. 
and  thai  bebw  diis  price  BiazOian  sugar 
willBDteoawin.  I  look  bade,  therefore^  to 
y cafSk  ni  wbiai  die  price  appiuatbtd 

ocatiy  to  the  preaent  estunat^  and  I 
ftad  dMt  in  tbo  Imir  years  beginning  in 
1621  the  average  consumption,  the  price 

5^.  U.  per  cwt^  vras  about  158,029 
In  tbe  four  yean  eonunencuig  with 
1896  the  price  vras  58s.  8(1.,  andtbeavemge 
tonjomptmii  175,700  tons.  In  die  years 
siMirfing  1881  the  duty  was  3«.  lower, 
but  tbe  doty*paid  price  in  these  years  was 
5Ls.  7dl,  nttriy  lOk.  lower  than  die  present 
pnee*  nod  the  average  consumption  was 
185.173  tons.  In  the  yean  1887  and 
1888-  and  since  thott  years  I  picsume  tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  cannot  rttfimatp  die 
popnUtion  to  ba^e  increased  to  any  extent 
whieh  can  materially  aroct  tbe  consumption 
oT  Aiar  ■  in  these  two  yeers  die  price  was 
58s.  loL  per  cwt.,  more  than  2#.  lower  than 
and  tbe  average  consumption  in 

of  ^  two  yeaiB  waa  196,611  tona. 


Now,  Sir,  I  wHl  assume  a  lower  price  than 
that  wbich  has  been  estimated  by  tbe  noUe 
Lord  and  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  I 
shall  suppose  the  price  to  be  only  57i.  or 
58f. ;  and  even  at  this  calculation,  I  fisar- 
lessly  ask  tbe  House,  have  they  any  reason 
to  estimate  a  larger  consumpdon  during 
tbe  next  year  than  195,000  or  200,000 
tons  ?  Have  they  any  reason  whatever  for 
thinking  thai  the  sugar  produced  by  our 
own  possessions  will  not  exceed  Ibis  quan- 
tity? The  only  nerson  whom  I  have 
heard  express  any  doubt  on  this  matter  is 
tbe  bon.  Member  for  Carlow,  whom  I  do 
not  now  see  in  his  place.  But  that  wbii^ 
the  bon.  Gentleman  doubts  is  not  matter  of 
theory  or  calculation,  hot  of  fhct  and  de- 
monstration. The  bon.  Gentleman  says, 
he  cannot  believe,  that  tbe  Mauritius  can 
supply  more  than  26,000  tons.  Tbe  bon. 
Gentleman  who  so  aUy  seconded  the  mo* 
tion  of  my  noble  Friend  tbe  Member  for 
LiverpooC  bas  estimated  tbe  supplylrom 
that  place  for  tbe  next  year  at  30,000 
tons;  and  my  noble  Friend  himself  (Lord 
Sondon)  estimates  it  at  40,000  tons.  And 
Sir,  ^fafoe  the  night  when  my  noUe  Friend 
wjpdket  I  bate  Imd  f^aoed  in  my  hands  a 
letter  written  at  the  Mauridns  by  dieesr- 
respondent  of  a  bouse  well  known,  I  be. 
lieve,  to  her  Majesty's  Government,  I  mean 
Messrs.  AiHn  A  liverpool.  This  letter  is 
dated  tbe  13tb  of  January,  1841.  It 
states,— 

'*  There  are  80^000  tons  of  sagar  aspoittd 
up  to  tids  day*  and  we  expect  that  there  is 
aoout  the  same  qoantitj  yet  to  export," 

Sir,  this  is  tbe  last  statement  we  bav« 
ftom  tbe  spot  itself;  and  surely,  looking 
at  tbe  facts  which  it  tells,  there  can  he  no 
exaggeration  in  estimaring  tbe  probable 
exports  at  the  lowest  at  80,000  tons.  It 
is  a  statement  wbich  could  not  by  posrifaflity 
have  had  any  contemplation  of  the  measure 
now  before  tbe  House— -a  statement  made 
at  a  time  when  no  human  being  fai  tbe 
Manridns  could  have  been  awane  of  the 
intendon  of  tbe  Government,  if,  indeed, 
the  Government  were  aware  of  it  them* 
advea.  do  modi  with  respect  to  die  pre* 
duce  of  the  Mauritius.  But,  Sir,  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Cariow  also  throws  doubt  on 
the  prdbaUMty  of  die  West  Indies  supply- 
ing 115,000  tons.  He  tells  us  it  is  impof* 
^e;  and  why?  Because,  he  says,  be 
wail  gready  stnn^,  in  the  year  1888,  whh 
die  Judgment,  nsgacity,  awl  foresi|bt  of  a 
speech  made  by  my  ririit  bon.  Fnend  tbe 
Member  for  TamworA,  in  wMcb  be  said 
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tbat  the  first  effects  of  the  emancipation  of 
the  negroes  would  he  greatly  to  diminish 
the  prMUce ;  and  that  the  negroes,  freed 
from  their  compulsory  toil,  woum  naturally 
at  the  first  transition ,  he  take  themselves  to 
the  ease  and  indolence  which  would  he 
placed  within  their  reach.  This,  Sir,  is 
the  ground  on  which  the  hon  Memher  for 
Car&w  declares  that  115,000  tons  cannot 
come  in  from  the  West-Indies.  But,  Sir, 
110,000  tons  came  in  last  year.  This  may 
appear  incredihle  to  the  hon.  Memher,  hut 
it  IS  a  fact  certified  heyond  the  possihility 
of  douht :  and  no  man  acqu  inted  with 
the  condition  of  the  West- Indies  entertains 
the  least  douht  that  next  year's  crop  will 
materially  exceed  the  very  deficient  pro- 
duce of  the  last,  i  heg  pardon  of  the 
House  for  entering  into  these  details,  hut  it 
is  of  the  very  essence  of  our  inquiry  that 
we  should  ascertain  whether  we  may  fairly 
reckon  on  ohtaining  from  our  own  colonies 
a  supply  of  sugar  sufficient  to  meet  the  con- 
sumption calculated  on  hy  the  nohle  Lord. 
The  hon.  Memher  for  Carbw  goes  on. and 
says,— 

**  I  bare  been  muling  a  work  on  the  subject, 
and  I  have  had  a  conversation  with  a  well  in- 
formed gentleman  regarding  the  valley  of  the 
Ganges,  and  the  mode  of  sugar  cultivation  in 
India,  and  all  1  can  say  is,  that  we  never  have 
yet  got  more  than  28,000  tons  from  that  quar- 
ter." 

This  is  what  the  hon.  Member  says; 
but.  Sir,  I  have  in  my  hand  a  document, 
I  believe  of  authority,  Cook*s  Circular,  and 
on  referring  to  it  I  find  it  stated  that,  up 
to  the  31st  of  January  in  the  present  year, 
58,300  tons  had  actually  been  shipped 
from  Calcutta,  of  which  50,000  have  ar- 
rived; and  that  the  total  crop  cannot  be 
estimated  at  less  than  60,000  tons.  In  es- 
timating the  amount  of  supply  I  exclude 
from  my  calculation  an  amount  promised 
us  from  an  unexpected  quarter  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Athlone,  which  I  must  attri- 
bute to  ageographical  error  on  the  part  of 
the  hoo.  C^ntleman.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
informed  the  House  that  we  were  to  re- 
ceive 6,000  tons  of  sugar  from  China,  and 
be  then  expatiated  upon  the  great  advan- 
tages whicn  our  trade  and  manufactures 
would  derive  from  commercial  intercourse 
with  the  vast  population  of  that  empire, 
9>  liberal  and  so  trse  from  restrictions  in  its 
dealings  with  other  countries.  The  hon. 
Member  dwdt  on  the  opening  which  was 
given  to  our  manufactures,  as  the  first 
fruits  of  this  instalment  of  6,000  tons  of 
sugar.    The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  presume. 


confounded  China  with  Cochin  China ;  as 
from  Siam,  Manilla,  Cochin  China,  and  the 
adjoining  districts,  we  shall  probably  have 
the  supply  which  we  usually  have  had. 
But,  Sir,  from  the  plain  statements  which 
I  have  submitted  to  the  House,  it  is  evident 
that  we  shall  have  from  the  West-Indies  a 
supply  of  115,000  tons;  from  the  Mauri- 
tius, at  least  30,000  tons :  and  a  supply  of 
from  60,000  to  70,000  tons  from  the  East- 
Indies.  This  amounts  to  205,000  or 
210,000  tons,  and  (though  perliaps  it  is 
not  fair  to  calculate  this  here)  we  have 
35,000  tons  in  bond ;  that  is  to  say,  taking 
all  together,  we  have  from  British  colonies 
a  supply  of  from  240,000  to  260,000  tons 
of  sugar,  to  meet  a  consumption  which  can 
by  no  possibility  exceed  200,000  tons.  To 
return  to  the  calculations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. If,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
calculates  on  making  up  the  deficiency  in 
the  revenue  by  the  introduction  of  foreim 
sugar,  he  must  make  up  the  deficiency  by 
substituting  foreign  slave-produced  sugar 
for  sugar  product  by  free  labour  in  tb(B 
British  colonies.  In  other  words,  to  make 
up  his  estimate,  he  must  admit  1,100,000 
cwt*  of  foreign  slave-grown  susnur  to 
the  exclusion  of  British.  Sir,  T  have 
a  right  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man,  the  country  has  a  right  to  ask  him, 
upon  which  of  the  two  principles  it  )8 
he  founds  his  financial  cdculations?  In 
either  case  be  is  in  a  dilemma.  Either 
he  inflicts  no  injury  upon  the  British  colg- 
nies,  and  then  his  financial  project  fails, 
or  it  succeeds,  and  he  inflicts  ruin  on  the 
British  free  produce,  while  he  confers  a 
benefit  on  the  foreispi  slave*grown.  He 
must  either  fail  in  the  calculations  of  his 
bud^t,  or  inflict  a  deadly  injury  on  the 
British  colonies  in  favour  of  foreign  slave 
produce.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  esti- 
mates the  price  for  the  year  at  60#.  per 
cwt.,  and  he  says  the  Brazilian  sugar  will 
not  come  in  at  that  price  j  but  how  if  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer should  have  made  some  little  mis* 
calculations  on  this  point?  Some  very 
ominous  words  fell  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Judge  Advocate,  about  60^.  being  the 
minimum  at  which  Brazilian  sugar  could 
come  into  the  market.  He  seemed  to 
think,  it  might  come  in,  even  if  the  price 
was  only  56#.  or  57s,  Now,  this  difier- 
euce  between  60s,  and  56^.  or  57s,  may 
make  all  the  difference  as  to  fairness  of 
competition  between  the  foreign  and  colo- 
nial sugar ;  and  with  this  difl^rence,  top. 
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tbafci  ecmie  what  may,  the  cohmiBl  article 
hn  no  other  market  to  go  to,  because, 
under  any  drcumstanoes,  it  can  be  dis* 
posed  of  here  at  a  less  loss  than  in  any 
other  mariket  in  Earope*  Here,  then,  it 
must  be  sold  even  though  at  a  ruinous  loss. 
Your  inotecting  duties,  then,  not  being 
sufficient,  what  will  be  the  consequence? 
The  eflfect  must  be,  that  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  in  the  West  Indies  will  be  aban- 
doned ;  that  in  the  East  it  will  be  greatly 
ifiminidied;  those  countries  will  be  reduced 
to  a  stale  which  will  deprive  you  of  the 
mnd  advantage  of  their  immense  market 
Smt  your  own  manufactures.  And  the  ar- 
tide  which  you  could  procure  in  abund- 
ance ftom  your  own  colonies  you  supply 
with  slave-grown  foreign  produce,  with 
which  that  produced  by  free  labour  in  the 
British  colonies  cannot  long  compete.  Sir, 
I  think  that  at  such  a  time  as  this,  at  all 
events,  the  House  is  not  prepared  to  take 
such  a  stepu  I  say  at  such  a  time  as  this, 
because  at  the  present  period  we  are  in 
the  progress  of  a  great  and  awful  experi- 
ment, in  which  the  fortunes  and  happiness 
of  millions  of  our  fellow- beings  are  in- 
volved. Other  countries  are  looking  on, 
not  ready,  perhaps,  to  follow  your  example 
if  you  sueoeed,  but  ready  to  scorn  your 
ibDy  and  profit  by  your  mistakes,  if  by 
your  mismanagement  you  should  fail.  Sir, 
1  eonfesB,  however  highly  I  may  regard 
the  importance  i^  the  ailment  on  this 
question  as  it  may  bear  on  slavery,  I  can- 
not place  it  so  high  as  it  has  been  placed, 
I  am  sore  in  all  sincerity,  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  or  as  it  was  placed  last  year  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin. 
Sir,  I  have  heard,  but  I  can  hardly  believe 
the  report^  that  that  learned  Gentleman 
intend^  on  this  occasion,  to  support  the 
proporition  of  her  Majesty's  Government. 
Sir,  I  listened  with  some  surprise  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  gave  notice 
the  other  night  of  a  resolution  to  carry 
into  eflfeet  that  which  he  knows  to  be  im- 
possiUe,  namely,  to  limit  the  operation  of 
the  measure  reUtine  to  foreign  sugar  in 
such  a  way  as  to  exclude  any  article  which 
is  slave^grown.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  and 
learned  Uentleman  is  not  in  his  place,  and 
we  seldom  have  the  advantage  of  his  pre- 
sence in  the  course  of  debates;  but  he  will 
doubtless  hear  of  what  I  am  about  to  say- 
Let  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  go  to  the  di- 
vision with  the  plea,  or  uncCer  the  idea, 
tfaAt  he  can,  in  committee,  separate  the 
tree  grown  from  the  slave*grown  sugar. 
VOULVni.    {£-£} 


Whether  such  a  resolution  could  in  point 
of  form  be  moved  in  committee  I  doubt  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  will  tell  him,  that  neither  in 
committee  nor  elsewhere  could  it  be  car* 
ried,  nor,  if  carried,  acted  upon,  inasmuch 
as  solemn  treaties  compel  us  to  admit  the 
produce  of  Brazil  upon  the  same  footing, 
and  with  the  same  advantages,  as  that  of 
the  most  favoured  country.  The  distinc- 
tion is  one  he  cannot  maintain,  and  if  he 
vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment he  will  be  substantially  giving  a  vote 
for  the  introduction  into  this  country  of 
foreign  slave-grown  sugar.  Sir,  on  the 
25th  of  June  in  the  last  year,  on  a  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan,  which  was 
identically  the  same  proposition  now  intro- 
duced by  the  Government,  but  which  was 
then  opposed  by  them,  and  by  him — on 
that  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
in  opposing  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan,  said,  that 

*'  He  never  gave  a  vote  with  a  greater  con- 
viction of  its  propriety  than  the  vote  he  should 
give  against  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan.  He  thought  the  motion  did  not 
go  far  enough.  The  hon.  Member  ought  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  Slavery  Emancipa- 
tion Act.  They  sent,  at  a  great  expense,  a 
naval  force  to  the  coast  of  Africa  to  watch 
the  transportation  of  slaves,  and,  if  possible, 
to  prevent  it ;  bat  if  the  slavers  unfortunately 
evaded  the  watchfulness  of  the  cruisers,  what 
was  it  proposed  to  do  ?  Tliey  held  out  a  bribe 
to  the  slavers  the  moment  they  arrived  in  the 
Brazils,  by  purchasing  the  sugar  grown  there 
by  the  labour  of  those  very  slaves.  This  was 
a  most  absurd  outrage  to  common  sense." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  went 
on  to  say,  that  he  did  not  care  whe- 
ther suear  was  a  halfpenny  or  a  penny  a 
pound  cheaper  or  dearer ;  he  would  put  it 
to  the  people  of  Englaiid  whether  or  not 
they  would  have  slavery  with  cheap  sugar, 
and  he  had  no  fear  what  the  answer  would 
be.  Sir,  neither  do  I  fear  for  the  result. 
But  what  will  England,  and  what  will 
Ireland,  think  of  the  man  who  made  that 
speech  last  year,  and  who  now  votes  for 
the  proposition  of  Government  ?  Sir,  I 
do  not  mean  to  dispute  the  financial  state- 
ments which  the  Government  have  made; 
but  this  I  must  say,  that  upon  any  other 
ground  than  that  of  the  financial  difficulty 
into  which  they  have  plunged  the  country 
—and  from  which  they  know  not  how  to 
extricate  it — upon  any  other  ground  than 
this,  I  can  see  no  excuse  or  palliation  for 
their  having  adopted  the  course  which  they 
pursued  last  vear,  and  this  year  taking  the 
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pregent  eoune.  What  was  the  ataie  of 
things,  then,  at  the  time  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wigan  was  negatived? 
What  was  the  price  of  sugar  at  that 
period?  What  was  the  amount  of  the 
pressure  on  the  consumers  as  compared 
with  what  it  is  at  present?  When  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  was 
negatived,  the  prioe  of  sugar  was  56«.  to 
57s.  the  cwt.  Since  then,  it  has  fallen 
upwards  of  20#.  the  cwt,  and  il  is  now 
about  d7#.,  I  believe.  ^Cheert.^  ^  *^ 
marks  of  dissent  on  the  part  of  the  noUe 
Lord  opposite ;  I  refer,  then,  to  the  paper 
which  has  been  furnished  us  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  from  which  I  find 
that  the  average  prices  of  Muscovado  sugar, 
as  given  in  tne  ^'London  Gaaette,"  were, 
in  January,  1840,  37«.  Hid.  From  that 
period  it  rose  to  39s.  SeL^  to  43s.  2d,,  to 
46s.  5d,  and  so  on,  until,  in  July  of  the 
same  year,  it  reached  56j.  I0\d,,  then 
57s.  Sld.f  and  fina]ly«  in  September,  at- 
tained its  maximum  of  5Ss.  S{d.  At  this 
quotation  it  was  at  a  monojpoly  price,  and  the 
prohibitory  duties  on  foreign  sugar,  I  admit, 
were  prohibitory  no  longer.  It  was  in  the 
end  of  June,  or  the  banning  uf  July,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  made  his  mo- 
tion on  the  sul^ect  of  foreign  sugar.  The 
prices  then  fell,  as  gradually  as  they  rose, 
to  57s.  6d.p  56s.  4d„  54s.  Zd.,  50i., 
40s.,  and  so  on,  until,  in  the  April  of  the 
present  year,  they  were  quoted  at  37«.  Hd. 
But  they  feU  still  furthers  for  at  the  com*' 
mencement  uf  this  discussion  they  stood  at 
36s.  Id*  as  the  market  prioe,  and  I  bare 
been  told  that  sinee  and  during  the  debate, 
within  the  last  few  days,  they  have  again 
risen  to  the  amount  of  about  Is,  There* 
fore,  when  I  say  that  the  pressure  upon 
the  consumer  at  the  time  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wi^n  made  his  motion  was  the  quota- 
tion prme  of  56s.,  with  the  prospect  of  a 
riie,  and  that  a  gradual  decrease  nas  since 
takep  i^aee  equal  to  about  2d  in  the 
poundj  my  argument  is  this — if  the  con- 
sumer in  this  country  would  not,  when 
sugar  was  at  more  than  7d.  per  pound, 
consent  to  purohase  It,  at  a  reduced  prioe, 
because  of  the  facilities  and  encouragement 
the  introduction  of  foreign  sugar  into  the 
British  market  obviously  ga?e  to  the  slave* 
trade  and  slavery,  how  can  it  be  expected 
tbat  the  people  of  England  will  now,  when 
no  pressure  is  felt,  when  no  necessity  ex- 
ists, sacrifioe  the  great  cause  of  emancipa- 
tion—a cause  which  was  not  that  of  iiord 
Grey's  Government,  or  of  any  other  Go- 
vernment or  party,  but  which  was  the 


cause  of  the  English  nation,  and  of  ku* 
manity }  I  have  said.  Sir,  thai  I  would 
not  place  the  question  of  sUverr  on  the 
same  high  ground  as  my  hon.  Fnend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  or 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  f  r  the  city 
of  Dublin ;  and  I  see  great  indignatbn  has 
been  manifested  at  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  much  anger  evinced,  because 
my  noUe  Friend  (Lord  Sandon)  has 
brought  forward  a  plain,  pmctical  view  of 
the  case  in  his  amendment,  wisely  avnid* 
ing  the  assertion  of  vague  and  abstraot 
opinions,  which,  as  a  man  of  sense  and  ex^ 
perience,  he  well  knew  he  could  not  carry 
into  effect.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House  say,  <'  Oh,  you  object  to  wa» 
ceive  Brasilian  sugar  beoauaa  it  is  slava. 
grown.  Why,  then,  not  pledge  youmlves 
also  not  to  consume  any  other  product  of 
slave^labour  in  any  other  country  ?  "  I 
answer  freely-^beoause  by  so  doing  we 
should  insulate  ouiselves  ■■  beeause  by  eo 
doing  we  should  ceaser  to  be  a  eomnsMMial 
nation^beoause  there  is  scarcely  an  artssle 
of  general  consumption  which  is  not  ooii- 
nected,  directly  or  indirtotly  with  the  pm> 
duction  of  slave-labouiv  Sir,  if  we  had 
adopted  this  suggestion«-*if  we  had  laid 
down  suoh  a  doctrine  as  thia^if  we  had 
followed  such  a  coiirs^  it  woidd,  without 
doubt,  have  been  greatly  for  the  advantage 
of  hon.  Oentleinen  opposite,  inaamnah  aa 
it  would  have  given  them  an  opportunity 
of  pointing  out  the  absurdity  of  our  tan^ 
duet,  as  w3l  as  the  pemioioos  oensequeneas 
that  would  accrue  from  it,  and  under  eover 
of  this  argument  they  might  have  escaped 
from  the  discnssion  of  the  principle  at  issueu 
But  I  say  this,  that,  while  I  pledge  mysatf 
to  no  abstract  winoinlea-^prineipiiB  wUeh* 
by  reason  of  their  ahatnsct  nature,  ne  man 
of  common  sense  could  ever  hope  to  eafigr 
into  ettectmm^l  may  be  permitted  to  say, 
that  I  should  view  with  extreme  regMt» 
and  regard  as  a  great  national  cakmilj^ 
any  determination  which,  needlessly,  withp^ 
out  the  pressure  of  absolute  Wtal  nnnafisisy, 
overwhelming  all  eonsideratimis  hut  thsae 
of  national  interest  or  national  esieteneab 
should  be  uken  by  this  oountxy  to  follow 
out  the  prtnoiple  propounded  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Coloniea»  who  said»  that 
as  far  as  we  were  eoneemed,  we  had  done 
with  the  queation  uf  slavery  and  the  slavi 
trade,  and  that  all  our  obli^aliona  on  that 
score  were  at  an  end.  Sir,  I  repudiate 
altogether  thia  doctrine  of  the  hen.  Ge»> 
tleman.  We  have  performed  ooi  own 
part.  It  is  true,  at  a  sacrifice  for  which  the 
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people  of  England  cannot  be  loo  highly 
honoiued  and  ertimated-^a  lacrifice  which 
HI  furtheranee  of  the  will  of  the  nation,  it 
wai  my  doty,  as  the  organ  of  Lord  Orey's 
Oovernment,  to  cdl  on  them  to  make  \ 
and  it  would  little  become  them,  therefore, 
ami  least  of  all  would  it  become  me,  to 
propoio  to  them  now,  or  eren  to  ament  to, 
any  measnie  which  hafl  for  itt  effect  the 
deBtruetion  of  that  tplondid  experiment  in 
favour  of  humanity,  to  prove  to  the  world 
that  it  waa  a  lamentable  failure-^  to  rivet 
ilUl  fhtter  the  chains  of  the  suffering  slave 
«^^ir  to  encourage  the  perpetration  anew, 
in  their  most  aggravated  features,  of  the 
horron  of  the  slave-trade.  But  you  do  all 
Iheae  things,  you  give  all  this  encourage* 
ment  in  admitting  the  slave-grown  sugar 
ef  Bnaih  I  will  say  nothing  now  of  the 
sugar  of  Cuba,  I  will  not  press  on  the 
House  that  point  at  present,  or  ai^e,  that 
by  your  present  scale  of  duties  you  will  be 
encoonginc  the  produce,  not  of  the  milder 
sJafory  of  Draail,  but  of  that  country  in 
which  elavery  and  the  slave-trsde  exist  in 
their  moat  atroeioua  and  unmitigated  form. 
But  when  we  have  a  vast  market  in  our 
own  possession*— a  market  where  we  are 
always  sure  of  finding  a  sufficient  supply 
raised  by  ivee  labour,  and  our  own  coIcn 
iiifltB,  at  a  reasonable  price ;  I  will  not  con<- 
aent  to  patch  up  the  Budget  of  the  Chan- 
•dlov  of  the  Eisehequer  by  giviuR  admia- 
isfla  to  the  dave-grown  sugar  of  Braail, 
and  Ihns  giving  a  direci  eneoufagement  to 
siavery.  **  But,"  say  bon.  Gentlemen  op- 
porffee,  ^'yon  give  encouragement  to  da- 
veiy  already ;  your  merchanta  have  always 
Mnahaaed  Bnunlian  and  slave-grown  sugar 
la  other  plaoas,  and  sold  it  in  the  ports  of 
die  eonlinent  ;'*  and  they  add,  ^*  You  even 
export  it  from  this  country,  because  it  is 
admitted  free  for  refining,  and  in  that  state 
If  transhipped  to  other  countries."  The 
fight  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said,  that 
waa  eneouragament  enough  in  all  con- 
aslenee  ;  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ftr  Halifax  was  pleased  to  say,  that  he 
defied  all  my  ingenuity,  (so  he  termed  it), 
to  dmw  any  dimnction,  or  point  out  any 
diibtnnec  between  the  admission  of  slave* 
grown  sugar  lor  the  -purpose  of  refining, 
~  ita  admission,  refined  or  unrefined^  for 
oonsumpdon.  Now,  this  is  ray 
•o  that  argument.  I  will  ask  my 
right  hon«  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bnchaquer  if  we  import  a  1,000,000  cwt 
af  8lav»*grawn  sugar,  and  theiel^  displace 
a  l»00OiJ00O  ewt.  of  free<*grown  sugar,  do 
we  not  give,  by  that  amount,  encourage- 


ment to  davery?  He  will  not  deny  that 
fact.  This  admitted,  1  will  ask  him  If,  by 
refining  the  sugar  of  Braail  for  exportation, 
keeping  none  of  it  for  our  own  use,  but 
merely  manufacturing  it  for  the  use  of 
others,  we  encourage  the  growth  of  a 
dngle  pound  weight  of  it  ?  Again,  as  to 
the  carrying  trade,  the  case  stands  thus: 
we  export  our  manufactures  to  the  Braxils, 
and  receive  in  exchange  their  sugars,  which 
we  cany  to  a  third  port,  where  we  again 
exchange  them  for  the  produce  of  that 
country,  to  be  imported  into  England. 
Now,  suppose  we  did  not  go  to  Braail  for 
It  at  all,  but,  carrying  on  our  commerce  at 
the  thiid  port,  receive  their  produce  direct, 
while  our  goods  were  exchanged  by  them 
with  Braail  for  the  ragar  which  they  re- 
quired. I  ask  what  difference  there  is  in 
the  two  cases,  except  that  we  lose  the  car- 
rying trade  ^  I  ask  in  what  way,  in  the 
one  case  more  than  in  the  other,  do  we 
encourage  the  production  of  slave-grown 
sugar }  We  are  but  carriers  and  refiners 
for  other  nations ;  how,  then,  can  we  be 
said  to  encourage  it  ?  If  we  did  not  carry  it, 
the  same  sugar,  to  the  same  amount  would  be 
carried  by  other  maritime  nations:  if  we  did 
not  refine  it,  it  would  be  refined  in  Holland. 
We  furnish  by  carrying  and  refinine  Bra- 
ail sugar  no  new  market  for  the  product  of 
slave-kbour.  We  eive  by  these  operations 
no  additional  stimulus  to  the  dave  trade. 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  again,  that  the  same  argn.^ 
ment,  to  a  certain  extent,  applies  to  the  pro* 
duction  of  coffee  and  cotton  the  produce  of 
slave-labour.  Hon.  Gentlemen  epponte 
have  asked,  why  import  dave-grown  cotton 
and  cofte  more  than  slave-grown  sugar  ? 
I  will  tell  them  frankly:  because  our  own 
supply  of  these  articles  firom  free  labour  is 
insufficient.  But  I  will  tell  you  more,-— 
I  wHl  tell  you  that,  if  by  any  fair  means 
you  cannot  encourage  the  growth  of  both 
in  slave-states,  for  every  additional  pound 
weight  you  aro  furnished  with  you  give  a 
cogent  and  effective  cheek  to  slavery,  and 
diminish  in  the  same  degree  the  slave* 
trade.  Cofiee  and  cotton  do  not  require 
the  same  attention  on  the  part  of  the 
planter,  the  severe,  and,  above  all,  the  con« 
tinuous  exertion  on  the  part  of  the  slave, 
that  soffar  does;  they  aro  commodities 
raised  with  litde  caro  and  with  Httle  capi- 
tal; commodities,  io  short,  in  rogard  to 
which  free  labour  may  successfully  compete 
with  dave-labour.  But  free  suger  can 
never,  except  under  the  most  favourable 
circumstanees,  compete  with  slave-sugar; 
especially  with  the  produce  of  such  slaves- 
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labour  as  is  exacted  in  Cuba.  Therefoie  I 
say  Ihatj  though  coffee  and  cotton  be  the 
product  of  slave-labour,  the  greater  encou- 
xagement  you  gire  to  their  cultiyation-— 
the  wider  you  extend  it — ^the  larger  is 
your  demand  for  them*  to  the  discourage- 
ment  of  the  cultivation  of  slave^ugar ;  the 
mater  b  the  impulse  you  give  to  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery  and  the  slave-trade  in  slave 
countries.  Sir,  I  have  said,  that  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  under  existing  circumstan- 
ces, it  is  especially  undesirable  to  disturb 
the  great  experiment  of  emancipation  at 
present  going  on ;  and  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
furnishes  me  with  the  most  powerful  ar- 
gument on  this  head.  What  is  the  slate 
of  the  negro  population  at  present?  It 
was  impossible  not  to  hear  with  the  great- 
est satisfaction  and  delight,  the  glowing  ac« 
count  given  by  the  noUe  Lord  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  eoloured  race  in  the  West  In- 
dies—of the  happiness  of  the  negroes^of 
their  increased  and  increasing  prosperity. 
The  experiment  has  succeed^,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  even 
beyond  the  most  sanguine  expectation  of 
ita  supporters.  The  noUe  Lord  telb  you 
that  they  have  not  only  increased  in  com- 
forts, but  that  they  have  purchased  small 
freeholds  in  many  cases—that  they  appre- 
ciate the  great  change  that  has  taken  place 
—that  marriages  are  becoming  more  fre- 
qnent;  and  (which  is  a  most  important 
feature  in  the  elements  of  their  prosperity, 
if  you  will  only  have  a  little  patience)  that 
their  population  is  rapidly  augmenting. 
He  told  us  that  in  Jamaica  alone  there 
were  90,000  predial  labourers  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  sugp,  all  free  men,  and 
that  they  divided  among  them,  in  the  shape 
of  wages,  l,75aOOO/.  in  the  year.  Is  this, 
Siri  a  state  oflMiings  to  meddle  with  ?— is 
the  House  justified  in  breaking  in  upon 
this  happiness  and  prosperity  ?— and  for 
what  f  For  the  encouragement  of  slavery 
in  other  countries.  To  what  do  the  ne- 
eroes  owe  this  state  of  things — a  state  of 
diings  to  be  envied  by  the  labourers  of  any 
nation  on  earth  as  far  as  comfort,  happi- 
ness, and  independence  are  concerned  P 
They  owe  it  entirely  to  the  cnoourageroent 

fiven  to  the  staple  produce  of  the  West 
ndies  sugar  by  this  country— they  owe 
it  to  the  home  market,  without  which  they 
would  soon  cease  to  be  an  exporting  coun- 
try. I  say  nothing.  Sir,  of  the  hundred 
millions  of  British  capital  invested  in  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  in  those  islands,  and  in 
the  machinery  for  preparing  it.     (  say  no- 


thing of  the  twenty  miUions  paid  direelly 
by  Uiis  country,  or  of  the  millions  mora 
which  Hon.  Gentlemen  say  have  been  in>» 
directly  paid  for  the  abriition  of  cdonial 
slavery.  I  say  nothing  of  the  ruin  certaitt 
to  be  wrought  to  our  fellow-ooufitryiiieo» 
the  colonists,  by  the  admission  of  foreign 
slave-grown  sugar;  but  I  ask  the  House 
to  put  the  question  on  this  footing  alone—* 
to  look  at  the  condition  of  the  n^^roes,  at 
described  by  the  noble  Lord,  their  happi* 
ness  and  their  prosperity ;  to  bear  in  mind, 
then,  that  all  these  depend  upon  the  wages 
they  get ;  to  remember,  next,  that  their 
wages  are  only  to  be  obtained  by  yonr  ex- 
clusive market  for  their  prodooe— 4uid, 
having  done  this,  to  ask  themselves  whe« 
ther  the  present  is  the  moment  you  will 
choose  to  sacrifice  that  staple  produce  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  with  it  the  prodocers, 
by  admitting  slave-grown  sugar  to  the  un* 
equal  competition  with  ihat  raised  Iran 
free  labour,  and  depriving  the  negro  of 
those  wages  which  he  had  learned  to  valne> 
and  which,  while  they  amply  repay  hiss 
for  his  labour,  encourage  and  keep  alive 
his  new-bom  habits  of  voluntary  exertioik 
and  honest  industry?  My  right  ban. 
Friend,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  speaks  of  the  mercantile  distsess  of 
the  country.  Far  be  it  from  me.  Sir,  te 
undervalue  his  statements  on  that  subject, 
or  extenuate  the  impression  he  desired  to 
main  on  the  House— far  be  it  from  me^ 
Sir,  to  attempt  to  interpose,  by  word  or 
deed,  between  mercantile  enterprise  and 
any  new  channels  which  her  Majosty'tt  Go* 
vemment  see  fit  to  open  to  it.  Bot  I 
would  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider,  before  he  proceeds  any  farther  in 
his  protects,  whether,  in  what  he  proposes^ 
he  really  confers  a  benefit  upon  oommeroe— 
whether,  in  opening  one  new  channri,  he 
does  not  dam  up  and  choke  many  old 
channels— whether,  in  short,  he  does  not» 
in  pursuit  of  his  phantom  advantage,  shot 
out  from  that  interest  sources  of  intereonrae 
liable  to  no  caprice  of  other  nations— HaUe 
to  no  war — liable  to  no  interruption  of 
firiendship-— whether,  in  short,  he  docs  ndt 
shot  out  our  own  colonies  and  our  own 
fellow-countrymen,-  in  advancing  whose 
prosperity  we  best  advance  the  prosperi^ 
of  the  mother-country  and  its  iahisbitants  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  talked  in  ^owiii|^ 
language  of  the  rich  plains  and  wide  rivers 
of  firaxil— of  the  boundless  resources  and 
the  inoaleulable  national  wealth  of  that 
vast  continent ;  bot  he  aeemed  to  forget 
that  at  the  other  side  of  the  globe  there 
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'anoAer  oontinent  peopled  with  mil- 
lioiis  of  feUow-rabjects  of  our  own-^he 
txgot  Ihat  the  Valley  of  the  Gaii|e8  was 
the  source  of  inexhaustible  supplie»— he 
Ibigot  that  India  was  a  new  market  for  our 
pradue^— he  forgot  her  rivers^  ample  as 
(iiose  of  any  country  in  the  world ;  her 
cKlent  of  sea-coast,— *he  forgot  the  entrance 
by  the  Indus,  so  recently  explored,  to  the 
innumerable  tribes  of  the  north  and  north- 
west; to  the  inmost  recesses  of  Central 
A8ia«--4ie  forgot  that  there  was  a  land 
toerafng  with    population;    a  population 
which,  even  now,  imports  more  produce 
fiemn  England  than  goes  to  Brazil ;  a  po« 
puktion  whose  capacity  to  deal  with  us  is 
only  limited  by  the  want  of  proper  means 
of  lemittance,  a  means  which  is  now  fur> 
nisfaed  in  the  most  commociious  form  by 
the  establishment  of  the  trade  in  sugar-— 
he  foKOt  all  this;  and  at  a  moment  when 
British  capital  is  embarked  in  that  trade 
to  a  very  large  amount,  and  when,  if  al- 
lowed to  go  on,  the  Judge  Advocate  admits 
that  in  future  years  you  will  have  an  in* 
exhaustiUe  supply,  he  proposes  to  sacrifice 
these   inestimable    advantages,  and    then 
boasts  of  the  encouragement  he  has  given  to 
onr  manufactures,  by  opening  new  sources  of 
qmunwce  to  our  mercantile  speculations. 
Will  you  take  advantage  of  the  present  state 
of  things  in  India,  and,  under  the  plea  of 
benefiting  industry,  destroy  the  rising  pros- 
perity of  that  country,  from  which,  remem- 
ber, joa  may  obtain  a  supply  to  an  extent 
that  is  impoflrible  to  be  calculated,  by  giv- 
ing entrance  to  Brasilian    sugar,   slave- 
grown,  in  the  market  P    I  give  my  right 
Son.  Friend  credit  for  the  ability  with 
whirii  he  made  his  statement — I  give  him 
oeditfor  much  more;  for  the  effect  pro- 
duced on  the  House  by  his  candour,  and 
the   obvious    sincerity  that  ])ervaded  his 
statement— a  sincerity  which  1  believe  was 
quile  rsal,  because  I  believe  he  was  firmly 
oottvineed  of  his  own  facts,  and  because  I 
know  his  honourable  mind  too  well  to  sus- 
peet  fer  a  moment  that  he  would  propose 
aiMbing  to  this  House  which  he  did  not 
filtty  conceive  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.    But  1  must  say,  with  every  re- 
speotfor  him,  that,  however  highly  I  may 
estimate  the  commerce  of  this  country  with 
fttttfl,  my  right  hon.  Friend  takes  a  one- 
sided view  of  the  advantages  to  be  derived 
to  tins  country,  if,  for  the  sake  of  encour- 
aging it,  he  consigns  to  destruction  our 
trade  with  the  West- Indies,  and  annihi- 
lates our  trade  with  the  East-Indies,  in  so 
far  as  sugar  is  concemed-^a  trade  esta* 


blished  under   such  favourable    auspices, 
and  so  rapidly  advancing  in  prosperity. 
The  right  hon.  Crentleman  talks  of  our 
financial  and  our  commercial  crises.     I  do 
not  deny  them ;  but  I  do  deny,  as  he  would 
seem  to  suggest,  that  the  springs  of  our 
national  prosperity  are  so  far  relaxed  as  to 
be  incapable  of  recovering  their  elasticity^ 
We  have  before  us,  in  figures,  an  annually 
increasiDg  revenue ;  no  doubt,  we  have  an  an* 
nually  increasing  expenditure  to  exceed  it 
But,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talks 
despondingly  of  a  commercial  crisis,  I  ask 
the  House  and  her  Majesty's  Government 
to  look  to  the  unsettled  state  of  commerce 
in  America  for  an  explanation  of  it — to 
look   to  our   recently  disturbed  relations 
with  that  country,  I  will  not  say  now  by 
whom  caused,  but  which,  so  long  as  they 
continue,  must  cramp  our  commercial  rela- 
tions with  our  best  customers — to  look  to 
the  uncertain  state  of  the  East— to  the 
unsettled  condition  of  Syria^  to  the  troubled 
state  of  our  Indian  empire,  to  the  loss  of 
three  millions  to  our  merchants  in  the 
shape  of  opium  seixed  at  Canton — to  the 
far  from  amicable  state  of  our  relations 
with  China.  Under  all  these  circumstanced 
I  ask  them,  or  rather  the  House  and  the 
country,  whether  or  not  there  has  not  been 
some  reason  for  a  falline-off  in  trading — 
for  a  decline  in  the  activity  of  commerce^* 
for  a  temporary  commercial  despondency  ? 
But  I  do  not  despair  of  our  resources,  nor 
that  the  finances  of  the  country  will  re- 
cover— always  under  a  due,  prudent,  and 
proper  administration  of  them.     When  I 
look  back,  and  see,  in  the  course  of  the  last 
six  years,  a  revenue  increased  by  some  two 
millions— a  constantly  increasing  revenue 
— «nd  when  I  find  in  the  first  year  a  sur- 
plus of  1,600,000/.,  and  in  the  last  a  deficit 
of  2,400,000/.-— when  I  find  that  for  five 
continuous  years  there  has  been  an  increas- 
ing deficiency  on  the  whole  of  that  period 
•—a  deficiency  amounting,  at  the  end  of 
five  years,  in  the  whole,  to  seven  millions, 
or  thereabouts;  when  I  see  that  a  great 
portion  of  that  deficiency  in  the  present 
year  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  expendi- 
ture incurred  on  account  of  Canada-*by 
the  expenditure  incurred  on  account  of 
China ;  when  I  see  that  a  moment  of  great 
financial  difficulty  was  the  time  selected  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  for  taking  off  a 
tax  which  produced,   without  injury  or 
pressure  on  the  people,  a  revenue  amount- 
ing to  1,600,000/.,  when,  I  say,  in  these 
three  items  I  can  trace  the  whole  amount 
of  the  deficiency  of  the  present  year,  I  may 
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be  excuied  if  I  enfterUin  some  doabU  of  nol  tUe  House  alone^  boft  the 


the  capadly  of  those  wbo  beve  involved  us 
in  tbcse  difficulties.     My  hon*  Friend,  tbe 
Member  for  Halifaz.  I  think  it  was,  who 
said^    that  whatever  Government   might 
sueoeed  the  yieient,  whatever  might  be  the 
result  of  the  present  proposal*  or  whatever 
the  issue  of  these  debates*  the  seed  was 
sown  which  would  produoe  its  fruit  in  due 
time.    Sir*  I  fear  that  the  seed  is  fown 
which  will  produce  a  bitter  fruit ;  and  I 
deeply  regret  that  at  the  moment  when 
the  Government  feel  themselves  tottering 
to  their  fall,  when  the  financial  difficulties 
of  the  country*  to  m/f  the  least  of  them* 
are  most  serious;  wheuf  I  will  not  say 
county  by  oounty»  but  borough  by  borough* 
they  see  their  hold  upon  the  country  gra- 
dually slipping  away  from  them ;  that  at 
that  moment*  when  the  common  consent 
of  the  country  proclaims  (whatever  may 
be  the  opinion  of  hon*  Gentlemen  opponte) 
that  they  can  no  longer  hold  the  reins  ii 
office*  as  they  have  long  since  ceased  to 
hold  the  reins  of  power ;  I  regret*  I  say» 
that  this  should  be  tbe  time  chosen  by  her 
Majesty's  Government  for  throwing  loose 
upon  the  country  a  crude  and  undigested 
scheme*  involving  the  most  extensive  finan- 
cial regulations,  deeply  affecting  every  in- 
terest in  tbe  country*  paralysing  for  the 
time  all  speculations  in  trade  and  all  ac- 
tivity of  commerce  >   and  this  under  the 
full  conviction  that  it  was  impossible  they 
would  be  able  to  carry  the  proiect  into 
effect.   The  hon«  Member  for  Carlow,  pro- 
duced the  authority  of  another  speech  of 
my  right  hout  Friend's*  also  delivered  in 
1833*    in  which  my  right  hon.   Friend 
enunciated  the  proposition  then,  and  till  of 
late  years*  very  true*  that  a  great  and  im- 
portant politioal  measure*  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  her  Majesty's  name*  and  with  the 
responsibility  of  her  Majesty's  advisers*  was 
all  but  earned  in  the  very  announcement* 
and  in  the  end  all  but  certain  of  success. 
That  principlty  as  laid  down  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  was,  as  far  as  all  Parliamen- 
tary experience  then  went*  perfectly  true. 
But  we  have  profited  much  by  experience 
since*  and  have  learned  that  a  proposition 
may  be  brought  forward  with  all  the  weight 
and  authority  of  her  M^e8ty*s  Government 
•—a  proposition  to  which  they  may  have 
tied  themselves  as  a  government*  and  on 
which  they  may  have  pledged  their  very 
existence,  and  we  have  teamed  to  know 
that*  even  with  that  support*  the  ultimate 
adoption  of  the  proposition  was  not  so  cer- 
tib  at  it  used  to  be  in  funner  yean.    Aod 


manufaduriiw,  and  agrieuUiml  oommtt- 
nity*  have  of  late  leaned  this  lesson*  1 
hold  in  ay  hand  a  paper  wholly  unoon- 
neeted  wilh  pnlitics*  a  plain  natter-oCiiKi 
paper,  the  "  Price  Cumnt"  of  Liverpool, 
dated  Tuesday*  the  11th  of  Majr*  1841* 
containing  the  following  eemmereial  view 
of  this  amaiing  sehene*  this  new  priaci* 
ple^  which  is  to  be  devdoped  and  earned 
into  effect  by  her  M^esty's  Govemmenl* 
It  is  signed  hj  two  geBtlemen»  one  a  warm 
Conservative*  the  other  a  warm  auppoffior 
of  the  Government  ;«--«o  much  for  its  tau 
partiality^-and  at  the  end  of  it*  under  tho 
head  of  ^'Com**  are  these  words:*— 

^  Sir, — Since  the  developesent  of  the  Mia* 
isterial  plan*  the  bare  sllnstoo  to  which  excited 
such  a  panic  in  the  tiads^  tbe  maiket  has  lie* 
come  much  calmer.** 

I  have  omitted  a  parenthesiB  after  the 
word  ''  market,*  asrigning  the  reaaon 
for  this  sud(^n  calms  and  whal  doea 
the  House  suppose  it  is?  That*  the  Go- 
vernment having  taken  up  the  matter,  all 
doubts  of  its  success  were  nmoved*  and 
mercantile  men  might  safely  re^ud  tbe  pei^ 
ject  as  already  earned  ?  Far  from  it*  8ir» 
The  reason  amigni^  is  in  these  words: 
"  from  a  conviction  that  no  sndi  projeci 
can  be  carried  into  efi*eei."  Now*  waa 
ever  a  Government  phuxd  in  sodi  a  oondi* 
tion  ?  Not  only  has  this  House  no  confi« 
dence  in  the  ultimate  adoption  of  this 
measuro-^not  only  has  this  House  deter* 
mined  on  its  rmection,  but  the  mercantile 
community  of  the  country*  the  monent  ii 
is  announced*  decides  that  it  b  a  mem 

C'eee  of  waste  Wi^$  *nd  not  wocih  specu* 
tins  upon.  The  market  was  panis- 
strudt  aod  astonished,  when  told  thai  a 
great  financial  alteration  waa  going  to  take 
place ;  but  the  mooMni  the  Govemmeni 
aanounoed  what  their  plan  was,  it  waa 
treated  by  one  and  all  as  a  mero  delusion 
that  never  wonld*  and  never  eonld*  be  car- 
ried  into  effect*  Sir*  tho  following 
of  this  same  paper  apply  to  a 
different  part  of  this  subjeet;  but  it  mmy 
perhaps  be  interesting  to  an  bon.  Gentio* 
man  who  has  this  evening  spoken  about 
Irish  interests*  and  expresied  nis  intention 
of  voting  with  tho  Govemment#  not  only 
upon  this  question*  but  also  upon^  that  it 
com*  to  hear  what  is  tboo|^t  in  livorpool 
by  persons  competent  to  judge  of  the  pio* 
posed  fixed  duty  of  St.  It  is  this^«- 
"  Whatever  difference  of  opinion  thdoflsay 
be  as  to  the  degree  of  prolection  rsquiiod 
for  the  agriculturists  of  Ko^ond  and  9col« 
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iMidi  iImto  is  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
pmmnm  csperienoed  in  and  acquainted  with 
Ifieh  trade,  that  the  scheme  proposed  hf 
Lord  John  Ruseell  ia  virtually  a  free«trade 
aa  r^^uda  Iraland ;  it  being  notoriouB  Uiat 
tho  qoalitj  of  foreign  com  ia  better  than 
Iriih  com  hf  the  amount  of  the  duty  pro* 
posed  to  be  levied."    Sir^  I  repeat  my  deep 
r^jivty  that  at  sueh  a  timo)  at  such  a  crisis 
of  the  coontry*  in  such  a  state  of  our  East 
and  West  Indian  population,  and  in  such 
a  state  of  her  Majesty's  Administration, 
tb^  abould  have  brought  forward   and 
thrown  before  the  country  apian  like  that 
which  they  now  propose.     1  believe,  that 
the  seed  is  sown,  and  will  produce  its  fruit ; 
but  I  fear  it  will  be  the  fruit  of  bitter 
animosity  between  oontendiuff  classes ;  and 
that  it  will  give  rise  to  and  inflame  jea- 
lousies and  rivalries  between  the  agricultu- 
ral   and   manufacturing  interests,   which 
every  former  Government  has  sought  rather 
to  soothe  and  to  heal  than  to  aggravate ; 
I  fear  that  her  Majesty's  Government,  while 
seeking  a  popularity  which  they  will  not 
&d,  are  endeavouring  to  inscribe  upon  their 
burners  the  fatal  and  revolutionary  doc- 
trine of  "  numbers  against  nroperty ;"  I  tell 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  I  can  hardly 
conceive  a  responsibility  deeper  than  that 
of  a  Government  which,  in  .the  plenitude 
of  their  power,  should  aggravate  dissen- 
sioiis  of  this  kind,  should  introduce  new 
nsatters  of  contention,  and  create  sources  of 
diflfetenOB    and   division    between    great 
clasMS  and  bodies  of  her  Majesty's  subjects. 
But  I  must  say,  also,  that  even  that  responsi*- 
bUiqr  is  fearftiUy  increased  when  the  mea- 
Sim  wfatfib  Is  to  produce  these  results  is 
biwiriit  forwasd    by   an    Administration 
demy  tottering  to  their  fall,  and  when 
tka  hoB*  Oentlmao,  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colontes,  himself,  tells  us  that  the 
principle  they  are  now  introducing,  the 
ashwe  they  are  now  throwing  before  the 
ooantiy,  mast  lior  many  long  years  become 
the  sol|ieot  of  angryt  hostile,  and  I  fear,  of 

MS0  ttiaa  fruitless  contention. 

Debate  adjourned* 
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Thwrsday,  May  \3,  1841. 

If tNtrrBt.3  ma  Held  S  Snt  tlnw :— Eicheqoov  Bills ; 
Wtdm  CollPition  and  UmmgfiamAt^Rt»i  a  leeood 
OmBi^BmkMg  Ci>rlM<il|i,  lliwi  «  OiM  tine:^ 
Ctmtot  BxchflfMr  (inlMMl). 

Uf  th»  tatU  tt  Stndbfookt,  tmA 

^mtmm,  th»  Umrgtum  of  Ajkibnty, 

Pradlioe,  ad  olbtr  noUc  Lads,  ftooi 

SwiMh,  Coik,  SopncwaUhiw,  West  Oriutad,  Marlbo- 

WBfo^km  Aid  vailflM  aIImv  iImbSb  aodasl  anv  Altanlkn 


of  Um  C6m-lawi.— By  Earl  FlturiUiam,  and  tht  Duke  of 
Cleveland,  from  CUpar,  Vorkahire,  Halilaxi  Durham,  and 
other  places,  tor  a  Total  Repeal  of  the  Cora-lam.— B7 
UM  Etri  0r  Haddlaglon,  Loid  SuAsley,  asd  the  Sari  of 
Warwick,  firom  Blandfiird'equaie,  and  other  Distrlots  of 
London,  for  the  Extinction  of  the  Tolls  on  the  Bridges. 
—By  the  Duke  of  Sutherland,  the  Eatls  of  Lovdade,  and 
FItifrUllam,  ftMB  Bamaid  Caatl«»  Sntef » and  YoriuUnia 
for  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates^— 4y  the  Bark  of  EnoU 
and  Rosebery ,  from  Aberdeen,  Fife,  and  Arbroath,  against 
any  diange  in  the  Bankbg  system  of  Scotland.— By  the 
Bart  of  Wiachllsca,  Item  BtaBkbiiia«  i«Biaat  aiy  AvdHt 
Grant  to  Maynooth  College.— By  the  Earl  of  Enol,  Lord 
Strafford,  and  the  Duke  of  Argyle,  from  CookJtown, 
MoUn,  Petariieadf  BaUyshannoii,  and  odMr  plaoec  agaimt 
Lay  Patfoaas** 

Corn*Law8  —  Educatiow.]  Earl 
FUzwUliam  presented  a  large  number  of 
petitions  praying  for  a  repeal  or  alteration 
of  the  Corn-laws;  from  the  weafers  of 
Cupar,  for  immediate  repeal;  from  the 
woollen  cloth-wotkers  of  a  place  in  York- 
shire, complaining  that  their  goods  had 
been  driven  out  of  many  foreign  markets, 
and  were  losing  others,  through  the  ope* 
ration  of  the  Corn-laws ;  from  Halifaa ; 
from  female  inhabitants  of  the  West- 
Riding  of  Yorkshire ;  from  another  place 
in  Yorkshire,  representing  that  it  was  un- 
just to  pass  a  law  to  keep  up  the  price  of 
food,  when  it  was  not  possible  to  pass  a 
law  to  keep  up  wages ;  from  Yeddon,  and 
several  other  places. 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  reminded  the 
House,  that  he  had  presented  a  petition 
lately  which  had  been  rather  closely  scru- 
tinised. He  had  just  taken  up  one  of  the 
petitions  presented  by  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite—that which  purported  to  be  from 
certain  female  inhabitants  of    ■  and 

found  that  all  the  signatures  except  five 
had  crosses  attached  to  them.  Such  was 
the  way  in  which  these  petitions  were  got 
up.  Of  the  five  signatures  which  were 
without  crosses,  three  were  of  persona 
named  Wood^  in  the  same  handwriting : 
and  two,  Mary  Stockton  and  Elizabeth 
Stockton,  in  the  same  handwriting ;  with 
these  exceptk>tts,  all  the  signatures  had 
crosses. 

Earl  FitzwiUiam  thought,  that  this 
petition  ought  not  to  be  treated  so  lightly 
as  the  noble  Earl  had  treated  it.  The 
noUe  Earl  had  had  all  the  inestimable 
advantages  of  education,  and  so  had  the 
whole  of  their  Lordships,  but  would  it  be 
contended,  because  persons  in  the  humble 
station  of  life  of  the  petitioners  had  not 
all  these  advantages,  that  they  were  there- 
fore to  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  express* 
ing  their  opinions,  and  of  giving  vent  to 
their  feetiogs  I    Whatever  the  noble  Earl 
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might  suppose,  those  people,  although 
uneducated,  were  perfectly  capable  of 
feeliog  and  of  appreciating  the  operation 
of  a'  ]aw  which  seriously  injured  them. 
Individuals  in  elevated  stations  might 
look  down  with  a  contemptuous  eye  on 
those  poor  petitioners,  but  he  would  say, 
that  no  great  political  wisdom  was  mani- 
fested in  viewing  with  too  much  nicety 
the  flaws  or  errors  that  might  be  found  in 
such  petitions,  and  making  unfriendly 
comments  on  them.  If  the  noble  Earl 
could  show,  that  the  petitioners  had  no 
serious  evil  to  complain  of,  it  would  be 
more  to  the  purpose  for  him  to  undertake 
that  task,  than  to  make  observations  on 
the  ignorance  of  those  people.  The  noble 
Earl  had  challenged  observation.  [*'  No, 
no'*  from  the  Opposition  Benches,]  What! 
had  not  the  noble  Earl  challenged  obser* 
vation  by  the  course  which  he  had  taken  ? 
He  contended  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
challenged  observation  ;  but  the  fact  was, 
that  noble  Lords  did  not  like  observations 
of  this  kind  to  be  made ;  he  knew  very 
well  that  they  did  not;  they  were  not 
very  fond  of  hearing  comments  of  this 
kind  from  certain  Quarters.  If  noble 
Lords  were  displeased  at  the  ignorance  of 
the  people,  why  did  they  not  join  in  an 
endeavour  to  get  rid  of  that  ignorance  ? 
The  ignorance  of  the  people,  it  should  be 
remembered,  was  not  their  crime,  but  their 
misfortune. 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  dented  that  he 
had  alleged  anything  against  the  peti- 
tioners. What  he  meant  to  say  was  this, 
that,  with  the  exception  of  five  names,  all 
the  rest  were  crosses,  which  he  considered 
an  unprecedented  thing.  He  did  not 
say,  nor  insinuate,  that  the  poor  ought 
not  to  be  heard,  or  that  their  Lordships 
were  not  bound  to  hear  their  complaints, 
and,  if  possible,  to  redress  them.  When 
he  spoke  of  the  petition,  it  was  with  re- 
ference to  the  manner  in  which  it  was  got 
up.  With  the  exception  of  five,  there 
were  no  names  to  it,  and  how  could  they 
tell  in  what  manner,  or  by  whom,  the 
crosses  were  affixed  ? 

The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  congratulated 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  on  the  opportuni- 
ty which  he  had  taken  to  make  what  he 
would  call  a  clap-trap  speech,  a  flourish,  a 
sort  of  pompous  declamation,  th&t  would 
go  abroad  and  extend  the  notion  that  the 
Doble  Earl  was  a  very  great  advocate  for 
the  poorer  classes.  He  believed,  however^ 
that  there  were  many  noble  Lords  who. 


though  they  did  not  stand  forward  so 
prominently  as  the  noble  EarU  and  dif- 
fered from  him  in  opinion,  felt  as  deeply 
as  he  possibly  could  for  the  situation  of 
the  poor.  He  had  not  been  so  long  ia 
Parliament  as  the  noble  Earl,  and  possi- 
bly was  not  so  well  acquainted  with  its 
usages,  but  he  believed  that  it  was  no 
uncommon  thing  to  take  up  a  petition 
that  was  said  to  express  the  opinion  of  a 
large  body  of  the  people,—  and,  coming 
from  a  large  body  or  the  people,  must  be 
supposed  to  carry  with  it  a  certain  degree 
of  weight,— for  the  purpose  of  seeing,  i^ 
an  inspection  of  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  prepared,  what  importance  ought  to 
be  attached  to  it.  It  was  certainly  their 
duty  to  consider  the  sufferings  of  the 
people,  to  attend  to  their  complaints,  and 
to  alleviate  their  distress;  but  while  he 
allowed  that  principle  in  its  widest  extent, 
they  surely  might  be  permitted  to  judge  of 
the  degree  of  weight  which  ought  to  be 
attached  to  those  petitions,  with  reference 
to  the  education  of  the  parties  ftrom  whom 
they  came.  They  regretted  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  persons  who  signed 
these  petitions  were  not  educated  as  well 
as  their  Lordships  themselves.  But  in 
the  course  of  presentation  of  those  pett* 
tions  for  the  last  three  or  four  nights  the 
noble  Earl  had  continually  addressed  that 
House  with  the  view  of  bringing  on  a 
debate  on  incidental  points  of  the  whole 
subject.  [Earl  FitzwiUiam. — '*  I  did  not 
begin  it.'j—  which  might  tend,  as  be 
thought,  to  place  his  case  before  the  pqb« 
lie  in  a  better  position  ;  but,  a  great  part 
of  the  noble  EarPs  statement  was  very 
doubtful  and  debateable,  whilst  one  point 
of  the  subject,  which  was  not  doubtful  or 
debateable,  the  noble  Earl  blinked  totallTy 
and  that  was,  that  the  object  he  bad  in 
view  was  that  of  ultimately  giving  to  this 
county  a  fixed  duty  on  corn,  and  not  « 
sliding  duty,  and  the  noble  Earl  hoped  in 
these  incidental  debates  to  be  able  to 
convince  the  people  that  a  fixed  dnty  was 
not  any  duty  at  all. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  May  13,  1841. 

MxvoTM.]  PetUUmi  |iwi«tcd.  By  Sir  C.  Gicr«  fkom 
North  «m1  South  Shiekb,  for  an  Inquiry  Into  the  appHoh 
tioD  of  ToDi  levied  by  the  CoipotBtioii  of  WiiimmliU|iM 
Tyne^-By  Mr.  IMm*»  Mr.  Rnndle^  Mr.  H.  BeiMf^* 
Mr.  Struttt  Cotacl  Salwey,  and  odier  hon.  Memben^ 
ftgm  LMdh  Qknomtft  JHiijt  woA  ottNr  pUmii  Ibr  Uw 
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CoffnuMBt  propoaitkm  for  the  Alteratioii  of  the  Import 
Duties.— By  Mr.  M.  PhilOpi,  Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  CoUinfl* 
Mr.  DcBBtatmiD,  Mr.  W.  Evan*.  Mr.  Winmihani*  and 
ottiar  I10&  MMnberv.  Ann  Maneheiter,  CamuirClien* 
North  Derbyshire»  Chohire,  Ottley,  Leeds,  snd  many 
other  places,  ftnr  the  entire  Abolltioo  of  the  Corn-laws. 


The  EarIi  of  Cardigan.]  Mr.  Muntz 
fo$e  to  make  tbe  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  in  refereoce  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Earl  of  Cardigan,  as  Colonel  of  the 
lltbHnssan. 

Lord  J.  Rtusell  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his  mo- 
lion  that  efening* 

Mr.  Muntz  was  very  sorry  that  he 
eould  not  comply  with  the  noble  Lord's 
leqwest,  as  be  was  extremely  anxious  to 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible,  and  particularly 
to  do  so  before  a  dissolution  could  take 
place.     He  begged  on  the  outset  to  dis- 
claim all  personal  feeling  towards    the 
noble  Lord  whom  his  motion  had  regard  to ; 
in  fact,  he  knew  nothing  personally  of  the 
noble  Lord,  never  having  even  seen  him. 
He  wonld  not  have  brought  forward  the 
subject  at  all,  but  that  he  had  been  urged 
by  many  parties  to  do  so  for  some  weeks 
past.    Why  they  selected  him,  he  knew 
not,  unless  it  was  that  they  were  aware  of 
bin  being  nncoonected  with  any  party, 
and  independent  of  all  men.     He  had 
waited  for  some  weeks  in  hopes  that  some 
Met  Member  of  that  House  would  take 
Ibe  matter  in  band,  but,  finding  that  such 
was  not  tbe  case,  and  feeling  that  it  ought 
net  to  be  pot  ofif  any  longer,  he  was 
obliged  to  take  it  op  himself.     He  hoped 
Ibal  in  doing  so  the  House  would  not 
consider  that  he  was  the  Friend  of  dis- 
order, or  the  enemy  of  discipline.    On 
the  contrary,  no  man  had  a  higher  sense 
of  tbe  necessity  of  preserving  tbe  disci- 
pline of  the  army  than  himself.     But  he 
wae  assured  that  the  present  questions  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  discipline  of  the 
army*     They  were  altogether  of  a  private 
natnie,  bnt  at  the  same  time  of  such  a 
character  as  to  have  disgusted  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  community.  The  immediate 
canse  of  his  motion  was,  the  flogging  of  a 
man  on  the  Sabbath-day,  but  be  would 
not  have  considered  even  that  a  sufficient 
justification  for  his  interference,  was  it  not 
that  that  was  but  the  last  of  a  series  of 
misdeeds  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl, 
which  made  it  impossible  to  believe,' that 
there  was  not  something  more  culpable 
Iban  neglect  on  his  part.    He  understood 


that  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  the  noble 
Earl  had  marched  the  men  out  of  the 
riding    school   immediately  after   divine 
service,  for  the  express  purpose  of  having 
a  place  fixed  for  the  punishment  of  the 
private,  and  that  the  punishment  took 
place  on  the  very  spot  where  the  clergy- 
man had  read  the  church  service  a  few 
minutes  previously;  the  men  being  marched 
back  again  to  witness    the  proceeding. 
Now  he  was  always  opposed  to  flogging 
in  the  army ;  he  thought  it,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, very  objectionable ;  and  par- 
ticularly so  as  inflicted  upon  Englishmen. 
In  the  French  and  Prussian  armies  this 
species  of  punishment  was  not  inflicted, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be 
abolished  in  tbe  English  army  also.      But 
admitting  even  that  this  punishment  was 
necessary,  surely  there  could  be  no  neces- 
sity for  its  being  inflicted  on  the  Sabbath- 
day  ;  or  if  there  was  some  cogent  reason 
for  inflicting  it  on  this  day,  on  the  present 
occasion,  the  public  should  be  made  ac« 
quainted  with  the  fact;   and  the  noble 
Earl  ought  to  be  glad  of  an  opportunity 
of  justi^ing  his  conduct  in  their  eyes. 
There  was  a  general  feeling  amongst  the 
public  of  the  existence  of  favouritism  at 
the   Horse   Guards,  in   reference  to  the 
noble  Lord    in    command  of   the    Uth 
Hussars;   and   the  impression  prevailed 
that  the  conduct  of  the  authorities,  in  re- 
gard to  that  regiment,  was  very  different 
to  what  it  would  have  been,  under  the 
circumstances,  towards  any  other  regiment 
in  the  service.     This  was  not  as  it  should 
be,  for  the  public  ought  to  have  reason  to 
believe,  that  in  the  army,  as  in  other  de- 
partments of  the  State,  whether  a  man 
was  noble  or  not,  he  was  subject  to  the 
same  laws  as  others.    One  great  point, 
however,  which  went  to  confirm  the  im- 
pression of  the  public  as  to  undue  favour- 
itism towards  the  Earl  of  Cardigan,  was 
the  fact  that  one  of  the  Captain  Reynolds 
was  permitted  to  enjoy  a  long  leave  of 
absence  on  full  pay,  under  the  promise 
also  that  he  should  never  again  be  called 
upon  to  serve  under  the  Earl  of  Cardigan : 
and  this  he  thought  was  very  strone  pre« 
sumptive  evidence  of  acknowledged  mis* 
conauct  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl; 
The  fact  was,  that  the  noble  Earl,  with 
many    excellent   (j^ualities,    appeared    to 
labour  under  a  failing  which  rendered  him 
totally  unfit  to  command  others ;  and  that 
was  a  total  want  of  command  over  his  own 
tempert     NoW|  to  give  a  few  iodtaDces  of 
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the  way  in  which  Lord  CardigaD  had 
managed  the  regiment  under  his  com- 
mandt  he  would  beg  to  read  to  the  House 
a  few  plain  fceta :  —  In  two  yean,  the 
regiment  being  350  strong,  the  Earl  of 
Cardigan  had  held  105  Courts*martial. 
In  the  same  two  years  he  punished  in  the 
defaakers*  list  upwards  of  700  men.  Dur« 
ing  the  same  periodi  90  men  were  placed 
in  Canterbury  gaol.  During  twenty  years 
ia  India,  the  regiment  was  700  strong, 
and  the  punishments  less  than  during  the 
two  years  under  the  command  of  the  Earl 
of  Csrdtffao.  During  his  command  for 
one  month,  there  were  more  Courts-mar- 
tial and  mote  men  defaulters  than  in  the 
preceding  twelve  months*  In  a  foUowinff 
sb  months  that  be  had  not  the  eommancl, 
there  were  only  two  Courts-martial.  He 
refused  Captain  Reynolds  leave  of  ab- 
sence which  he  had  previously  given,  on 
tbe  ground  that  the  verdict  of  a  court- 
martiali  of  which  Captain  Reynolds  was 
president,  was  contrary  to  his  wishes.  He 
frequently  gave  the  lie  to  officers  when 
on  duty  before  tbe  men.  Now,  when 
a  comiMinding  officer  gave  a  subordinate 
officer  the  lie  in  face  of  the  regiment, 
be  would  leave  it  to  Gentlemen  to  say 
what  a  man  was  to  do  ?  If  he  did  any- 
thing be  could  only  cut  him  down  with 
hm  sword,  and  then  be  shot  for  it. 
He  (Mr.  Muntz)  would  not  detain  tbe 
House  longer.  All  he  would  say  in 
eooclosion  was»  that  if  he  were  placed  in 
Lord  Cardigan's  situation,  he  should  court 
inquiry ;  and  if  tbe  noble  Lord  did  not  so 
court  inquiry,  there  was  the  better  ground 
to  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  inquiry 
was  necessary*  He  had  no  alternative, 
therefore,  but  to  move,  in  the  terms  of  his 
notice, 

'  **  That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  praying  her  Majesty  to  institute 
an  inquiry  iMo  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
the  Earl  of  Cardigan,  during  his  command  of 
the  Eleventh  Hussars,  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining  how  far  such  conduct  has  rendered 
him  unfit  to  remain  in  her  Majesty's  service .*' 

Mr.  MacoMla^  hoped  to  be  able,  in  a 
iew  minutes,  to  state  to  the  House  suffi- 
cient grounds  for  dissenting  from  the  mo- 
tion of  tbe  hon.  Member.  His  first  obfeo** 
lion  was  a  very  obvious  one*  It  was  a 
constitmiottal  otajection*  He  believed  that 
tbe  hon.  QeDtleman  himself  would  admit, 
Ibat  while  there  was  no  prerogative  of  tbe 
Crown  wbieb  that  House  was  not  entitled 
10  ofitt  iu  advice  upon,  yet  it  wasBecee* 


sary  that,  in  offisHng  advioe  on  such 
points,  it  should  be  guided  by  a  very  sound 
discretion.  Indeed,  none  but  ilie  most 
imperious  reasons,  in  the  most  extreme 
cases,  could  warrant  such  interference 
with  the  royal  prerogative;  and  he  be- 
lieved that,  above  all  other  prerogatives, 
in  all  well-organiaed  Slates,  the  contrel  of 
the  army,  and  the  awarding  of  gurnards 
and  punishments  to  military  men,  were 
considered  most  exclusively  to  belong  to 
the  supreme  executive  authority ;  and  tbal 
such  matters  ought  not  to  be  submitted  to 
large  popular  assemblies  of  men,  wim 
were  too  apt  to  be  influenced  by  party  and 
factious  impulse.  He  did  not  deny,  how- 
everi  that  there  might  be  extreme  oases  in 
which  such  interference  would  be  prudeni 
and  proper ;  bot  be  did  not  think  that  the 
present  was  a  case  of  that  kind.  He 
thought  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  not  to  counsel  her  Majesty  U»  follow 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member  in  the  pre- 
sent  case,  whether  that  advice  were  oon« 
curred  in  by  Parliament  or  not.  With 
respect  to  the  particular  occurrence  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  bad  referred,  be 
bad  not  besitatedf  on  a  former  occaskm, 
to  express  the  opinion  he  entertained  of 
the  conduct  of  tbe  noble  Earl  on  that 
occasion ;  but  he  must  say,  that  whatevet 
might  be  the  faults  of  the  noUe  Earl,  be 
consklered  bim  as  one  of  the  most  unfor^ 
tunate  men  of  the  present  time.  Into  the 
merits  and  demerits  of  tbe  noble  Earl's 
conduct,  however,  he  would  not  go  at 
present,  but,  viewing  that  conduct  in 
whatever  light  it  mi^t  deserve,  be  eCaU 
said,  that  the  present  motion  was  highly 
objcctmnable,  because,  in  all  matters  of 
this  kind,  they  should  be  guided  by  ge* 
neral  rulM ;  they  should  beware  bow  they 
hastened  to  take  advantage  of  the  unpopu- 
larity of  an  individual,  to  introduce  a  piC- 
cedent  which,  if  once  establbbed,  would 
lead  to  the  meet  fatal  effecU  to  the  whole 
of  our  military  system,  and  work  a  grant 
injustice  to  all  officers  in  ber  Mi\|estf'e 
service.  What  wee  the  case  of  officers  ia 
the  army  ?  They  bought  their  comnMS' 
sioos  at  a  high  price,  the  interest  of  which 
would  be  very  nearly  eqoal  to  the  pay 
they  received;  they  devoted  the  best  ytara 
of  their  lives  to  the  service,  were  liaUe  to 
be  sent  to  all,  and  even  to  tbe  meet  no« 
healthy  parU  of  the  globe^  when  thmt 
health,  and  sometimes  their  livee,  fell  n 
sacrifice.  Now,  was  it  to  be  expected  that 
oeo  of  spirit  end  bonomr  would  eooscttt 
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to  enter  this  ainrice^  if  they  had  not,  at 
leasts  some  degree  of  security  of  the  per- 
maaeace  of  their  lituatioof.  GertaiDly  ooe 
of  thoae  fecuritiea  was,  that  no  officer 
shoold  be  deprived  of  his  commission,  ex- 
cept by  sentence  of  a  court-martial.  There 
might  certainly  be  exceptions;  ast  for  in- 
slance»  where  an  officer  had  done  some- 
tbing  which  was  cognizable  by  court-mar^ 
tialy  bul  there  were  strong  reasons  why  a 
proceeding  of  that  sort  should  not  be 
adopted.  But  to  charge  an  officer  by  an 
ex  poiryoetojproceeding,  without  a  court- 
martial,  and  of  a  nature  not  cognizable  by 
firUte  of  the  Mutiny  Act*  would  lead  to 
a  great  injostioe,  and  a  most  fatal  uncer- 
tainty in  our  whole  military  system.  If 
some  part  of  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  were  true ;  if  the  fact  of  the 
Bflri  of  Cardigan  having  given  the  lie  to 
one  of  the  officers  at  the  head  of  his  regi- 
ment had  been  represented  to  the  proper 
military  aathorities,  notice  would  have 
been  immediately  taken  of  it.  He  could 
only  say,  that  he  never  heard  the  smallest 
whisper  of  such  a  practice.  With  regard 
to  the  unhappy  event  of  the  flogging  on 
the  Sunday,  be  believed  that  no  person 
acquainted  with  the  military  law  of  this 
GiMintry  would  be  of  opinion  that  that 
was  an  act  on  which,  however  flagrant  it 
might  be  considered,  as  a  breach  of  deco- 
rum, which  a  court-martial  would  condemn 
aa  a  breach  of  military  law.  That  opinion 
leettd  on  the  antboritv  of  Lord  Hill,  the 
Adjutant-General,  and  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, who  said  that,  however  great  the 
iodaoovom  might  be  of  an  act  not  included 
ia  the  Artielea  of  War»  or  the  Mutiny  Acti 
or  the  regulations  of  the  army,  it  must  be 
looked  on  aa  a  eat/us  omusici,  which  could 
only  aabject  an  officer  to  a  reprimand  by 
general  order,  and  thus  be  raised  to  an 
offence  which,  in  future,  would  make  the 
party  guilty  of  it  liable  to  court  martial. 
As  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Oentle* 
man,  for  erecting  that  House  into  a  penal 
oonrt  of  inqoiry»  he  must  protest  against 
it  as  a  species  of  tribunal,  dangerous  and 
iwvohitiooary*  It  would  make  that  House, 
wbicfa  had  not  the  power  to  administer  an 
oath  to  witnessest  or  punish  them  if  they 
peavaricitady  a  oourt  for  passing  a  sen- 
leaco^  which  might  ruin  a  poor  man  in  the 
abapa  of  a  pecuniary  fine»  or  in  attaching 
a  acigma  to  hie  name  almost  worse  than 
death  itself.  With  regard  to  the  part 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  on  this 
(|iieation|  be  defied  ai^y.  Gentleman  to 


imagine  any  motive  which  he  could  h»ve 
beyond  a  regard  to  the  performance  of 
the  duties  of  his  office,  and  a  regard  for 
the  interests  of  the  service,  in  speaking  as 
he  had  done  in  behalf  of  a  man  with  whom 
he  had  never  had  the  slightest  personal 
communication,  whom  he  did  not  know 
by  sight,  and  with  regard  to  whom  every- 
thing that  he  did  know— -apart  from  the 
unfortunate  circumstances  with  which  his 
name  had  been  mixed  up— *led  him  to 
think  he  was  a  decided  opponent  of  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
and  of  the  party  to  which  he  was  at« 
tached. 

Lord  G.  Lennox  was  anxious  to  allude 
to  one  statement  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated,  that  the  Earl  of 
Cardigan  had  given  the  lie  direct  to  one 
of  his  officers.  That  statement  he  would 
take  upon  himself  to  say  was  not  founded 
in  fact.  On  only  one  occasion,  and  then 
not  at  the  head  of  his  regiment,  but  in 
the  dinner  room,  had  aoroething  of  the 
nature  alluded  to  taken  place.  But  the 
hon.  Member  had  no  right  to  bring  that 
forward^  because  the  matter  had  been  ar- 
ranged in  a  manner  satiafactory  to  the 
feelings  of  both  parties.  The  officer, 
who  had  received  a  reply  in  a  moment  of 
irritation,  which  he  (Lord  G.  Lennox)  ad- 
mitted ought  never  to  have  been  given, 
had  subsequently  received  a  satisfactory 
explanation  from  the  Earl  of  Cardigan — 
an  explanation  which  was  equally  honour- 
able to  the  noble  Earl  who  had  giren  it, 
and  to  the  officer  who  had  received  it. 
The  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  the  re- 
turns of  the  number  of  punishments  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  regiment  since  it 
had  been  under  the  command  of  the  Earl 
of  Cardigan.  He  (Lord  George  Lennox) 
knew  not  what  those  punishmenta  were, 
but  he  did  know  when  regiments  returned 
to  the  United  Kingdom,  after  an  absence 
of  twenty  years  in  India,  soldiers  were 
in  the  habit  of  squandering  their  money, 
and  that  the  discipline  of  regiments  return- 
ing from  foreign  stations  was,  generally 
speaking,  mora  lax  than  that  of  Kgimeota- 
which  had  passed  the  same  period  at 
home.  After  all»  the  onW  reason  urged 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  his  motion  was» 
that  the  Earl  of  Cardigan  had  flogged  a 
man  on  a  Sunday,  for  all  hia  other  acta 
had  been  approved  by  the  Horse  Ouardst 
and  if  anything  wrong  had  been  done  they 
were  the  proper  people  to  be  blamed^  ^p 
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man  regretted  that  circuinttaiice  more 
than  he  (Lord  Lennox)  did :  no  man  he 
was  sure  regretted  it  more  than  the  Earl 
of  Cardigan  himself.  It  was  done  from 
DO  bad  motive,  and  probably  without 
thought.  He  would  ask  the  House  if  any 
other  commanding  oflBcer  had  been  guilty 
of  this  act|  nay,  if  the  captain  of  a  man  of 
war  had  committed  it,  would  it  ever  have 
been  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; he  ventured  to  say  the^  would 
never  have  heard  of  it.  He  mamtained 
that  the  Earl  of  Cardigan  had  been,  and 
was  still  an  abused  man.  Had  he  nut 
been  the  Earl  of  Cardigan,  the  press 
would  never  have  raised  the  cry  it  did. 
He  would  never  have  had  the  names  of 
tyrant  and  of  worse  than  a  convicted  felon 
applied  to  him.  Again,  the  Earl  of  Car- 
digan had  been  hardly  used  bv  bringing 
him  before  a  penal  tribunal  for  aoing  what 
no  British  officer  could  help  doing.  Offi- 
cers in  the  army  were  in  a  most  awkward 
and  trying  situation  with  respect  to  duels. 
If  they  resented  an  insult,  they  were  liable 
to  fine  and  imprisonment ;  and  if  they  did 
not  resent  an  insult,  they  were  dismissed 
from  the  service.  He  knew  a  case  in 
which  a  difference  having  arisen  between 
an  officer  and  a  civilian,  the  former  was 
removed  from  the  army,  though  four  shots 
had  been  exchanged,  because  he  was  sup- 
posed not  to  have  taken  sufficiently  early 
notice  of  the  offence.  The  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  would,  he  was  sure,  con- 
firm the  statement  which  be  had  made,  as 
he  was  cognisant  of  the  transaction.  Al- 
though he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Earl  of 
Cardigan  would  be  most  happy  to  have 
the  whole  subject  inquired  into,  yet  he 
oust  resist  the  motion,  as  no  grounds 
were  adduced  to  support  it. 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  must  be  allowed  to 
wnj  that,  when  the  rank  of  the  officer  was 
iaid  to  be  the  ground  for  attack,  he  could 
not  help  recollecting  that  officers  who  did 
not  stand  in  so  favourable  a  position,  who 
had  purchased  their  commissions  and  spent 
the  prime  of  their  lives  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, were  dismissed  the  service  without 
any  displav  of  that  cherishing  leniency 
which  bad  neen  vouchsafed  to  Lord  Car- 
digan. It  was  hard  that  such  men, 
placed  nnder  the  command  of  an  officer 
whose  temper  seemed  to  be  incorrigible, 
ahoold  be  driven  to  acts  which  deprived 
this  country  of  their  service,  and  visited 
them  with  a  sentence  of  disgrace  by  court- 
IMTtialf    Ha  aboald  aopport  the  motioo* 


Sir  H.  Vivim  said,  that  be  did  not  wish 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  nor  did  be 
wish  to  conceal  his  unqualified  disapproval 
of  Lord  Cardigan's  conduct  in  case  of  the 
soldier  that  was  flogged  on  Sunday ;  but, 
from  a  conversation  which  he  had  with 
Lord  Cardigan  upon  the  subject,  be  was 
sure  that  his  Lordship's  conduct  in  that 
transaction  arose  from  an  error  in  judg* 
men! ;  and  Lord  Cardigan  had  authorised 
him  to  express  to  the  House  his  deep  ne- 
gret  that  he  should  have  been  led  by  an 
error  of  judgment  to  the  commission  of 
such  an  act — and  to  express  the  hope  that 
no  Member  of  that  House  would  attribata 
to  him  the  wish  to  be  guilty  of  nay  act  of 
an  inhuman  character  from  any  other  mo* 
tive  than  erroneously  believing  it  to  be  m 
the  fulfilment  of  his  duty.  With  respect 
to  the  charge  of  having  given  the  lie  to  an 
officer,  he  did  not  admit  that  any  aoch  oe« 
eurrence  had  taken  place.  Soratthiog 
had  certainly  occurred  in  a  room  which 
required  an  explanation  at  tho  tiose  bt* 
tween  Lord  Cardigan  and  an  oflfeer  of  Ilia 
regiment,  but  the  matter  was  aatiafactorily 
settled  by  that  explanation.  If  it  had  not 
been  so  settled,  and  that  a  complaint  bad 
been  made  to  the  Horse  Guards  of  Load 
Cardigan  having  given  auch  an  of*eBC0^ 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  Loid  WH 
would  have  aeen  justice  done  by  bringing^ 
the  matter  before  m  coort-BsurtiaL  Ho 
again  expressed  to  the  Hoose,  oo  ike  pati 
of  Lord  Cardigan,  that  noble  Lord'a  oeep 
reffret  for  the  error  into  which  he  IumI 
fallen. 

Colonel  Vemer  loae  to  confim  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  oppoaile 
(Lord  George  Lennox)  as  to  an  officer 
having  been  obliged  to  quit  the  aervioe  lor 
not  having  taken  notice  m  proper  liaae  of 
an  offence  given  to  him  by  a  dvihan,  al« 
though  he  went  oat  arith  hia  opBoaenf, 
and  they  fired  four  ahots  each,  liie  way 
in  which  he  was  removed  from  the  eervica 
was,  that  it  waa  ialimatad  to  him  that  ha 
had  permission  to  sell  oat  and  qait  the 
service. 

Mr.  Ewari  said,  that  his  right  boa. 
Friend,  in  rcaisting  lhisiBOiioa,coaehMled 
in  a  way  which  wwld  aeem  to  jastHV  ia» 
quiry;  for  he  ioauled,  that  dmdeUeaey 
of  feeling  and  high  soirit  of  Biiliah  officers 
should  be  kept  aacrea  by  that  Hoan  aad 
the  country.  Seeiof>  then,  that  tbeaa 
had  been  injured  <—ao  far  as  they  Iwd  aay 
means  of  judging  of  the  fact*--lie  asaia* 
taiaed  that  a  caaa  waa  mada  Ml  fcr  hn 
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testigBtfon.  Tboagh  there  was  no  foon- 
dation  for  saying,  that  Lord  Cardigan 
gave  the  lie  to  an  officer  at  the  head  of  his 
regiment,  he  had  been  confessedly  gailty 
of  an  offence  akin  to  it.  Should  the  hon. 
Mover  offer  to  prove  the  former  assertion, 
was  not  an  accusation  so  deeply  affecting 
the  character  of  the  noble  Lord  worthy  of 
ioqairy?  The  noble  Earl  confessed  to 
an  error  of  judgment  in  one  case.  Were 
tbey  not  to  inquire  whether  there  were  not 
other  errors  of  judgment  also  committed  ? 
The  noble  Earl  was  defended  on  the 
gvoond  of  being  a  much  abused  man. 
How  was  this  assertion  to  be  proved  but 
by  inqairy?  Feeling  that  that  inquiry 
was  doe  equally  to  the  army  and  to  the 
noble  Lord,  he  should  vote  for  the  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  Wdrburton,  after  the  apology  of- 
fend by  Lord  Cardigan  for  the  case  of 
flogging  (which  he  had  always  considered 
the  noble  Earl's  lightest  offence),  should 
not  say  a  word  on  that  subject.  He  re- 
neoibered  quoting,  on  a  former  night.  Sir 
J.  Maodonald's  address  to  the  officers  of 
the  eleventh  hussars,  in  which  he  charac- 
terised the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
sMBe  such  words  as  these,  **  that  it  xen- 
derrd  the  regiment  unfit  for  service  at 
hone  or  abroad."  He  (Mr.  Warburton), 
then  expressed  an  opinion  that  if  the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Earl  was  such  as  to 
radvee  the  regiment  to  a  state  of  disorder, 
it  waefittiag,  that  the  Horse-guards  should 
iittlitoKa  an  inquiry.  For  what  did  the 
pnbiie  contribute  to  the  cost  of  a  regiment, 
if  it  were  not,  that  either  at  home  or 
abroad,  it  should  be  in  a  soldier-like  con- 
ditioB  ?  But  were  the  public  to  pay  for 
a  legiment  whose  conduct  had  been  cha- 
racterised in  such  terms,  and  yet  all  in* 
qoiry  stopped  into  the  demeanour  of  the 
iteatmaat-^olonel  by  the  commander-in 
chief?  He  coold  not  understand  that 
doctrine.  On  the  last  occasion  he  ad- 
draised  the  House,  a  gallant  Member  op- 
pedte,  and  the  right  hon.  Secretary  at 
War,  denied,  that  he  quoted  the  words  of 
the  address  correctly.  If  he  had  known 
the  present  motion  'were  coming  on  that 
evening,  he  should  have  taken  care  to 
briog  the  docnmeat  with  him.  The  words 
wbith  he  intended  lo  have  read  amounted 
he  believed,  to  this,  that  the  discipline  of 
the  regiment  had  been  materially  affected 
by  tbe  condaet  of  the  commanding  officer. 
lo  justioe  to  the  pnblic,  then,  and  to  the 
ofiMev-teaponaibw  for  the  discipline  qf  the 


army,  this  inquiry  ought  to  be  entered 
upon. 

Viscount  Howkk  retained  the  opinion 
he  had  formerly  expressed,  that  it  would 
have  been  for  the  advantage  of  the  service 
if  an  inquiry  had  taken  place  at  an  ear« 
lier  period  by  order  of  the  Commander-in 
chief.  Still  he  was  not  prepared  to  con- 
cur in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  on  the  ground  stated  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  ilie  Secretary  at  War-* 
that  although  that  House  had  undoubtedly 
the  right  of  advising  the  Crown  as  to  the 
exercise  of  its  power  over  the  army,  as  of 
all  its  other  prerogatives,  still  that  right 
should  be  exercised  with  the  greatest  cau- 
tion, and  only  in  extreme  cases.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  sufficient  ground  for 
exercising  their  power  in  the  present  in- 
stance. He  could  not,  however,  help  ad- 
ding, that  he  greatly  regretted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Secretary  at  War, 
had  pushed  his  opposition  to  this  motion 
so  far  as  to.  make  a  statement  not  at  all 
called  for  by  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  which,  if  unnoticed,  might  lead  to 
very  serious  inconvenience— namely,  that 
no  officer  of  the  British  army  ought  to  be 
removed  from  his  commission,  unless  he 
were  guilty  of  some  offence  of  which  a 
court-martial  would  take  cognizance. 
That  was  a  proposition  to  which  he  en- 
tirely demurred  ;  and,  he  was  quite  sure, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  opposite,  who 
was  formerly  Secretary  at  War  (Sir  H. 
Hardinge),  would  concur  with  him  in 
thinking,  that  the  Crown  had  the  prerog- 
ative, and  sometimes  exercised  it,  of  re- 
moving officers  from  their  commissions^ 
even  when  no  distinct  and  specific  offence 
could  be  charged  against  them.  An  offi- 
cer might  show  himself  generally  unfit  for 
command  —  incapable  of  performing  the 
important  duties  of  his  situation — and  it 
would  then  become  the  duty  of  the  ad- 
visers of  the  Crown  to  remove  him.  That 
necessity  was  not  removed  by  the  circum« 
stance,  that  the  officer  might  have  pur- 
chased his  commission,  for  the  Crown  had 
the  means  of  obviating  that  difficulty,  by 
giving  him  permission  (o  sell  out.  That 
was  a  course  which  it  was  by  no  means 
unusual  for  the  Horse-guards  to  adopt, 
where  an  officer  was  unfit  for  the  duties  of 
his  command. 

Sir  j4.  Dahrymple  advised  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Bridport,  when  next  he  ven- 
tured to  state  the  substance  of  a  memo- 
randoroi  not  to  come  without  a  book.   He 
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look  Um  liberty -of  cootrodieting  theaMor* 
tion  when  the  faon.  Member  made  it  before. 
There  could  have  beeo  no  each  memoran- 
dam  iiiaed  from  the  Horse^guardt,  as 
Lord  Cardigan  would  not  hafe  been  per* 
milled  to  remain  at  the  head  of  the  regi- 
ment. 

Colonel  Salwey  considered  it  his  doty 
-—his  painful  duty->to  support  the  motion. 
He  considered  the  conduct  of  Ix»rd  Car* 
digan  calculated  to  promote,  not  only 
disaffection,  but  disgust,  in  the  ranks  of 
the  British  army.  The  case  at  Hountlow 
was  wholly  unprecedented  within  his  me- 
mory, and  he  had  served  thirty  years  in 
the  army.  It  proved  the  commander 
wanting  in  judgment  and  discretion,  and^ 
therefore,  unfit  for  such  a  position  in  the 
service  as  he  held.  No  one  had  been 
bold  enough  during  that  debate,  to  say, 
that  the  11  th  Hussars  had  not  been  found 
fault  with  by  the  Horse-guards.  He 
should  read  Sir  J.  Macdonald's  address  to 
the  regiment :— « 

<*The  commanding  officer  of  the  It  th  Has» 
tars  ahoald  feel,  that  he  has  an  arduooi  doty 
to  perform ;  that  be  has  not  only  to  command 
ana  form  for  service  a  body  of  soldiers  nearly 
newly  raised,  and  entireiy  re-mounted  and 
equipped,  but  a  corps  of  omcers  either  recently 
retarned  from  service  in  a  tropical  climate,  in 
which  the  habits  and  customs  of  the  senrice, 
must  differ  from  those  In  European  service,  or 
who  have  been  but  a  short  time  in  the  army. 
He  shook!  view  their  erron  with  indulgent 
moderation,  particularly  if  he  should  not  have 
reason  m  believe,  as  the  General  commanding 
in  chief  feels  confident  he  will  not,  that  the 
errors  are  to  be  attributed  to  wilAil  disobedi* 
enee,  insnbordtnation,  or  disrespect  of  bis  au« 
thorilv.  He  should  never  forgel|  that  those 
plaeeu  under  his  command  are  so  by  the  grant 
to  them  of  the  commissions  of  our  gracious 
Sovereign  as  well  as  to  himself,  are  officers  in 
the  service  of  her  Majesty,  gentlemen  of  edu- 
cation as  well  as  himself,  under  the  protection 
of  her  most  gracious  Majesty,  of  the  authori- 
ties of  the  antiy  and  of  the  law,  as  long  as 
they  perform  their  duty,  and  conduct  them« 
selves  u  oAceie  and  as  gentlemen  ought.  He 
most  recolleott  that  it  is  expected  from  him 
not  only  to  exercise  the  military  command 
over  this  regiment,  but  to  give  an  example  of 
moderation,  temper,  and  discretion,  blended 
with  the  sealous  activity  and  ability  for  which 
he  Is  noted,  which  will  tend  to  form  others  to 
be  able  hereafter  to  perform  the  hi^h  duties, 
which,  in  the  oourse  of  their  peofomtoual  lifo, 
each  of  those  placed  under  his  oommandt  may 
he  callsd  upoa  hereafter  to  perform." 

He  should  only  further  say,  that  any 
nsa»  who  voted  for  this  inquiry  perferned 
at  act  of  friendship  to  iha  wowe  Earl. 


Mr.  fFarinr/oii  said,  be  had  fiMiid  tha 
passaga  to  which  be  alluded,  and  whether 
it  made  entirely  for,  or  partly  agaiaet  him, 
he  thought  It  hot  fair  to  read  it  to  the 
House  :«^ 

^  But  the  General  commanding-in-chief 
fedt,  that  he  shoohi  only  deceive  the  officers 
of  the  11  th  Huisars,  if  he  did  not  appriM  them 
of  hii  opinion*  that  the  proceedings  of  the  lale 
general  court-martial,  and  the  various  disputes 
amongst  themselves,  complainu  and  instances 
of  disobedience,  insubordination,  and  disre- 
spect, towards  the  commanding  officer  recorded 
therein,  as  well  as  in  the  correspondence  with 
the  Adjutant-general,  at  the  Horse-guardv, 
most  attract  the  serious  attention  of  bis  Royal 
Highness,  their  colenel,  her  MaiMy  the 
Queen,  her  servants,  and  the  public  in  geae» 
ral ;  and  it  is  impossible,  that  it  should  not  be 
felt,  that  the  lltn  Hussars  is  not  in  the  state 
in  which  a  regiment  oueht  to  be,  in  order  to 
afford  ground  for  confidence  that  ft  would,  in 
quarters,  or  in  the  field,  at  home  or  alMoad, 
render  the  efficient  service  which  mi|lit  he  ex* 
peoted  from  a  body  of  ao»<omaMssmuad  oA» 
cars  and  soldiefs  so  well  trained  and  dissa> 
plined  in  the  performance  of  their  duty  as 
light  cavalry,  in  such  good  order,  and  uo^ 
formly  so  well  conducted  in  their  barraclis  and 
quarters  ;  and  tliis  on  account  of  the  lament- 
able disputes  and  differences  among  the  ofll* 
eeis,  their  disrespeet  to  their  coaMMUMNug 
officer,  their  disobadisnee  and  ii 
Uoo;' 


Mr*  Hmm$  ioquiiod,  whelkar  it  waa  .^w, 
aa  had  been  stated,  that  Gaplaan  Mmi 
Williams  Bayaolda  had  got  two  or  tbiaa 
yeara*  leava  of  ahaeaoa  with  tha  u»de» 
alandittg,  that  be  shoald  ool  ba  apda 
called  on  to  serve  undor  Load  Cardigan, 
00  oonditloQ  of  withdiawiag  hie  request 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  out  of  the  rsgimaal. 
He  also  wished  to  know  if  hMvaof  abaenoa 
had  been  granted  to  On  Saadon,  of  tha 
llth  Huesaiat 

Mr*  MttooMlaif  had  not  expected  those 
quealioQS  to  be  poty  and,  thereibra,  ba  «aa 
unable  to  give  so  detailed  aa  answer  aa 
might  oth^wisa  have  been  expected*  Ha 
could  state*  however,  from  a  eenversatioo 
he  had  lately  had  with  the  Adjutant* 
general*  that  the  bote  with  mwct  to 
Captain  Reynolds  stood  thna.  Whea  the 
regiment  came  from  India,  Captain  J* 
Reynolds  applied  for  leave  to  go  So  Iha 
Military  College.  Tha  applieatioa  was 
referred  to  Lord  Cardigan;  but  as  the 
regiment  was  then  not  in  a  high  stale  of 
discipline,  and  short  of  captaioe,  leave  of 
abeenoe  waa  refused.  Sabasquently, 
however,  the  dieciplhM  of  the  regit 
beiog  improved*  iftd  Ikare  beiag  M 
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of  eapl«inSy  he  wai,  at  his  own  request, 
•Qflbnd  to  go.  He  believed,  that  Or. 
SMMioa  had  alto  obtained  lea?e,  which 
vonld  expire  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Muniz,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  not 
naked  for  an  unconstitutional  inquiry,  nor 
for  an  inquiry  by  that  House,  nor  for  a 
eourt-martiaL  Why,  then,  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  infer,  that  he  had  7  It 
was  nil  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  to  shuffle  and  twist  about,  but  no 
roan  should  put  words  into  his  mouth. 
Every  one  who  liad  spoken,  had  admit- 
ted that  the  noble  Earl  had  committed  a 
greet  outrage.  If  flogging  on  Sundays 
were  to  be  permitted,  they  would  soon 
have  hanging  on  Sundays,  But  flog- 
ging a  man  within  an  inch  of  his  life, 
was  almost  the  same  as  hanging  him. 
He  denied,  that  he  should  -have  looked 
over  this  affair,  if  a  poor  man  had  been 
the  person  incttlpated  in  it.  He  denied, 
lliat  be  was  an  enemy  to  the  ariatocraoy. 
He  waa  often  blamed  for  supporting  the 
•rtatocracy.  For  his  own  part,  he  made  no 
difference  lietween  aristocrats  and  demo- 
crats, when  any  of  them  were  in  the 
wrong*  He  must  say*  be  felt  surprised, 
that  the  noble  Earl  bad  obtained  promo* 
tMHi  while  so  many  other  men  had  been 
passed  for.  All  he  asked,  was  an  inquiry 
twia  tbe  matter,  baoaoae  he  disapproved 
•I  the  system,  beeanse  the  flogging  was 
gitea  oo  a  Sunday,  and,  therefore,  a  great 
•wtrage  on  pobiie  feeling,  and  because  be 
Iboui^l  It  would  do  the  noble  Earl  him* 
«l#  no  Utile  good. 

The  House  divided :«— Ayea  58 1  Noes 
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Alston,  R. 
Armstrong,  A. 
Earnerd,  E.  O. 
Earren,  H.  W. 
ftirry,  U.  & 

W.J, 

t,  R.  J. 
Eridgeman,  11. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
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Ciaii,  W.  O. 
CrompiDn^  Sir  S. 
Corri^f  R. 
DenisoD,  W.  J. 
Dnndasr,  C.  W.  D 


Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
PStzpatriek,  J.  W. 
Grattan,  H. 
Graig^  D. 
Hastie»  A. 
Hawkins,  J.  H» 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  C» 
Tiollond,  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutloo,  R. 
Marskand,  H. 
Mof  ci8»  O. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Rundle,  J. 
Salwey,  Coleael 


Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stock,  Mr.  Seijeant 
Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Thornely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Tamer,  W. 
VilHers,  bon.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 


Wallace,  R. 
Warlnirton,  H. 
White,  L. 
White.  S. 
Wilbraham,  O. 
Wood,  B. 
Yates,  J.  A. 
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A'Court,  Captain 
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Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  Colonel, 
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Baker,  K. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
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Bethell,  R. 
Blackbume,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blair,  J. 
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Boiling,  W. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Bruce,  C,  L.  C. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 


Campbell,  Sir  IL 
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Cartwright,  W.  £U 

Castlareagb,  Viscount    Knightly,  3ir  C. 

Christopher,  R.  A*         X^froy,  rt.  hn.  T. 


Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Goulburn,  rt,  hn.  H. 
Graham;  rt.  hn.  Sir.  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C. 
Grey,  H.  hn.  Sir  O. 
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lisle,  H.  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Ilardinge,rt.  hn.  SirH. 
Harland,  W,  C, 
Hawkes,  T, 
Henniker,  Lord 
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Hill,  Sir  R, 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hope,  hon.  C, 
Hurt,  F. 
Ingham,  R. 
Irving,  J. 

Jackson,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Karrison,  Sir  £. 
Kalbarne,  Viseoaat 


Clay,  W, 
Clayton,  Sir  W.  R. 
Clements,  H.  J. 
Cliye,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cocbrane,  Sir  T.  J. 
Codrington,  C.  W. . 
Cole,  bon.  A.  H. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Dairy ro pie,  Sir  A. 
Darby,  G. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Db  Honey,  S.  H. 
D'Israeli,  B. 
Dugdala,  W.  8. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P, 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Estcourt,  T. 
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Filmer,  Sir  £. 
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Forester,  hon.  G. 
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French,  F. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  J.  N. 
Gladslena,  W.  £. 


Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  E. 
LQWther»  J.  H. 
Lygon,  hon,  G» 
Macauley,  rt.  hn.  T.B. 
Macnanisra,  Md^ot 
Maidstone,  Viscount 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S, 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Melgund,  Viscount    • 
Monypenny,  X.  O* 
Morgan,  O, 
Mvskett,  G»  A. 
Norrev*.  Lord 
Northland,  Lord 
Paget,  Colonel 
Pakington,  J.  8. 
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Parker,  R,  T. 
Peel»  rt,  be.  Sir  R. 
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Rooiid,  C.  0. 
Rathbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rassell,  Lord  C. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  O. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
SUDley,  Lord 
Sunley,  M. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.V. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Teignmouth,  Lord 
ThorohiU,  O. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 


Trevor,  hon.  0.  R. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vemer,  Colonel 
Villiers,  Viscount 
Vivian,  rtbn.  Sir  R.H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Wodehottse,  £. 
Wyndham,W. 

Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLiaS. 

Lennox,  Lord  O. 
Seymour,  Lord 


Sugar  DuTfBS.— Explanation.]  Mr. 
Ghdiione  said,  that  before  the  order  of 
the  Day  for  resuming  the  Debate  was 
read  he  hoped  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  moment,  while  he  entered  into 
a  short  explanation  on  a  subject  that  re- 
ferred to  those  who  were  most  near  and 
dear  to  him,  as  introduced  by  a  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Howick)  the  night 
before  in  the  coarse  of  his  speech,  and  he 
was  sore,  under  such  circumstances,  the 
House  would  not  refuse  him  their  atten- 
tion. He  had  given  notice  to  the  noble 
Lord  of  his  intention  to  make  thia  appeal 
to  the  House,  but  althongh  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  in  his  place  in  the  course 
of  that  evening,  be  had,  for  some  reason 
or  other,  left  the  House.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that,  although  he  might  not  be 
atrictly  regular  in  the  course  he  was  pur- 
suing, the  House  would  permit  him,  when 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  again  in  his  place, 
to  give  that  explanation  which  it  never 
refused  where  private  character  was  in- 
volved. 

SuoAB  DiXTiKS — Ways  and  Mkans 
•^Adjoubnbd  Debate  (Fivth  Day).] 
Mr.  Broikirtan  in  resuming  the  debate, 
said,  that  being  connected  with  the  ma- 
nubcturing  districts  he  wished  to  be 
allowed  to  state  in  a  few  words  the 
reasons  for  the  vote  which  he  intended 
to  give  upon  this  question*  He  had 
always  been  opposed  to  the  stave-trade 
and  to  slaverj,  and  had  given  his  vote 
for  the  Brant  of  20,000,000/.  to  the 
Weat^Inoia  planters,  in  order  to  obtam  a 
peaceful  ana  amicable  settlement  of  the 
f  rent  question  of  negro  emancipation ;  and 
if,  in  his  opinion,  the  measure  proposed  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  was  calculated 
to  give  encooragemeni  to  slavery,  he 
womd  not  support  it.    He  was  coavinceJ, 


however,  from  the  opinion  of  thoee  beat 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  that  no  such 
effect  would  follow.  He  had  that  morn- 
ing received  a  letter  from  the  Anti-SUvtiy 
Sk^iety  at  Manchester,  stating,  that  they 
did  not  concur  in  the  view  which  the 
London  Anti- Slavery  Society  took  of  the 
subject.  And,  in  his  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment had  shown  as  great  a  regard  for 
free  labour  and  been  as  much  opposed  lo 
slavery  as  the  Gentlemen  opposite.  He 
thought,  moreover,  that  nothing  would 
tend  so  sorely  to  encourage  the  slave-trade 
as  the  refusal  to  receive  the  producta  of 
Cuba  and  Brasil.  He  looked  at  the  pro* 
positions  of  Government  as  a  whole,  and 
felt,  that  they  denunded  his  support,  even 
if  he  had  any  doubt  respecting  the  Sugar 
question.  Some  hon.  Members  said,  they 
would  vote  against  the  proposition  re* 
specting  sugar,  on  account  of  its  beiM; 
connected  with  other  propoaitioneof  wbieh 
they  disapproved,  anid  he  had  a  right  la 
say,  that  he  would  vote  for  it,  because  it 
was  connected  with  propositioos  of  whioh 
he  approved.  The  plan  of  the  Govern^ 
ment  was  protection,  not  prohibition  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord  (Saodon)  p«iv 
ported  to  be  the  same,  but  there  was  this 
difference  between  them,  that  the  feimer 
would  give  sugar  al  a  fair  price  to  the 
people  of  this  oonntry,  whereas  the  latter 
would  keep  it  up  at  an  unreasonable  priest 
The  plan  of  Ihs  Oovemment  provided  for 
any  contingent  scarcity  of  the  artieie-* 
the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  left  auch  con* 
tingency  wholly  dependent  upon  the  per- 
mission of  the  monopolists.  These  had 
been  an  attempt  to  enlist  popular  feeling 
against  the  plan  of  the  GovemsMnt  and 
in  favour  of  hon.  Oeotkmen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  on  the  score  of  slavery, 
but  in  his  (Mr.  Brotherton's)  opinion* 
Mammon  was  at  the  bottom  of  that  mofe 
ment.  He  would  not  rely  much  on  the 
mercy  of  those  who  denied  juatioe.  The 
monopdisu  fought  the  battle  of  lUnber 
and  eem,  under  the  mask  of  sympathy 
for  the  slave.  Sellishnesa  waa  the  priaci* 
pie  on  which  the  Monopoliata  acted,  and 
ne  hoped  that  the  people  of  Kngland 
would  show  that  they  were  determined  to 
protect  their  own  interests.  He  fave  the 
meed  of  praise  to  the  Govemmeni  for 
bringing  forward  so  noble  a  maaenra»  and 
he  had  no  doubt,  that  in  the  end  itwonM 
be  carried,  because  it  waa  founded  on  the 
principle  of  jostice.    It  waa  stated,  that 
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ii  that  proposed  i  but  those  who  said  so 
appeared  altogether  to  overlook  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country.  The  distress  at 
Manchester  and  in  the  neighbourhood 
was  such  as  was  neter  known  at  any 
Ibrmer  period.  Thousands  were  out  of 
employmenty  many  mills  standing  or 
working  short  time,  wages  reduced,  poor- 
rates  lncreasing,-»tho6e  who  occupied 
bousea  were  becoming  lodgers,  and  families 
were  huddled  together  in  small  houses. 
Dfeease,  crime,  and  misery,  were  the 
natural  result  of  this  unfortunate  state  of 
things,  and  unless  something  was  done  to 
Mlieve  the  distress  of  the  people  he  knew 
wot  what  might  be  the  consequence.  In 
most  towns  property  had  much  declined  in 
value ;  and  the  machinery  used  in  manu- 
factures was  generally  not  worth  half  the 
price  it  would  have  brought  a  few  years 
back.  As  an  instance  of  the  deterioration 
which  had  taken  place,  he  might  mention 
that  about  three  miles  from  Manchester 
there  was  a  large  mill,  with  63  acres  of 
land  attached,  a  mansion  worth  from 
4,0001.  to  5,000/.,  with  as  many  dwelling 
booses  as  Imught  in  nearly  1 ,200/«  a>year 
of  rental,  and  which  cost  the  proprietor 
iWfiOOL  Upon  his  failure,  three  years 
siffOf  his  creditors  refused  75,000/.  for  the 
property;  it  had  been  standing  for  sale 
now  upwards  of  sis  montha  at  the  price  of 
40,000/.,  and  not  one  bidder  had  offered, 
in  Manchester,  Oldham,  Stockport,  fiol- 
ton,  Preston,  and  Salford,  there  were  up- 
waida  of  10,000  houses  unoccupied,  while 
there  had  not  been  one-third  of  that  num- 
ber empty  in  1835.  An  inquiry  had  been 
nade  last  year  into  the  state  of  10,000 
fhmilies,  and  it  had  been  found  that  of 
3,000  the  earnings  did  not  average  more 
than  If.  2d\,  per  week  for  each  individual, 
and'  at  that  time  relief  was  given  to 
10,000 'families,  or  50,000  persons  by 
voluntary  aubscriptton.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  a  cause  for  this  great  distress,  and 
much  of  it  might  be  attributable  to  our 
present  Corn-laws.  It  was  a  remarkable 
Act,  that  the  cost  of  wheat  alone  for  the 
Aree  years  1837,  1838,  1839,  was 
U,555,055/.  more  than  in  the  three  years 
1834, 1835,  and  1836.  In  order  to  illus- 
trate the  operation  of  the  food  laws,  an 
inquiry  was  instituted  into  the  comparative 
condition  of  the  work  people  at  a  large 
manufactory  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Bolton,  in  the  years  1835  and  1840.  In 
Aa  year  1835  these  people  spent  1 2,500/. 
VOLLVllI.    {aS} 


of  the  amount  of  their  earnings  in  food, 
the  produce  of  agriculture,  and  in  1840, 
they  spent  18,500/.,  and  yet  their  wages 
at  the  latter  period  were,  if  any  difference 
existed,  rather  lower  than  in  the  former. 
That  fact  alone  was  sufficient  to  convince 
any  man  of  the  evil  operation  of  the 
Corn-laws ;  and  that  when  bread  is  dear 
the  people  have  less  to  spend  in  clothing 
and  in  procuring  the  comforts  of  life.  A 
further  proof  was  furnished  in  thedecreased 
consumption  of  sugar.  In  1840  there 
were  25,000  tons  less  of  that  commodity 
consumed  than  in  1830;  and  whereas 
in  the  latter  year  the  average  consumption 
of  the  kingdom  was  20Ib8.  for  each  per- 
son, in  the  former,  and  at  the  present  time 
it  was  only  15lb8.  per  head.  These  facts 
show  the  necessity  of  affording  relief  to 
the  manufacturing  and  commercial  classes 
of  the  community,  and  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  legislation  should  be  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  millions.  By  improving 
the  condition  of  the  people  we  increase 
the  value  of  the  land.  What  had  made 
the  land  in  England  so  much  more  valua- 
ble than  land  in  any  other  part  of  the 
world?  The  commerce  of  the  country. 
As  commerce  had  prospered  the  land  had 
increased  in  value,  it  was  therefore  reason- 
able to  suppose  that  whatever  was  injuri- 
ous to  commerce  must  be  detrimental  to 
the  landed  interest.  He  contended  that 
the  Corn-laws,  by  producing  constant 
fluctuations  in  the  price  of  grain,  were  as 
injurious  to  the  farmers  as  to  the  manu« 
facturing  and  commercial  interests.  They 
were  unjust  in  principle, and  most  oppres* 
sive  in  operation.  They  imposed  a  tax 
upon  the  people  to .  the  extent  of 
40,000,000/.  a-year;  and  in  this  way  a 
larger  sum  was  annually  paid  to  the  mo* 
nopolists  than  to  the  state.  By  removing 
such  an  odious  monopoly  the  House  would 
do  justice  to  the  country,  and  promote 
the  prosperity  of  every  class.  He  believed, 
too,  that  the  monopolists  themselves,  in- 
stead of  suffering,  would  be  great  gainers. 
The  Corn-laws,  as  they  at  present  exbted, 
were  most  injurious  to  the  merchant,  to 
the  manufacturer,  to  the  artisan,  and  to 
every  class  of  labourers,  and  they  were 
moreover  unjust  and  wicked  in  themselves. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  people  would 
come  forward  to  express  themselves  upon 
this  vital  question,  and  that  the  House 
would  respond  to  the  general  feeling  of 
the  country  by  repealing  these  unjust 
and  odious  laws,  so  that  the  suffering 
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popuUtioii  of  tb^se  realms  oiigbt  become  |  oeMary  ^on^ueiioe  of  tbe  ot)»eF«  ir)|| 


more  prosperous,  more  contentedt  and 
more  happy. 

Mr.  Hamilton  was  qui|e  reiidy  to  admit 
(be  esisteqce  of  the  great  distress  allMded 
to  by  the  hoQ.  Member*  but  be  did  nqt 
think,  that  to  distress  other  classes  woqid 
he  the  best  way  |o  relieve  it.    The  bovi. 
Gentleman  bad  staled  the  facts,  but  not 
the  whole  facts,  for  he  forgot  to  state  all 
the  causes  which  cond^iced  to  that  de- 
plorable state  of  things ;  more  especially 
those  connected  with  (he  general  condi- 
tion of  trade  and  commerce  all  over  the 
world*  in  consequence  qf  various  recent 
events.  The  poble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
bad  as  be  iinderstood,  received  a  state* 
ment  of  the  distress  Tn  Bolton,  from  an 
eminent  manufacturer  of  that  town ;  but 
he  bad  since  been   informed,  that  that 
Gentleman  was  busy  building  new  mills 
at  an  expense  of  no  less  than  70,000/, 
That  fact  proved  one  thing  at  least;  it 
proved  that  there  must  have  been  much 
exaggeration     in    the    statement.       He 
should  i^qt  then  enter  pn  the  question  of 
the  sugar  duties,  nor  b^  tempted  into  a 
discussion  on  the  subject  by  the  taunts  of 
the  noble  l^rd«  the  Member  fqr  Nprth 
Nortbumberlandi  but  he  wpulcj  ^qnfina  tbft 
very  few  observations  be  meant  tO  address 
to  tne  House  to  the  general  policy  of  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  in  proposing  chdoges 
in  the  finance  and  commerce  of  this  coun? 
try.    He  believed,  in  his  conscience,  tbat 
these  changes  ware  never  intended  to  be 
carried  into  effect  by  them,  and  he  con* 
sidered  the  speech    of  the  noble    Lord 
(Lord   J,   Russell),  in   proposing   themi 
one    mqre    Qtted    for    the    hustings   of 
Finsbury    than   fpr    a   Minister  of  the 
Crown     in    the    House    of    Commons, 
The   noble  Lord  had   taunted  bis  (Mr. 
Hc^milton's)  side  of  the  House  with  new- 
born 9etil  in  the  cause  of  slavery ;  but  they 
might  equally  taunt  bim  and   his  sup- 
porters with  new-born  zeal  in  behalf  qf 
the  poor  of  this  country.     Had  the  pend- 
ing dissolution  anything  to  do  with  the 
noble  Lord's  proposition  f  Were  the  coming 
elections  in  his  mind  when  it  sprung  up  ? 
Was  cheap  sugar  offered  to  sweeten  the 
bitter  draught  of  the  New  Poor-law  to  ibe 

Situpera  of  England  ?  With  respect  to  the 
Uty  90  corn,  be  (Mr,  HamiUon)  should 
only  say  one  word.  If  hon«  Gentlemen 
opposite  wished  to  give  the  people 
cheap  bread,  and  their  employers  cheap 
If^bOOff  for  one  was  the  natural  and  ne- 


not  take  off  the  entirq  duty  on  eocn? 
Why  keep  on  a  tax  which  wi^  no  protap^ 
tion  to  the  agriculturist,  wbile,  a^  it  WM 
stated,  it  kept  up  the  pricp  pf  bread  tP  the 
manufacturer.  He  freely  admi^tedt  that 
labour  was  not  sutKcien^ly  p^idt  espppially 
in  the  agricultural  districts;  but  wnnld 
cheap  bread  better  that  sts|tp  pf  tbipgs? 
It  was  in  evidence,  and  distinctly  proved, 
that  when  bread  was  ^t  the  cbeape^it  ihn 
distress  of  the  working  population  vf^^  %% 
the  greatest,  because  their  wages  w^rf 
commensurately  reduped  in  copseqnpnpfi 
qf  the  fall  in  price  of  that  necessary  of 
life.  If  tbe  Cam-laws  were  repealled  i 
however,  wages  that  now  HV^i'9gi^   12s« 

a  week  would  fall  io  5$.  3<i.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  should  oppose 
the  proposition  of  her  Majesty's  Govern^ 
ment. 

Mr«  AUiQu   said,  f^s  I  am  not  in  the 

habit  of  frequently  occupying  the  time  of 
tbe  House,  (  trust,  that  on  the  present 
occasion,  they  will  indulge  me  for  a  few 
minutes,  as  on  a  question  qf  so  much  im- 
portance, I  am  not  disposed  to  give  n 
sjlent  vote.  Her  M^U.^sty's  Minister^  pn 
their  own  raspqusibilitv  hav^  prqpos^ 
certain  groat  fipancif^l  cbenges,  whipbi  ii» 
their  judgmenti  will  materifiUy  b^na^t  9A[ 
cUss^s  in  tbo  country*  No  one,  I  thinkiQi^n 

doubt  that  oirr  pomm^r^idl  tariff  admiuofi 

and  requires,  great  improvement,  Aq4 
consequently  it  will  bp  right,  that  ft  ffub« 
ject  so  important  to  us  nl|,  brongbt  bt., 

fore  as  as  it  is  by  a  respqniible  Gqvern» 
ment,  should  meet  with  fu|l  enquirf 
and  consideration,  {n  ppder  that  we  mny 
|iscerti|in  v^bat  improvement  can  bo  made, 
and  bow  far  such  imprpvi^mentscan  be  oarn 
ried  out.  The  qpeition  is  so  vast  in  ell  itf 
bearings,  and  so  interesting  tq  all,  th^t  it 

requires  |he  fullest  end  most  open  mvesitT 
gatiqo ;  that  the  country  m9y  bfl  enAble4 

to  draw  its  own  conclusions  on  tbfi 
mensurec  now  proposed.  And  feeling  Sir, 
that  A  committee  of  tbe  wbojp  House  will 
be  the  most  satisfactory  method  pf  en^ 
quiry,  as  it  will  place  the  whole  c^p 
before  thp  country*  I  «bal|  d^cidpdly 
give  my  vote  in  opposition  to  the  amondr 
ment  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  tb^ 
Member  for  Liverppql,  (have  ^Imoat 
invariably  supported  her  Majesty's  present 
Government,  feeling  that  they  were  de« 
serving  of  the  confidence  of  this  country 
and  that  I  was  best  serving  the  couotry, 
by  giving  them  my  acealous  sMppori.    On 
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the  present  proposition  for  a  reduction  of 
the  'duties  on  sugar,  I  shall  vote  with 
them ;  with  the  anxious  desire  to  aid  in 
wducing  those  enormous  charges  on  arti- 
eies  of  necessary  consumption,  which  are 
^  destructive  to  our  revenues,  and  so 
injurious  to  our  fellow  creatures.  There 
is  no  Member  of  thist  House  more  opposed 
to  slavery  than  I  am ;  nor  any  one  who 
is  more  tnankfiil  for  the  abolition  of  those 
disgusting  laws  which  upheld  that  odious 
and  most  iniquitous  traffic.  But  I  cannot 
ate  by  what  ingenuity  the  present  proposal 
will  in  any  degree  encourage  or  cause  the 
encrease  of  slavery  ;  and  I  am  fortunately 
borne  out  in  this  conclusion  by  some  reso- 
lutions which  reached  me  this  morning, 
from  Hitchin,  bearing  the  signature  of 
several  gentlemen  residing  there,  most  of 
them  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  all  of 
them  influential  from  their  high  moral 
character,  and  humane  and  charitable  con- 
duct^ apd  to  whom  the  very  name  of 
slavery  is  most  repugnant.  They  state,  in 
the  most  unequivocal  terms,  that  they 
cannot  admit  that  the  proposed  measure 
vtli  act  as  an  encouragement  to  slavery. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  1  will 
now  read  these  resolutions,  which  bear 
among  other  signatures,  those  of  four 
delegates  to  the  Anti-Slavery  Convention. 
I  am  myself  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion,  having  a  small  property  in  Jamaica, 
bot  I  do  not  feel  that  by  my  vote  this 
evening,  I  am  doing  the  least  injury  to 
those  Tnteresied  in  the  colonies ;  nay,  I 
draw  the  very  opposite  conclusion.  Should, 
Sir,  the  House  proceed  to  entertain  the 
question  of  an  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws, 
1  shaH  certainly  be  in  my  place,  and  give 
to  any  such  proposal  my  most  decided 
opposition,  as  i  have  hitherto  done,  when- 
ever it  has  been  in  any  shape  submitted  to 
this  House.  I  shall  oppose  such  a  pro- 
position, because  I  feel  the  occupier  of 
land  is  entitled  to  protection  ;  and  because 
fnnn  long  and  close  observation,  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  agricultural  labourer  is 
never  so  much  distressed  as  when  the 
fMrice  of  wheat  is  so  low  as  not  to  remune- 
rate the  occupier.  Indeed  it  is  evident, 
that  the  price  which  the  farmer  receives 
for  his  produce,  mqst  govern  the  rate  of 
wiages  which  he  pays  to  his  labourers.  I 
sliall  therefore.  Sir,  support  the  proposal 
of  her  Mnjesty's  Ministers,  for  an  alter- 
ation in  the  sugar* duties,  but  certainly 
oppose  their  proposal  on  the  Corn- laws. 
l|r.  Marland  said,  he  was  anxioos  to 


explain  the  grounds  upon  which  he  felt 
obliged  to  oppose  the  plan  of  a  Govern- 
ment he  had  hitherto  supported,  and  with 
whose  general  views  and  policy  he  had 
cordially  concurred.  With  regard  to  the 
particular  question  of  the  reduction  of  the 
sugar  duties  then  under  discussion,  he 
thought  it  had  been  satisfactorily  proved 
that  the  diminished  supply  of  sugar 
which  had  taken  place  the  last  two  years 
was  owing  to  temporary  causes.  Looking, 
therefore,  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
West  Indian  colonies,  and  the  very  pe- 
culiar condition  of  the  emancipated  ne- 
groes in  those  colonies,  he  could  not  but 
feel,  if  the  Ministerial  plan  were  carried, 
that  it  would  seriously  injure  the  West- 
Indian  interests,  and  at  the  same  time  en- 
danger  the  happy  working  out  of  the  great 
principle  of  emancipation,  for  which  Eng- 
land had  paid  so  generously,  and  in  the 
successful  issue  of  which  the  people  took 
the  deepest  interest.  But,  objectionable 
as  he  thought  the  proposition  in  itself,  he 
considered  it  as  much  more  so  when  taken 
as  forming  a  part  of  a  large  and  sweeping, 
though  a  very  partial  alteration,  in  the  pro- 
tective system  of  this  country.  In  order 
to  supply  a  temporary  falling  off  in  the 
revenue,  and  a  temporary  excess  of  expen- 
diture over  the  income  of  the  country,  the 
Government  proposed  to  make  a  perma- 
nent change  in  part  of  the  protective 
duties.  He  (Mr.  Harland),  could  not  but 
think  that  this  was  a  very  dangerous  mode 
of  dealing  with  a  temporary  financial  diffi- 
culty ;  he  thought  that  looking  at  the 
causes  which  led  to  the  falling  off  in  the 
revenue,  he  had  a  right  to  look  upon  it  in 
a  temporary  light,  whilst  the  war  in  China, 
the  naval  operations  on  the  coast  of  Syria, 
and  the  increased  force  they  had  been 
obliged  to  keep  up  in  the  Canadas — all 
justified  them  in  the  view  that  the  increase 
of  expenditure  over  revenue  was  owins^  to 
the  temporary,  and  not  the  permanent 
exigencies  of  the  country.  But  the  Go- 
vernment, in  order  to  meet  the  exigency 
proposed  to  lower  the  protective  duties 
hitherto  levied  upon  sugar,  timber,  and 
corn  of  foreign  production.  He  was  op- 
posed to  the  plan,  because^  if  carried,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  present  Go- 
vernment, or  any  other  that  might  succeed 
it,  ever  to  revert  to  our  present  system  of 
protection,  even  if  a  future  favourable 
state  of  the  finances  of  the  country  should 
warrant  the  return  to  it.  He  thought  it 
very  possible  that  the  present  Government 
N2 
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would  never  have  brought  forward  this 
plan  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  present 
financial  difficulties  of  the  country;  but  it 
was  evident  that  a  vast  majority  of  (hose 
hon.  Members  who  would  support  the 
Ministers  on  the  present  occasion,  would 
cordially  hail  any  falling  off  in  therevenue, 
if  they  thought  it  could  be  made  the  suc- 
cessful means  of  either  lowering,  or  en- 
tirely sweeping  away,  the  protective  duties 
of  the  country.  He,  therefore,  opposed 
the  plan,  because  it  called  upon  Parlia- 
ment to  make  a  permanent,  though  a 
partial,  change  in  our  protective  system, 
and  to  take  a  step  which,  if  once  taken, 
could  never  be  retrod,  even  should  the 
circumstances  which  alone  induced  them 
to  make  the  change  be  wholly  altered  and 
removed.  He  called  upon  the  House  to 
remember  that  the  chief  cause  of  the  de- 
ficient revenue  was  owing  to  the  change 
that  had  been  made  in  the  Post-office 
charges ;  he  would  ask  for  whose  benefit, 
and  in  compliance  with  whose  almost  uni- 
versal petitions  was  this  change  made? 
Not  certainly  at  the  instance  of  the 
colonists:  the  agricultural  interests  did 
not  rise  in  a  mass  and  petition  for  the 
change ; — no— but  the  manufacturing  and 
trading  interests  did  almost  to  a  man ; 
and  now  in  order  to  supply  a  deficiency 
mainly  caused  by  the  boon  granted  last 
year  to  the  manufacturing  and  trading 
interests,  the  Government  came  down  and 
proposed  a  permanent  alteration  in  certain 
protective  duties  hitherto  enjoyed  by  the 
colonial  and  agricultural  interests.  He 
could  not  but  feel  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  colonies,  had  carried  his 
proposition  either  too  far,  or  not  far 
enough.  If,  in  consideration  of  the  par- 
ticular financial  difficulties  of  the  country, 
or  from  a  conviction  of  the  intrinsic  value 
of  the  principle  itself,  the  noble  Lord  had 
felt  that  the  time  had  come  when  it  became 
his  bounden  duty,  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  to  propose  to  Parliament  that 
certain  duties,  hitherto  considered  merely 
in  a  protective  light,  should  for  the  future 
be  dealt  with  and  fixed  so  as  to  meet  the 
financial  purposes  of  the  revenue,  he 
thought  that  justice  demanded  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  been  prepared  at 
the  same  time  to  propose  to  tne  House  a 
general  and  uniform  ad  valorem  duty  of 
so  much  per  cent,  upon  all  articles  of 
manufactures  and  articles  of  produce.  Had 
the  noble  Lord  done  this,  no  one  class 
and  no  one  interest,  however  much  they 


might  have  disagreed  with  him  in  principle, 
could  have  complained  on  the  score  of^in- 
justice  or  partiality.  The  question  between 
protective  duties  on  one  hand,  and  duties 
ror  revenue  on  the  other,  the  question 
between  free  trade,  or  an  approach  to  it, 
and  the  present  system  of  protection, 
would  have  been  brought  fairly  and 
broadly  under  the  discussion  of  Parlia- 
ment  and  the  country.  But  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  done  this ;  and  viewing  as 
he  did,  the  plan  of  the  Government  as  an 
attempt  to  make  a  permanent  change  in 
the  protective  system  of  the  country,  in 
order  to  meet  a  temporary  financial  diffi- 
culty— believing  that  if  carried  it  would 
injure  the  interests  of  the  colonies,  en- 
danger the  happy  issue  of  the  ereat  ques- 
tion of  emancipation,  and  seriously  hurt 
the  agricultural  interest,  without  being  of 
any  benefit  to  the  working  classes,  who 
he  firmly  believed  would  lose  more  by  a 
reduction  of  their  wages  than  they  would 
gain  by  any  cheapening  in  the  articles  of 
their  food — these  being  his  conscientious 
opinions,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  painful  duty 
to  oppose  the  plan  of  the  Government, 
not  only  on  this  occasion,  but  whenever 
and  in  whatever  shape  it  might  afterwards 
come  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  Hastie  said,  that  having  been 
throughout  his  life  engaged  in  commerce, 
he  hailed  with  great  satisfaction  the  plan 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
with  still  greater  satisfaction  the  speech 
and  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  which  showed  the 
vast  and  comprehensive  mind  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  dealing  with  the  real  interests  of 
this  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Beverley  had  said  that  those  connected 
with  the  East  India  interest  were  almost 
unanimously  against  the  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment: but  he,  being  the  deputy 
chairinan  of  the  East  India  and  China 
Association,  and  intimately  acquainted 
with  almost  all  the  East  India  merchants, 
could  tell  the  House  that  he  knew  not  of 
a  single  exception  to  the  full  concurrence 
which  that  body  felt  in  the  principles 
avowed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  hon.  Member  had  said,  too, 
that  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  East 
India  directors  was  against  the  proposition. 
He  knew  not  whether  that  was  or  was  not 
the  case;  but,  as  to  the  value  of  their 
opinion,  he  begged  to  remind  the  House 
that  when  they  strenuously  opposed  the 
opening  of  the  trade  of  that  vast  empire 
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tbev  had  stated  that  such  were  the  habits 
and  prejudices  of  its  inhabitants  that  they 
would  not  use  articles  of  British  manu- 
facture, and   that  therefore  it  would   be 
useless  to  throw  open  the  trade ;  and  yet 
since  the  trade  had  been  thrown  open,  our 
exportation  had  increased  from  about  half 
a  million  to  five  millions  sterling.     He  re- 
joiced  at  the  declared   intention    of  the 
noble  Lord  to  revise  our  commercial  tariff, 
because  he  was  convinced  that  they  had 
arrived  at  the  maximum  rate  of  taxation 
on  imports ;  and,  if  a  prudent  system  of 
reduction  was  adopted,  great  relief  would 
be  afforded  to  the  working  classes  of  this 
country,  and  great   assistance  would   be 
rendered  to  our  merchants,  by  facilitating 
the  exchange  of  British   in    return    for 
foreign  commodities.      As  to    the  Corn- 
laws  they  operated  most  prejudicially  to 
the  landed  interest  itself.     It  would  be 
recollected  that  at  the  beginning  of  last 
year  prices  were  rather  low ;  an  inauspi- 
cious spring,  a  cold  summer,  and  a  rather 
wet  harvest,  held  out  to  speculators  the 
prospect  of  a  bad  crop;  and  accordingly 
orders  were  sent  out  desiring  purchases  of 
corn  to  be  made  in  all  the  foreign  ports, 
to  be  paid  for  by  bills  drawn  upon  the 
purchasers.     Two   millions  of   quarters 
were  so  purchased  ;  the  bills  were  drawn, 
they  went  into  the  marts  of  Petersburgb, 
Vienna,  Hamburgh,  Paris,  and  Holland ; 
and  of  course  lowered  the  exchange  in- 
stantly against  this  country.    The  conse- 
quence was  that  capitalists  sent  their  gold 
to  those  markets;  the  Bank  of  England 
was  compelled  to  raise  the  rate  of  interest 
and  narrow  its  circulation ;  the  mercan- 
tile man  in  that  state  of  things  naturally 
desisted  from  buying  manufactures;  the 
manufacturers  got  large  stocks  upon  their 
hands,    which    only  fetched    half   their 
price;  the  labouring  population  was  re- 
duced to  half  their  wages ;  and  the  farmer 
lost  his  market.    He  had  heard  a  great 
deal  said  in  that  House  about  cruelty  to 
the  black  population.    No  man  was  more 
alive  to  the  distresses  of  his  fellow-sub- 
jects than  he  was ;  bur,  much  as  he  might 
deplore  the  cruelties  practised  on  these 
people,  he  could  not  make  up  his  mind  to 
overlook  the  cruelties  which  by  the  Corn- 
laws  were  put  on  the  working  classes  of 
his  own  country,  than  whom  there  were 
00  men  in  the  world  more  ready  and  will- 
ing to  work,  provided  they  only  received 
a  fair  remuneration.    He  had  no  doubt 
but  thai  tbii  question  of  sugar  would  be 


lost  on  a  division ;  but,  then,  some  other 
tax  must  be  imposed  in  its  stead.  He 
should  recommend  to  the  Government,  in 
the  event  of  losing  this,  to  equalise  the 
legacy  duties.  It  would  be  a  species  of 
property  tax  levied  on  real  estates  in  the 
snme  way  as  it  was  at  present  levied  on 
personal.  The  whole  of  real  estates  at 
present  were  exempt  from  all  taxes  on 
demise,  while  all  personal  estates  were 
heavily  burthened  with  duties*  Two  mil- 
lions sterling  were  derived  from  that 
source,  and,  as  the  landed  interest  was  by 
much  the  larger,  it  could  not  object  to 
have  that  tax  put  on  them.  The  money 
was  borrowed  for  the  protection  of  the 
land,  and  yet  the  entire  entailed  estates 
of  the  country  did  not  pay  a  farthing. 
The  last  twelve  years  had  been  a  favour- 
able average  in  point  of  produce,  and  yet 
13,000,000  of  quarters  had  been  imports 
ed  during  that  period,  which  clearly  show- 
ed that  we  did  not  grow,  within  1,000,000 
of  quarters  yearly,  sufficient  for  our  ne- 
cessities. Hon.  Gentlemen  were  bound 
to  take  into  consideration  that  branch  of 
the  subject, 

Mr.  G.  Palmer — Sir,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  lays  claim  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  from  his  long 
acquaintance  with  commercial  affairs ;  on 
this  ground  also  I  may  equally  ask  atten- 
tion myself.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  has  stated,  that  no  one  has  ever  been 
more  disposed  than  himself  to  put  down 
slavery,  and  to  discourage  it  by  every 
means  in  his  power,  and  yet  he  shall  vote 
against  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertfordshire  states,  that  he  con- 
siders the  measures  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  vast  fi- 
nancial importance,  and  therefore  he  shall 
vote  for  the  House  going  into  the  consi- 
deration of  them  in  the  committee ;  but 
that  no  one  is  more  averse  than  he  is  to 
do  anything  to  encourage  slavery,  and 
that  as  to  the  Corn-laws,  nothing  will  in. 
doce  him  to  consent  to  the  alteration  pro- 
posed in  them.  So  different,  indeed,  has 
been  the  line  of  argument  taken  by  hon. 
Members  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that 
it  is  difficult  to  guess  upon  what  principle 
they  will  go  into  the  division.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  and  all 
those  who  have  spoken  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  as  if  from  authority,  for  four 
whole  nights  of  debate,  with  the  exception 

only  of  that   able   and   statesman-like 
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i^peech  of  the  nobie  Lord  the  Member  for 
North  {i^ncashire  made  last  night,  have 
confined  themselves  to  the  sugar  question, 
almost  entirely  resting  their  arguments 
upon  the  inhumanity  and  inconsistency  of 
this  country,  after,  the  great  sacrifices  she 
has  made  to  put  down  slavery  in  her  own 
dependencies,  now  giving  her  assistance  to 
encourage  slavery  in  foreign  countries,  by 
increasing  the  demand  for  their  produce. 
The  noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  on 
)he  other   hand,    with    the    right  hon. 
Resident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  his 
Viends,  touch  but  lightly  upon  the  sugar 
question,  resting  their  argument  upon  the 
vtroeful  state  of  the  finances  of  the  country, 
(a  slat^  into  which  their  own  misconduct 
alone,  has  brought  them),  and  the  hope, 
that  by  an  alteration  in  the  differential 
duties  they  may  be  able  to  restore  them 
to  a  more  healthy  condition;  thus  each 
parly  is  seeking  to. draw  a  few  votes  from 
the  ranks  of  their  opponents.     Qf  the 
tone  taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  the  right  hon.  Secretary  at 
\Var  has   already  sought  advantage,  by 
throwing  out  to  the  House,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
if   in   office,  will  bring  forward  simjiar 
measures  to  those  now  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,    and  promising  his 
support  upon  that  occasion,  on  whatever 
side  of  the  House  he  may  then  be  sitting. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  has  fol- 
lowed tins  up  in  his  remarks  upon  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire, thus  endeavouring  to  create  distrust 
s^nd  disunion  amongst  the  great  party  on 
this  side  of  the  House.     Sir,  I  am  satis- 
fied that  he  wilt  be  mistaken  in  his  turn  ; 
and  the  speech  of  the  noble  .Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  delivered 
last  night,  will  be  conclusive  however.  No 
more,  1  s^m  certain,  will  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  desire  to  remove  that  protection 
from  British  interests,  of  whatever  cha- 
racter they  may  be,  which,  he  may  think 
sufficient  to  give  them,  a  preference  oyer 
foreigners,  than  I  myself  desire  to  see  that 
protection  carried  to  the  extent  of  a  mo- 
nopoly.    Most  cordially  do  1  join  with 
the  noble  Lord  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  with    the    right  hon.    and    learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  on  the 
other  side,  in  deprecating  everything  which 
might  tend  to  encourage  that  slave-trade 
in  others,  which  we,  upon  a  high  principle 
of  honour  and  humanity,  have  put  an  end 
to  our^lvet*    Without  any  other  reason 


whatever,  I  should  be  qiljte  prepalied  to 
vote  against  the  proposed  alteration  in 
the  sugar  duties.  It  is  needless  therefore 
for  me  to  occupy  any  more  of  the  time  of 
the  House  on  this  part  of  the  question  { 
but  I  must  beg  iheir  attention  td  thote 
other  parts  of  the  question,  upon  which 
her  Majesty's  Government  lay  the  greatest 
stress.  The  Chancellor  of  the.  Exchequer^ 
and  the  right  hon.  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  seemed  most  anxious  to 
induce  the  House  to  believe,  that  the  mea- 
sures now  proposed  were  not  the  hasty 
determination  of  the  moment,  taken  up 
for  party  purposes,  in  the  hope  of  securing 
their  situations  by  a  more  cordial  co-oper- 
ation of  their  extreme  Radical  friends.  If( 
Sir,  I  am  to  believe ,  this,  what  must  I 
think  of  that  first  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  when  he  proposed  the 
alteration  of  the  rum  duties  in  favour  of 
the  East  Indies  ? — when  I  stated,  that  it 
was  the  prelude  to  all  those  mjBasures 
which  he  has  since  proposed.  He  de- 
clared that  it  was  only  done  as  an  act  of 
justice  to  th.3  East  Indies;  and  addedi 
that  it  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  injure 
the  interests  of  the  West,  as  the  price  of 
rum  in  this  country  was  always  regulated 
by  the  foreign  demand,. the  quantity  im- 
ported so  much  exceeding  that  of  the 
home  consumption.  He  now.  Sir,  enters 
Boldly  into  the  question,  going  farthelr 
than  the  noble  Lord  himself  in  the 
declaration,  that  these  measures  were 
brought  forward,  not  more  in  a  financial 
point  of  view,  than  for  the  purpose  olT 
carrying  out  the  great  principle  of  free 
trade,  as  he  calU  it :  n^ore  properly  might 
he  say,  for  the  disfranchisement  of  British 
subjects,  and  British  interests,  in  favour 
of  foreigners.  His  plans  are  something 
like  that  free  trade  carried  on  by  the  high- 
waymen on  the  road,  or  the  wandering 
Arab  in  the  Desert.  He  shelters  himself 
under  the  pretence,  that  he  is  only  fol- 
lowing up  the  views  of  the  late  Mr.  Has- 
kisson,  and  the  advice  of  the  merchants 
and  bankers  of  India.  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  his  authority,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Harwich,  who 
must  have  been  much  more  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  views  of  that  Gen- 
tleman than  be  can  pretend  to  be,  most 
distinctly  told  him  a  week  or  two  ago,  that 
Mr.  Huskisson  was  a  decided  advocate 
for  a  reasonable  protection  to  British  in- 
terests in  general,  and  to  the  land  in  par^i 
ticular;  aud  the  protecting  duties  now 
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eikiltfHg  W^lr6  in  tealiiy  of  hi«  bwn  |ird- 
p6mp  ^t  ttiytelf)  (Sir,  I  Hitin  <ay,  tbat 
Mh  Hiisktilbh  went  fhr  beydnd  ^Uikt  was 
t^^ttdieHt  in  Ibfche  thihgl,  es|pecidHy  ih  th^t 
of  wUhdrift^iHI;  the  prbttsetibn  fVbm  otie 
gt^dl  iiiti^r^st— ^the  shipping  of  the  cotiii- 
ll>yi.il^hether,  if  he  had  telurned  to  office, 
as  was,  I  beliet^,  g^ae)rdlly  expected  he 
im  liboiit  tb  db»  whbn  he  was  so  stid- 
^^hli^  ctit  off,  ih  that  appalling  and  extra- 
drdinarj  toarther,  he  #btild  have  proceed- 
ed irhrtUbr  ih  withdrawing  protection  frbrH 
british  interests ;  or  whbther  t^rovidence 
dhlaihed  that  he  should  no  longer  have 
tiie  power  so  lb  do,  is  not  for  kiiah  tb 
jttdge.  fie  mortuis^  nil  nisi  honum.  His 
was  a  theory  at  the  tiihe  novel  ih  Ible 
world,  but  honestly  adopted  by  him;  that 
theory  has  now  been  acted  upon  for  six- 
teen years,  and  no  longer  have  our  rulers 
any  excuse  for  continuing  it,  unless  they 
can  sboW  its  beneRcial  effect  to  the  coun- 
try in  thai  long  trial.  I  will  now  advert 
to  the  advice  of  the  merchants  and  ban- 
kers in  those  petitions,  which  liave  been  so 
frequently  alluded  to ;  and  I  may  be  al- 
lowed tQ  say  a  few  words  to  show  how 
Httie  right  this  Hoqse  has  to  consider 
their  opinions^  as  the  opinions  of  the 
general  class  of  merchants  and  traders  of 
the  knetropolil ;  bdt  only  as  the  opinions 
of  soMe  high  tnereantile  chi&racters^  after 
having  had  their  heads  Itufie'd,  and  their 
Understandings  bewildered)  by  the  ak*tfnl 
hctttres  of  the  great  political  economist, 
M'Citlloeh,  given  at  the  early  hour  of  nine 
in  tb«  mbmingt  tto  a  Select  few,  for  his  own 
l^arpose,  and  the  purpose  of  those  who 
tent  hhn  Iher^;  No  geiieral  meeting  was 
eteV  \eaHed — nt>  communication  was  ever 
ikiade  tb  partn^  of  the  gentlemen  in  the 
tttme  Itodse,  but  when  the  lecti!krer  cbnsi- 
dered  thism  sAfflciently  primed  for*  his 
pbrpbsls,  they  were  induced  to  sigh  indi- 
VfdtfMiy  that  6rst  celebrated  petition,  and 
then  thbught.  worthy  tb  be  tnade  members 
bf  a  political  economy  club,  by  which 
tfiMir  tbiitintted  Services  were  thought  to 
He  sebtired  iti  the  Siime  line.  Whether 
tliieiir  late  petitions  have  satistied  the  right 
hbn.  Gei^tteman  br  not,  he  is  the  best 
j^g^;  but,  frbm  apj^earances,  they  do 
ts6l  Sleeth  all  tb  like  the  stiare  into  which 
tftey  tliliVe  be^ 'so  artfully  drawn.  Sir,  I 
(to  how  Assert,  that  the  ejtperim^nt  which 
ftll  beeti  ftiad'e  hds  altbgether  filile'd ;  and 
^  ft  II  hot  hiy  it^tentibh  tb  weary  the 
fI'Mre  by  i  viaVi'ett  of  detail^,  t  v^ill  con- 
iB&^IUyfe^totwbl^ratl  bhl^    The  first 


which  I  may  be  fairly  allowed  to  take,  as 
the  index  to  the  whole,  ih  regard  to  shijp- 
pidg,  is4  that  notable  reciprocity  treaty 
with  Prqssia.  In  that  treaty  his  majesty 
of  Prussia  permits  the  subjects  of  her 
Britannic  Majesty  to  tirade  to  all  ports, 
islands^  and  dependencies,  in  every  part  of 
the  world,  belonging  to  Prassia,  upon  the 
most  favourlsd  terms^  and  in  return  fbr 
this  boon  a  similar  favour  is  granted  to 
the  subjects  of  Prussia  by  her  Britannib 
Majesty :  thus  giving  Prussia  the  range  bf 
the  whole  worlds  in  exchange  for  admis- 
sion to  a  small  space  whhin  the  Baltic. 
What  has  been  the  result?  the  Prussian 
shipping  in  domparisob  with  British  en- 
gaged in  the  British  trade,  was  on  the 
average  of  three  years  to  1824,  in  tonnage, 
60,668  tons^  tb  ^7,896  tons  British,  ot 
about  two-thirds.  In  the  three  years  after 
1824  it  was  151,658  tons  Prussian^  and 
134,316  tons  Britbh,  or  more  than  equal  $ 
and  in  the  year  1839^  the  Prussian  was 
229,208  tons»  and  the  British  only 
111,470,  more  than  double  the  British; 
thus,  instead  of  having  employed  our 
own  ships  and  seamen,  have  we  not  only 
paid  Prussia  for  her  timber,  but  been 
obliged  also  to  pay  her  freight  for  bring* 
ing  it  to  us.  Has  this  been  made  Up  to 
us  by  an  increased  demand  on  the  part  of 
Prussia  for  our  manufactures?  In  1827- 
8-9,  the  export  of  our  manufactures  to 
Prussia  on  the  average  of  three  years  was 
1 80,83  U.,  and  in  the  three  last  years 
when  I  can  find  the  return  1837-8-9,  it 
amounts  to  the  vast  sum  of  164,535^.,  or 
26,000/.  less  than  it  was  before.  Sir, 
the  alteration  proposed  by  her  Majesty*^ 
Ministers  in  the  duty  on  timber  will  again 
double  this  vast  proportion  against  us; 
and  by  as  much  reduce  the  employment 
of  our  own  ships  and  seamen.  It  may  be 
asked,  how  is  it  then,  that  our  commer- 
cial marine  has  been  kept  up,  entirely  by 
the  increase  of  our  own  colonial  trade. 
In  1820,  the  British  and  American  trade 
was  343,377  tons,  employing  16,819 
seamen;  and  in  1839,  709,896  tons, 
employing  28,349  seamen.  The  East- 
Indies,  in  1823,  48,325  tons,  employing 
3,630  seamen;  and  in  1839,  .138,486 
tons,  employing  7,772  seamen.  The  New 
Holland  in  1823,  3,883  tons,  employing 
222  seamen;  and  in  1839,  22,376  tons, 
employing  1,165  seamen.  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  has  stated,  that  the 
manufacturers  are  in  great  distress ;  t 
especially  feel  for  them,  as  I  would  for 
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any  other  class.  He  has  attributed  that  I 
distress  to  the  Corn-laws,  a  greater  faU 
lacy  cannot  exist  their  best  custotners  for 
every  thing  are  found  at  home;  and  I 
cannot  do  better  than  advert  to  a  petition 
which  I  had  the  honour  to  present  from 
the  parish  of  Eastwood,  in  which  the 
petitioners  state,  that  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  corn  must  be  felt  by  the  labourers 
in  the  reduction  of  wages,  by  every  class 
of  shopkeepers  and  tradesmen,  by  the  loss 
of  custom  ;  and  eventually  by  the  manu- 
facturerers  themselves  --the  complainants, 
who  now  supply  their  articles  to  the  shops. 
In  the  cotton  fabric  alone,  the  value  of 
that  part  consumed  at  home,  in  the  labour 
expended  thereon,  far  exceeds  the  amount 
of  the  sum  expended  upon  the  whole  of 
the  cotton  goods  exported  to  every  part 
of  the  world.  That  consumed  at  home  is 
11,842,627/.,  besides  the  value  of  the  re- 
fuse manufactured,  which  is  very  consi- 
derable ;  whilst  the  whole  value  of  that 
exported,  whether  in  yarn  or  goods,  is 
only  9,208,446/.  These  were  ports  to 
which  alone  we  could  look  for  any  supply 
of  corn,  do  not  in  reality  take  from  us 
much  more  than  the  thread  itself,  for  the* 
purpose  of  their  own  manufactures,  now 
established  by  the  means  of  machinery 
exported  from  this  country  under  the  free 
trade  system.  Sir,  within  my  own  recol- 
lection, every  cottager's  family  throughout 
the  country,  by  spinning  and  knitting  at 
home  were  able  to  earn,  in  addition  to  the 
men's  pay,  sufficient  to  supply  them  with 
many  additional  comforts  and  necessaries. 
These  the  manufacturers  have  wrested  from 
them  by  means  of  their  machinery ;  and 
the  foreigner  is  now  retorting  the  same 
upon  them.  Surely,  then,  it  is  too  much 
to  be  told,  that  the  distress  of  the  manu- 
facturers is  owing  to  the  Corn-laws.  Sir, 
that  constituency  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent,  desire  no  monopoly ;  they 
ask  only  for  that  protection  which  is  due 
to  them  according  to  the  charges  imposed 
upon  them.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
will  give  confidence  to  the  country,  and 
will  be  read  with  satisfaction  by  all  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other. 

Mr.  Clay  said,  that  in  the  few  observa- 
tions whi(^  be  had  to  make  he  meant 
strictly  to  confine  himself  to  the  question 
more  immediately  before  the  House,  vix.— 
the  proposal  for  the  reduction  of  the  sugar 
duties.   Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  bad  b^ 
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guilty  of  a  most  remarkaUe  inoonasteDOy 
in  the  arguments  which  they  had  put  for« 
ward  agamst  the  proposed  chanffs.  While, 
on  the  one  hand,  they  chargwl  Ministens 
with  bringing  forward  a  measure  whidi^ 
by  opening  the  home  market  to  slave«sugar, 
would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging  sla- 
very and  the  slave-trade,  they,  on  the  other 
handy  brought  forward  with  sreat  exulta« 
tion  and  confidence  certain  cuculations  for 
the  purpose  of  proving  that  it  was  utterly 
impossible  that  one  sinele  pound  of  slave- 
groWwgar  could  bc^coUmcd  in  thi. 
country.  With  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer),  hia 
opinion  was,  that  the  anticipated  increased 
consumption  of  colonial  sugar  was  hr  no 
means  fallacious.  The  fair  way  of  looiung 
at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan,  in  a 
financial  point  of  view,  was  either  that 
there  would  be  such  a  supply  of  sugar  from 
the  British  colonies  as  would  produce  a 
sufficient  revenue,  or  that  there  vrould  be 
such  an  introduction  of  foreign  sugar  as 
would  produce  the  same  effect  A  noUe 
Lord  (Lord  F.  Egerton),  on  a  former 
night,  had  said,  that  the  saving  that  would 
be  gained  by  the  proposed  measure  would 
not  exceed  Is.  6d»  in  the  cwt,  and  he  ar* 
gued  from  thence  that  no  practical  benefit 
would  result  to  the  public  from  so  trivial 
a  reduaion.  But  did  the  noble  Lord  know 
what  the  effect  of  a  reduction  of  even  Is. 
in  the  cwt.  would  be  ?  A  reduction  cyf 
1#.  on  the  cwt.  would  he  no  less  than 
200,000^  a-year  of  the  taxation  of  the 
country.  Reference  had  been  made  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Larpent,  to  show  that 
there  would  be  a  large  importation  of  sugar 
from  the  £ast.Indies.  But  what  did  Mr* 
Larpent  say?  He  distinctly  stated,  that 
he  did  not  think  there  could  be  a  laroe 
exportation  into  this  country  from  the 
East  Indies,  except  at  a  very  high  price. 
He  did  not  see  why  they  should  encourage 
the  growth  of  sugar  in  the  East  Indies  if 
it  could  only  he  done  by  bolstering  it  up 
by  a  monopoly.  No  trade  should  be  en- 
couraged that  was  not  based  on  its  own 
natural  power  of  production.  It  was  much 
better  to  let  capital  in  India  be  emharked 
in  enterprises  that  would  be  more  naturally 
productive.  What  had  been  done  in  the 
article  of  cotton  ?  No  encouragement  was 
attempted  to  he  given  to  the  growth  of 
cotton  in  India  against  the  market  of  the 
United  States,  and  yet,  by  the  wholesome 
system  pursued,  cotton  was  successfully 
cultivated  in  that  country,     ([The  b«n» 
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GeDtkoutn  entered  into  some  minute  de* 
tail  as  to  the  effect  oif  the  duties  on  the 
waaaaus  qualities  of  sugar,  with  a  view  to 
show  that>  in  reality,  the  proposed  plan  of 
Kor  Majesty's  Government  would  give 
ample  protection  to  the  sugar  grown  in 
the  British  colonies.^  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Colleague,  to  whom  he  wished  to 
allude  with  the  greatest  possible  respect  ap- 
peared to  have  overlooked  the  &ct  that  the 
di&rential  duty  gave  great  discouragement 
to  the  growth  of  sugar  by  slave-labour.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  arguing 
this  point,  but  when  so  great  a  stress  was 
laid  upon  the  encouragement  of  slavery 
which  the  pesent  plan  would  give,  he 
could  not  hdp  observing  that,  according  to 
his  judffment  and  experience,  the  differen- 
tU  duties  would  operate  as  a  direct  and 
absolute  discouragement  of  slavery.  He 
was  himself  of  opinion,  that  at  the  price 
which  must  prevail  in  this  country,  with 
the  duty  proposed  by  Government,  the 
West  Indies  could  successfully  cultivate 
sugar.  That  price  could  not  be  less  than 
from  SOs,  to  shs.  per  cwt.  He  not  only 
thought,  that  they  might  now  grow  sucar 
at  d5j;  a  cwt.,  but  that  under  the  stimiuus 
of  free  trade,  the  growing  of  sugar  in  those 
colonies  would  be  improved,  and  go  on  in- 
cieasing  in  productiveness.  The  noble  Lordi 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  seemed  to  think 
that  his  speech  would  give  extraordinary 
satisfaction  to  all  persons  engaged  in  the 
sngar  trade.  In  that  opinion,  he  entirely 
di&red  from  the  noble  Lord.  The  mer- 
chants of  this  country  must  be  less  acute 
than  he  took  them  to  be,  if  they  could  ac- 
cept the  counters  of  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
real  bullion  upon  this  question.  All  that 
he  could  collect  from  the  noble  Lord^s 
^eeeh  was,  that  it  indicated  (and  that  was 
no  usual  ease  with  the  noble  Lord)  no  in- 
ooDsidemble  degree  of  alarm — ^he  would 
repeat  the  expression — it  indicated  no  in- 
conaiderable  degree  of  alarm,  that  the 
country  began  to  apprehend  the  real  nature 
oC  the  contest  between  the  two  great  parties 
in  the  state— the  one  party  taking  for  its 
object  the  widening  and  froedom  of  trade, 
and  the  other  advocating  vested  interests 
and  the  old  mtem  of  monopoly  and  re- 
strictiott.  What  did  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  fot  North  Lancashire,  say  last 
night  ?  He  said  to  hon.  Members  on  this 
w&  of  the  House,  '*  You  claim  credit  for 
advancing  prineipleB  of  free  trade.  We  don't 
oppose  those  principles ;  but  your's  is  not 
me  trade—it  is  protection.''  Did  the  noble 
hativMy  bdiey^i  (hat  lo shallow  a  loph- 
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ism  would  go  down  with  the  people  of 
England  ?  Did  he  mean  to  say,  that  iree 
trade  could  be  reconciled  with  a  high  rate 
of  duty.  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say, 
that  there  was  no  difference  between  a  duty 
of  Is.  a  quarter  and  100^.  a  quarter?  that 
both  were  merely  duties  of  protection?  Did 
the  noble  Lord  really  mean  to  say,  that 
these  were  the  same  thing,  and  that  the 
whole  question  was  not,  in  point  of  fact^ 
one  as  to  the  amount  of  duty?  Seeing 
that  the  party  to  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  bclone  had  announced  their  intention  to 
act  boldly  and  efficiently  to  support  free 
trade,  and  knowing  that  they  had  on 
other  occasions  put  themselves  at  the 
head  of  great  and  beneficial  reforms  of  the 
commercial  code,  and  were  formerly  the 
means  of  introducing  Parliamentry  Reform, 
by  which  they  extended  popular  rights  and 
privileges— so  now  he  rejoiced  to  belong 
to  that  party  because  they  were  about  to 
propose  to  the  House  of  Commons  a  further 
reform  not  less  important  in  our  commercial 
code,  which,  it  was  certain,  under  whatever 
legislature  might  exist,  would  extend  the 
comforts  of  the  people  c^  England,  and,  as 
far  as  could  be  done  by  legidative  enact- 
ment, secure  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
Mr.  ii.  Chapman  :  Having  presented  to 
this  House  petitions  from  the  Ship-Owners 
Society  of  London,  being  requested  by  the 
ship-owners  of  Liverpool  and  of  South 
Shields,  as  well  as  by  my  own  constituents, 
to  support  these  petitions,  and  most  strenu* 
ously  to  oppose  the  measure  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  now  the  subject  of  de-» 
bate,  and  having,  also,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  been  personally  alluded  to  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London,  and  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Halifax,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to 
occupy  for  a  short  time  the  attention  of  the 
House  on  the  observations  1  am  about  to 
offer  on  the  question  of  the  sugar  duties,  as 
that  appears  to  me  likely  to  affect  the  inter- 
est with  which  I  am  most  connected,  vijE.  the 
shipping  interests  of  this  country.  My  hon. 
Friend,  the  MembeV  for  London,  has  ex* 
pressed  his  astonishment  that  there  should 
be  any  opposition  on  the  part  of  that  inter- 
est to  the  importation  of  Brazil  suear, 
inasmuch  as  he  is  of  opinion,  that  any  addi- 
tional import  from  thence  would  give  in- 
creased employment  to  British  tonnage,  my 
reply  to  this  is  short  and  I  tell  my  hon. 
Friend,  that,  as  by  law  every  pound  of 
sugar  imported  into  Great  Britain  for 
home  consumption  whon  brought  from  onv 
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owti  bblotiies  must  bis  ihiif»rtea  liiideir  a 
British  hag,  leitid  being  well  assured,  that  if 
|{iisi*e  id  ally  scarcity  df  )5r6dii'ction  in  the 
W^t  tilflibs,  it  Icati  be  ainply  suf^plied  firom 
the  bdrdeta  6f  the  Ganges^  whei*ie  tb  use  ah 
eijiredsion  bf  a  witiless  ex&ibiried  before  a 
cbnimittee  tfaiit  sat  on  Bast-India  produce, 
the  Sebretary  of  the  Treasury,  Idng  resident 
ih  Ihdid,  a  most  ihtieiiigeilt  arid  capable 
vi^ittieib;  '<  that  theiiB  was  no  limit  to  the 
cliitivatioh  and  production  of  sugar  in  the 
Etist  Ihdiin."  I  tell  the  hot).  Membler,  that 
I  am  not  tilling  to  relinquish  the  substance 
Ibr  ihb  sake  of  the  shadow,  and  to  long  as 
thfe  British  ship  enjoys  this  pHvilege,  I  aA 
titiwiilihg  td  forego  it  for  an^  problematical 
And  unceHaitl  advantage  that  inajr  be  held 
out  td  me  Mm  the  prdnioters  df  me  impbr- 
tatibti  bf  siigar  from  any  slavb  -  labout* 
country.  So  much^  Sir,  fdr  my  duty  to  niy 
coustituetits ;  and  I  iidw  turn  to  the  duty  I 
owe  td  tttysielf  and  tb  the  dietdtes  of  my  own 
i*lbnscienbe.  I  cannot.  Sit*,  forget;  that  six 
fesLt%  ago  I  iltated  tb  the  electors  df  the 
bdlbugh  I  have  the  Hoiibuir  tb  reprbSebt,  my 
firbi  aud  undltetable  detennitlatidh  tb  sup- 
piM  any  tHeasore  prbposed  by  any  Govern- 
mbtit  that  would  tend  td  extinguish  slatefy 
all  dver  the  world.  Without  this  pledge 
^treil  at  thikt  peribd  of  ereat  excitement  by 
alinbst  every  Merbber  Who  was  teturned  to 
the  first  t^orbked  Parliament,  few  indeed  of 
the  present  Members  of  this  House  would 
have  the  bpportubity  of  sitting  here  to 
recotd  their  opihiotts  for  or  ^itlst  diis  itil- 
pblrtant  ([|uedtibh  now  before  it,  but  I  ask 
myself,  With  what  propriety  or  hbnour  can 
I  t^pudiate  tbtby  eonstittlents,  when  T  next 
appear  before  thent,  the  sentiikients  and  de. 
cbiratibns  I  made  to  thetn  in  1882.  Nb, 
Sir,  ivhateve^  mdy  be  the  consequence  I 
will  dot  Violate  my  Woid;  1  hate  tlot 
changed  nly  bt>ibibb,  ihat  slaVer^  is  a  great 
evil.  I  think  it  will  be  perpetuated  by  the 
Utealtuire  bfibl^  tb  the  House  b^  the  Chan- 
oeilbr  df  the  Exchequer,  and  I  will  be  nb 
party  tb  such  a  proposition  as  will  encod- 
rage  sUve-labdur  ih  any  part  bf  the  world, 
wheh  1  knoW;  that  su^r  may  be  produced 
in  au^  ^uabtity  by  fVee'  labour  and  by  bur 
diVn  subjects. .  My  hon.  Friend,  the  Meih- 
ber  fcr  Halifiix  (and  no  one  knows  better 
the  Value  of  British  ships  and  British 
saildrs)  has  expiessed  with  hiii  Usual  bour- 
tesy,  but,  to  in^  surmite,his  wbhder,  that  I 
should  fM  alarmed  about  the  next  great 
measure  that  ii  to  be  pro))oSed  by  the  right 
Bbn.  Gentleotaii  the  Chaucdlor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer; bU  the  subject  bf  the  timber  duties ; 
h  will  bDljr)  snjrs  tty  boil.  Friend,  gb  td 


destroy  a  few  bid  rdttbn  M^  TM»  bt^iit. 
ion,  and  the  ^tlmate  tiikcn  b^  hiM  bf  thb 
value  bf  British  iidtlors,  temii\Ai  tiie  bf  the 
same  o|)ibibn  ex^rblSed  by  Sh^iock,  Whetb 
he  says— ^ 

'^ Ships  are  but  boards,  sailors  are  but  tneni 
They  are  do  security  for  my  bond." 

But  I  will  vbnture  to  tell  My  hbd.  FHeba, 
and  1  Will  venture  t:^  tell  this  Hbtiife;  thai 
British  ships  are  something  bettbr  thah 
boards,  attd  that  British  Mlon  i^  Mfaie- 
thing  more  than  hien.  Sir, !  appeal  td  thb 
ndWe  Lbrd,  the  Secretary  for  Portiigh  Af- 
ffalrs,  in  cdribboratioii  of  this  assertibn,  eUd 
I  ask  the  noble  Lord;  if  he  has  not  fouhd  ft 
so  dh  the  cdast  of  Syria;  ahd  t  ask  him,  if 
the  servicb  of  British  aduiirials^  captaius, 
and  sailors  were  not  of  tbatbiial  assistance  to 
him  in  carrying  jutb  effect  his  able  dipld- 
macy  on  the  Eastern  questioi).  Sir,  I  hHVe 
sate  oil  the  bommittee  dn  timber  duHb^, 
where  that  ^ueStibn  was  so  thorouj^hly  in- 
vestigated in  1^35.  I  was  on  the  eonimittee 
on  Import  duties  last  year,  and  when  thi^ 
subject  of  timber  iis  brought  fortVard;  1  shall 
then  ask  the  House  to  grant  me  tiie  indul- 
gence of  deliveritig  my  Sentiments  on  thb 
resolutions  of  those  contibittees,  and  oh 
which  the  t)rd;ent  prbpositidns  of  the  Chab- 
cellbr  of  the  Excheqiier  appear  tb  be 
fbunded;  I  knbw;  Sih  that  we  have  been 
told,  that  ^heu  bur  Friends  oti  this  side  of 
the  House  cbme  into  power  the^  will 
adopt  the  sanie  eburse  of  proceeding  with 
regard  to  the  duties  oU  sugar  and  timber, 
without  reference  to  the  Ibjury  that  may 
be  sustained  by  thb  ship-oWners  of  Ehgland. 
I  knbiV  not,  Sir,  what  the  party  may  do 
(to  which  I  give  my  humble  support)  wheti 
in  office,  but  this  I  do  kiiow  ahd  belibve, 
that  the  rigfit  hob.  Baronet,  the  Menibbr 
fur  Tatuworth,  will  bring  in  nb  nletout^  so 
injurious  to  Canada  against  the  bpihimi  bf 
the  Governor  General  of  that  provitice.  I 
cbnclude.  Sir,  by  expreteidg  my  hope,  tlnkt 
the  noble  Lord;  the  Secretary  fbr  the  Cbld- 
niei,  will  ndt  persevere  in  any  miediiut^  df 
which  the  resblt  will  be  the  annihifaltion 
of  the  British  tnercailtiie  maHbe,  ahd  rfe- 
structidh  to  the  etbptdymeht  bf  sd  mHAf 
ships  aud  so  many  sailbrS  a^  such  a  proposed 
dteraiion  in  the  timber  duties  Will  be  tut« 
tb  produce,  and  With  bvery  bxpHsHsidklbf^ei^ 
sonil  respect  for  that  noble  Lord's  character, 
althdUgh  a  firbi  opt>oncilt  td  his  general 
lk>licy,  I  waru  hitki  and  I  entreat  him  ib  tftb 
Words  of  a  great  statesnito,  '*  that  he  Wffl 
not,  for  the  aake  of  putting  a  peddelHiJbhl 
intb  the  Excheqaei)  ruii  the  rii»  iitf  Sb^ 
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8tit))Fiii|f  the  best  and  mcf&t  iiiipdttAttt 
interests  of  the  British  &mphi3/'  t  shall 
^rote)  Sir,  fbr  the  motion  of  by  noble  FHbnd^ 
the  Member  for  Liverpool. 

Sir  E.  L.  Bvlwer  ssld,  that  this  extreme 
length  to  which  this  debate  had  been  pro- 
tracted^ had,  at  all  events,  as  it  Appeared  to 
him,  answered  the  purpose  of  tendering  the 
principle  at  issue  intelligiblb.  Hb  had 
ustened  to  the  proposition  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Government,  as  Well  as  to  the 
arguments  which  had  been  brought  forwat^ 
in  opposition  to  it,  but  he  thought,  that 
the  question  appeared  to  have  been  discussed 
vpon  twb  entirely  different  grounds.  First, 
it  had  been  attemptbi  to  be  placed  upon 
what  was  call^  a  high  and  nOble  grotind^ 
and  it  was  laid  down  as  a  broad  and  gene- 
nd  principle  that  we  should  not  permit  the 
intcnduction  of  slavle-growu  sugars  under 
any  conditions.  The  hon.  Member  fbr 
Antriifa  had  tbirly  and  truly  said,  that  he 
bcdieved  that  a  monopoly  must  be  sus^ 
tained ;  he  said*  that  it  was  no  matter  whe- 
ther thc^  admitted  the  slave-labouir  sugar 
of  Cuba,  or  the  free-labour  sugar  of  our 
own  cohniies,  but  that  it  was  to  the  im- 
portation of  other  sugar  than  their  own, 
and  to  an  interference  with  their  monopoly, 
that  the  West- India  proprietors  really  ob- 
jected. The  hdn.  Membeir  had  thrown 
down  the  flimsy  veil  which  had  been  at- 
tempted tb  be  cast  around  this  subject,  and 
be  had  put  the  qhestion  fairly  beibre  the 
couiitry  when  he  said,  that  it  was  one  of 
monopoly  only.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire^  sieiid  last 
Bighty  Uiat  he  could  not  place  the  question 
upon  the  same  high  ground  as  that  on 
which  the  hoh.  Member  for  OifOrd  and 
other  hon;  GenUemen  had  attempted  tb 
place  it.  He  had  said  distinetly>  that  to 
do  so  would  be  to  insulate  ourselves  from 
the  oommerdal  relations  of  the  world,  and 
he  had  placed  the  whole  of  the  oppositioh 
to  the  Government  measure  upon  the  ob- 
jebt,  not  of  principle,  but  of  money.  It 
night  well  be  a  ground  for  complaint,  that 
by  the  lesoliition  of  the  noble  Lolrd,  the 
Member  £ot  Liverpool,  a  declaration  of 
prindide  was  effectedi  but  was  not  actually 
made.  It  might  be  signed,  that  the  efibet 
•f  that  molutton  was,  that  so  long  as  it 
was  oDnvement  to  turti  out  one  Govehi- 
mettt  it  must  be  all  humani^ ;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  that  resolution,  or  in  the 
Speech  of  the  noble  Lord  l^t  night,  which 
trould  prevent  thekn  from  abandoning  those 
prineiiuea  whidi  they  now  contended  for, 
wbeO|  at  a  Aiture  time,  their  object  Was  to 


kiscp  ih  i&ttbther.  II;  Was  said,  thilt  thb 
importaiibh  of  foreigh  sugar  would  bpemtie 
as  an  ehcdiiragbltieht  tb  slavisiy  and  the 
slave-trade ;  but  hbW  was  it,  heaskied;  that 
they  could  account  for  the  vet'jr  reiharkable 
fact,  that  that  very  siigar  Was  how  imported 
to  this  country  for  the  purpose  bf  exp()H- 
ation,  which  our  own  populatibh  Wefrc  fbr- 
biddeii  to  use  ?  Thbugh  hon.  Gehtlcmeil 
might  dislike  the  term  hy^mtibal^  As  ap- 
plied tb  those  West-Indian  propribtol^  who 
were  seized  with  such  a  sudden  horror  of 
riave-grown  sngai*,  he  asked^  what  h  could 
be  called  but  hypocrisy,  when  a  state  bf 
things  like  this  should  be  alloWed  to  exist, 
that  when,  although  thb  intrbducHbn  of 
stich  sbgar  might  be  cbuntenancled  as  beitiji^ 
applicable  to  ibreign  consuin^jtion,  thejr 
would  not  permit  any  portion  of  the  siigar 
introduced  to  be  used  nir  the  wants  df  out 
oWti  population.  If  this  were  not  hypocrisy, 
he  knew  not  what  was.  So  far  ad  the  ques- 
tion really  at  issue  Went,  he  thought;  that  h 
was  a  question  only  of  application  of  a  brinci- 
pie,  and  not  of  the  principle  itself;  the  Ml 
question  was,  whbther  they  would  proceed 
to  procure  their  object  by  opening  a  itiaS 
ket;  or  l^  maintaming  and  invigorating  a 
market  already  existing.  The  peoplb  of 
England,  he  thought,  neither  could  nor 
would  tinderstand  the  subtile  distibctioii 
attempted  to  be  drawn  between  the  export- 
ation of  slave-grown  sugar  and  the  retain- 
ing of  a  smaller  portion  of  that  which  wail 
imported  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the 
wants  of  out  oWn  countrymen.  Where  was 
the  tt-ue  princi)[ile  it  they  did  not  render  it 
ai^plicable  to  all  classes  of  articles  ?  But  if 
they  peritoitted  thle  introduction  of  one  arti- 
cle the  produce  bf  slave-labour,  he  could 
not  see  why  any  distinction  should  be  dm  wd 
by  Which  others  were  shut  out.  The  only 
answbr  which  had  been  a£R)rded  tb  thi^ 
sdggestion  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Power  Bamlbts,  by 
the  right  hott.  Member  for  Newark,  atid 
the  noble  Lt)rd  last  night;  and  each 
of  them  had  argued;  that  it  was  hot  be- 
cause one  article  was  introdboed;  that  all 
should  be  SO  ^  but  if  this  (Principle  cbuld 
not  be  carriled  but  as  to  the  gteat  articles  of 
trade,  why,  he  asked,  shonld  it  be  applied 
to  any  ?  mOtre  especially  when  the  HbUsb 
said,  that  there  was  no  alternative  but  to 
take  the  course  which  Was  nbw  proboted  by 
the  Govemmeht;  or  to  submit  to  the  im)lb« 
sition  of  new  taxes  on  an  alttady  oVef^ 
taxed  and  oppressed  people.  Beiiij^  ft 
Member  representing  an  agricultutal  ^- 
stitueak^i  and  entertainingi  ia  be  lAwayS 
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had,  even  before  he  had  the  honour  of  ap- 
pearing in  that  House  as  the  representative 
of  that  constituency,  a  very  strong  feeling 
with  regard  to  an  adequate  decree  of  pro- 
tection afforded  to  the  landed  interest,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
further  upon  this  subject.  Undoubtedly, 
he  was  in  favour  of  protection  in  preference 
to  prohibition.  He  believed,  that  the  land 
was  entitled  to  an  adequate  share  of  pro- 
tection, and  he  confessed  he  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  degree  of  protection  which 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  afford.  But, 
entertaining  these  feelings,  and  not  being 
thoroughly  convinced,  that  such  a  sufficient 
protection  was  proposed  to  be  given,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  poasessing  a  strong  opin- 
ion, that  the  moment  had  arrived  when 
some  change  was  desirable,  he  did  not  see 
how  these  sentiments  obliged  him  to  band 
himself  with  the  friends  of  all  monopoly 
whatsoever.  He  believed,  too,  that  the 
agricultural  interests  needed  no  such  alli- 
ance, but  that  tbe  demands  of  their  case 
would  place  them  upon  such  a  footing  as 
that  they  would  suffer  no  injustice  at  the 
hands  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  was  anxious  to  state 
the  opinion  which  he  entertained  upon  the 
subject  now  before  the  House.  It  was  a 
subject  to  which  he  had  given  a  great  deal 
of  attention,  and  he  had  endeavoured  to 
make  himself  fully  acquainted  with  it.  He 
assured  the  House,  that  no  man  had  ever 
entered  upon  an  enquiry  with  a  sreater 
desire  to  ascertain  the  truth  than  he  had 
done  in  reference  to  this  question,  the  du- 
ties on  Customs'  imports.  Ever  since  he 
bad  had  the  honour  of  holding  a  seat  in 
that  House  (which  was  a  period  of  more 
than  thirty  years)  he  never  had  given  a 
vote  the  tendency  of  which  was  not  to 
free  the  commerce  of  the  country  from  its 
shackles  and  restrictjons*  and  thereby  to 

S*ve  the  talents  and  capital  of  England 
eir  full  scope  and  opeiution.  It  was  on 
that  true  Raaical  principle,  that  he,  as  an 
advocate  of  free  trade,  had  acted,  and  he 
would  also  say,  that  he  had  never  given  a 
tote  which  did  not  go  equally  to  the  ex- 
tension  of  popular  rights,  and  to  shake  off 
the  oppression  of  the  aristocracy.  Four 
nights  of  the  debate  had  now  naned,  and 
be  was  ideased  to  think,  that  the  informa- 
tfam  which  had  been  elicited  would  be  of 
great  importance  to  many  hon.  Membera 
who  had  not  sufficiently  considered  the 
aubiect  before ;  but,  above  all,  it  would 
affocd  highly  important  information  to  the 
90UIU17  at  kige;«»U  would  Aew  what 


were  the  real  sentiments  of  the  majority  of 
that  House  $  and  if  they  had  a  little  fur- 
ther discussion,  he  thought,  that  notwith- 
standing the  attempt  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  mystify  the  question,  the 
country  would  be  made  aware  of  the  real 
merits  of  the  plan  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  Government,  as  well  as  of  its  de* 
merits.  Two  nights  had  passed  with- 
out the  possibility  of  its  being  ascer- 
tained what  hon.  Members  oppwdie  in- 
tended to  do,  or  what  object  they  bad  in 
view  in  refusing  to  go  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  existing  laws  on  the  importa* 
tion  of  sugar,  except  that  of  refusing  to 
afford  any  relief  to  the  people  by  the  re- 
duction erf  taxation,  and  at  the  same  time 
of  turning  out  the  present  Ministcy.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dover,  indeed,  had  wit* 
tily  and  frankly  said,  that  the  result  of  the 
discussion  was  of  little  importance  except 
so  far  as  it  tended  to  secure  this  end*  No 
doubt  that  was  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen« 
tlemen  opposite.  Or  course,  they  beintf 
patriots  and  friends  of  humanity  could 
nave  no  other  object  but  that  of  the 
Btron^t  desire  to  place  able  and  talented 
men  in  the  Government  in  lieo  of  those 
who  now  so  inefficiently  occupied  its 
benches.  The  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Goulbum)  on  the  thud  nishl  of  the 
debate,  and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanly) 
the  Member  for  North  Lanca^re,  00  the 
fourth  night  of  the  debate,  had  tended  ia 
some  d^p«e  to  draw  aside  the  veil  which 
had  before  hung  over  the  proceedings  of 
the  Tory  party,  and  had  shown  that  their 
object  was  to  obtain  place^  and  to  do  no* 
thing  for  the  country,  and  as  reguded 
sugar,  they  intended  "  to  let  thimp  done.'* 
At  first  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  limit 
the  question,  which  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  was  of  Uie  very  highest  importance  to 
the  country ;  he  would  add  even  man  im* 
portant  to  the  industrious  classes  than  any 
other  ouestion  which  had  been  faiought 
forward  during  the  time  he  had  sat  in  Faiw 
liament,  to  the  narrow  point  eonnectcd 
with  sugar  only.  But  he  was  not  di^ 
posed  to  eonfine  himself  to  the  nanow  die- 
cuasion  of  such  a  question  merely.  The 
noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  been  acoosed  of  bringing  forwaid  the 
question  without  any  necessity,  and  at  a 
tune  which  was  very  ill-chosen.  He  had 
expected  from  hon.  Gentlcnen  who  bad 
brought  forward  this  charge  of  want  of 
necessity,  that  if  there  was  any  one  ques* 
ttmwi  of  man  *i«ting»*tma  than  ***^**t>^i*  in 
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Aeir  views,  it  would  have  been  the  main- 
tenance of  faith  with  the  public  creditors 
of  this  country,  and  to  provide  so  as  to 
enable  us  to  pay  all  just  demands.  He 
would  not  enter  at  present  into  how  or 
wherefore  the  great  expense  had  been  in* 
curred— or  into  the  policy  of  the  lavish 
expenditure,  by  increase  of  the  naval  and 
military  establishments,  which  left  the 
country  two  millions  and  a-half  in  debt ; 
but  he  would  only  say  in  passing,  that 
there  was  no  hon.  Member  opposite  disap- 
proved more  of  the  course  which  had  been 
tfdcen,  and  which  had  changed  a  surplus 
revenue  of  one  million  and  a-half  sterling 
to  a  deficient  revenue  of  two  millions  ana 
a-half  sterling,  than  he  did.  He  had  done 
all  that  he  could  when  the  estimates  were 
before  the  House  to  prevent  it,  but  it  was 
neither  the  one  side  nor  the  other  of  the 
House  which  had  produced  this  result,  but 
both  sides  had  urged  on  an  unnecessary 
and  lavish  expenditure  by  an  increase  of 
our  establishments  which  had  led  to  the 
present  state  of  things.  And  he  would 
nere  once  for  all  take  the  opportunity  of 
noticing  the  blame  which  had  been  cast 
upon  the  Government  for  having  establish- 
ed the  Penny  Postage,  and  thereby  dimi- 
nished ^e  revenue  of  the  Post-office.  That 
charge  of  blame  afforded  to  his  (Mr. 
Httme*s^  mind  dear  evidence  of  the  igno- 
rance of  hon.  Members  on  that  subject. 
The  adoption  of  the  Penny  Post  had  not 
diminished  our  ffenend  revenue.  The  re- 
venue of  the  United  Kingdom  had  been 
higher  during  the  last  three  years  than  in 
the  three  years  preceding.  In  order  to 
dispel  the  unfair  statements  which  had 
been  put  forth  from  time  to  time  on  this 
subject  he  would  refer  to  a  return — (Par- 
liamentary paper,  268  of  1841) — which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  the  substance  of  which  ought  to 
be  better  known  than  it  was.  From  that 
return  it  appeared,  that  the  net  income 
from  the  ordinary  revenues  was— 
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Shewing  an  increase  of  revenue  of 
675,101/.,  in  each  of  the  three  last  more 
than  in  the  three  first  years.  A  proof  that 
the  aggregate  amount  of  the  revenue  had 
not  diminished,  as  the  revenue  from  the 
Fost-oQee  had  been  decreased.    [[An.  Hon, 
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Member:  What  was  the  amount  of  the 
Post-office  revenue?]]  He  had  include 
that  revenue  in  the  amount  which  he  had 
referred  to.  Hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  ap« 
pear  to  know  what  the  asgregate  amount 
was.  They  seemed  to  think,  that  because 
there  was  a  reduction  in  the  revenue  in 
one  article,  it  could  not  be  made  up  by  an- 
other. Besides  the  loss  of  revenue  from 
the  Post-office,  there  had  been  a  deficiency 
also  in  the  revenue  from  sugar  last  year« 
amounting  to  1,000,000/ ,  and  which  had 
effected  the  aggregate  of  the  revenue  as 
much  as  the  Post-office.  It  would  appear 
that  there  had  been  no  remission  of  taxes 
which  was  mure  likely  to  benefit  the  coun- 
try, looking  at  it  as  promoting  commerce, 
science  and  morals  than  the  reduction  of  the 
postage.  By  the  reduction  of  the  rates  of 
postage,  100  millions  more  of  letters  had 
been  written  and  had  passed  to  different 
parts  of  the  country  in  one  year  than 
before;  and  he  would  ask  whether  such 
an  increase  of  the  correspondence  of  the 
country  could  take  place  without  pro- 
ducing great  advantages  in  every  way? 
The  increase  of  the  revenue  for  the  last 
three  years  over  the  three  preceding  years, 
having  been  annually  675,000/.,  notwith- 
standing the  reduction  of  taxation,  shewed 
the  tendency  of  the  revenue  to  increase  in 
other  branches  after  reduction  in  any  one. 
It  reflected  discredit  on  that  House,  as 
keepers  of  the  public  purse,  to  have  al.. 
lowed  the  revenue  so  increased  to  be  ex* 
ceeded  by  the  expenditure  for  establishments 
so  large ;  those  large  establishments  how* 
ever  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  House; 
the  House  had  approved  of  those  high 
estimates  for  the  current  year;  they  had 
been  carried  by  large  majorities.  In  the 
last  four  years  we  had  incurred  a  debt  for 
these  increased  establishments  of  from  five 
to  six  millions;  and  in  the  present  year 
we  had  still  further  increased  them  by  one 
million  and  a  half.  He  therefore  certainly 
expected  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel),  and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  San- 
don)  opposite  to  admit,  that  this  was  not 
an  improper  time,  whoever  mieht  be 
Minister,  to  consider  how  this  deficiency 
was  to  be  made  up.  He  had  heard  a 
taunt  thrown  out  against  Ministers,  that 
this  measure  was  brought  forward  without 
one  consideration,  and  as  a  mere  matter  of 
political  expediency  for  the  moment ;  and 
what  was  the  proof?  It  was  said,  that 
last  year  a  motion  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan,  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
foreign  sugar  to  3$^.;  he  had  had  the 
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S)6$8uve  of  supporting  that  motion,  and  he 
ad  regietted  the  opposition  then  given ; 
and  now  it  was  taken  for  granted^  that  as 
the  Government  had  voted  against  that 
measure  last  Session,  they  were  prevented 
ftom  hringing  forward  the  same  measure 
in  this.  Now,  he  looked  only  to  the  value 
of  the  proposed  measure.  He  cared  not 
whether  it  was  the  result  of  the  deliberation 
of  a  day,  a  week,  or  a  year ;  he  thought 
that  it  was  a  measure  that  was  called  for 
in  justice  to  the  people,  and  he  should' 
therefore  give  it  his  zealous  support. 
When,  however,  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  taunted  with  a  change  of  opinion  on 
the  subject,  he  could  look  back  to  many 
changes  in  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  had  been  much  greater,  and 
in  shorter  periods ;  and  he  never-  would 
taunt  hon.  Members  with  a  change  in  their 
opinion  and  measures  that  was  likely  to  do 
Ipiod*  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  fmr  Tamworth,  came  forward  in 
18^9  and  seconded  the  efforts  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  effect  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion, which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
always  strenuously  opposed,  did  he  blame 
the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet  ?  Not  at  all ;  he 
always  gave  him  graat  credit  for  his  ]^ro« 
oeedings  on  that  very  important  occasion. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  acted  as  he 
hopod  he  ever  would  act,  for  the  public 
welfare ;  he  yielded  to  the  ezigendea  of  the 
time.  Let  hon.  Membeis  read  the  letter 
q(  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  of  the  35th  of 
Auguatj  18d9«  in  which  he  stated  the  rea- 
sons for  his  course,  and  that  he  would 
rather  have  retired  from  Parliament,  than 
h^ve  assisted  in  carrying  the  measure  of 
emanoipationt  which  he  believed  would  be 
fliejudicial  in  its  operation  $  but  in  defer- 
ence to  the  opinions  of  the  noble  Duke, 
who  had  stated,  that  rather  than  have  one 
i^y  of  eivil  war  in  Ireland,  he  would  carry 
that  or  any  other  measure  which  he 
thought  calculated  to  secure  the  peace  of 
the  country.  He  could  mention  many 
other  changes  of  policy  in  that  House  by 
ibnner  Ministers;  and  he  was  surprised 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lrad  Stanley)  diould 
qiake  sudi  a  charge  of  inconsistency  of 
conduct  against  Ministers,  when  it  was 
well  Hnown  that  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
more  sudden  changes,  and  those  without 
sufficient  reanin  than  any  other  man  sbee 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  be^u  in  Parliament 
He  need  only  refer  to  ope.  When  the 
noble  Lonl  brought  in  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill, 
in  1933,  there  was  a  clause  (Na  147)  for 
appropriating  the  surplus  of  Church  pro- 1 


perty  to  public  uses,  which  would  be  ever 
memorable  in  that  House;  on  a  division 
that  clause  was  carried  by  a  majority  of 
upwards  of  300,  and  yet  in  the  course  of 
fbrty-eight  hours  the  noble  Lord  came 
down  and  called  on  the  House  to  reject 
that  very  clause,  on  stating,  that  in  the 
interval  he  has  changed  his  opinion.  There 
were  many  other  instances  of  the  noble 
Lord's  political  inconsistency,  whiph  he 
could  state,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord,  for* 
getting  what  he  had  done  himself,  came 
forward  and  charged  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  with  tergivemlion  and 
vacciilating  conduct.  The  noble  iiOrd  sel- 
dom spoke  without  due  deliberation  and 
preparation ;  and  when  he  charged  his  late 
Friends  with  tergiversation,  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  must  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
the  last  man  who  ought  to  make  such  a 
charge.  Did  he  blame  him  ibr  that  change 
of  opinion?  No,  but  he  did  blame  him 
for  challengnne  and  accusing  others  fer 
doing  that  whicn  he  had  himself  so  often 
done.  Her  Majesty^s  Ministers  had  been 
iiirther  charged,  that  they  had  brought 
forward  the  reduction  of  duty  on  foreign 
sugar  at  an  inopportune  time,  ft  was 
clear  that  seme  measure  must  be  adopted- 
fbt  raising  a  deficient  revenue.  If  he  could 
have  induced  hon.  Members  to  act  with 
him,  he  would  have  eut  down  the  expen* 
diture  very  soon,  by  reducing  the  mrae 
and  unneoessaiy  muitasy  establidiments; 
but  the  House  had  determined  that  the 
estimates  were  necessaiy  and  proper,  and 
they  therefere  ou^t  to  provide  the  means 
of  paying  for  them.  There  never  had 
been  a  period,  during  the  long  time  that 
he  had  been  a  public  man,  in  which  there 
was  a  greater  degree  of  distress  among  the 
wmrking  classes  than  at  the  present  mo« 
ment ;  when  our  manuiiiicturers  were  more 
pressed  to  keep  their  works  going ;  when 
trade  was  more  paralixed,  or  when  there 
was  more  difficulty  of  carrying  on  bushsess 
without  loss.  He  had  seen  letters  from 
different  parts  of  the  country,  stating  the 
stoppage  of  the  work  of  mills  to  four  days 
a  we^k  in  ipany  places;  and  that  some 
had  been  shut  up  altogether.  He  had 
supported  the  PoorJaw  bill  by  which  the 
woricing  classes  were  thrown  upon  their  rc« 
sources,  to  provide  for  themselves  by  their 
own  industry,  and  yet  an  act  of  Parliament 
prevented  their  obtaining  employment.  Par^ 
liament,  by  laws,  had  prohiluted  the  import 
of  food  except  at  exoriiicant  prices,  which 
restricted  the  foreign  trade  of  the  country 
and  deprived  the  people  of  the  means  by 
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wM^h  thf(y  PPUI4  obtain  employment,  tnd 
ihejf  w^^  M't  tQ  t]^e  wPi^i^hfln^  ««  theii: 
pf^ly  respuKic.  Ther^  were  no  signv  of  the 
time^  t^a^  oojghti  tq  be  more  attended  ^ 
tban  ih^se  of  a  starving  discontented  popu- 
tgtioOt  Was  there  any  (bing  in  (be  state 
pf  (.ondpn  tbat  ougbt  tp  ^t^ract  attention  ? 
The  late  Qovernpr  of  tbe  Bank  (Sir  Jobn 
(tei(l)  ba4  been  yery  facetiogs  la^t  night, 
and  had  tPld  them  that  there  was  np  des- 
pondency, yet  in  the  ^me  breath  he  said 
thai  theie  was  no  buying  and  selling,  and 
no  one  knew  where  be  could  qiake  a  shil- 
jingr  Was  that  au  usqal  ^^currence,  and 
was  it  the  way  in  wbich  the  commerce  of 
this  opuntry  could  be  niaintaineid  ?  The 
di^^reifa  h^d  not  yet  reached  the  landed  in- 
terest, becapse  the  landlords  werc^  fattening 
upon  the  otber  plas«es^  and  it  was  to  niainr 
tain  their  high  rents  and  lui^ury  that  tbese 
laws  were  upheld,  fie  maintained,  then^ 
that  the  time  was  come  when  the  House 
ought  to  apply  a  femedyji  and  he  was  only 
sQnj  that  it  bad  been  delayed  so  long, 
Ha  wt|S  confident  that  if  ber  Majesty's 
Qovemment  at  the  commencement  of  the 
pre^nt  Session  bad  been  apquainted  with 
the  great  and  increasing  distress  tbs^t  ex«« 
i^dj  and  with  |be  real  state  of  the  com-i 
merfie  of  the  country,  they  would  sooner 
have  brought  forward  these  remedial  mea- 
snre«,  He  wgmW  not,  however,  thiow  out 
any  vefiectiona  PA  that  f^sppun^  ^gaipst 
Mini«tefiU  Ult  wopld  ei^preps  hi^  gfeat  m, 
lifffaction  thut  now  they  h^  proposed  tbeie 
excellent  measures  for  tim  purppfiQ  of  fi? 
nanedf  <tMd  as  paf  ti  of  wb^^  they  intended 
tq  hrmg  fprward  to  remove  f^  speedily  as 
pos^Ue  tbe  distress  of  the  country.  Th^ 
noblfi  l«qrd,  the  Member  fpr  North  Lancii* 
shire,  admitted  |bat  the  deficiency  shopld 
he  mfA^  up,  but  neither  he  nor  any  one  on 

the  opposite  Bjde  had  informed  the  House 

by  wbftt  method  that  deficiency  was  to  be 
m^de  up«  Perhaps  tbis  might  he  the  pro? 
per  parliamentary  course,  h^t  he  thought 
that  wben  the  proposal  of  the  Miniaters  was 
to  be  reje<;ted,  that  in  the  circumstan^  in 
which  the  country  was  now  placed,  some 
pmppi^l  ought  to  have  been  mede  by  thn^a 
who  rejected  it,  Tbo  hpn.  Member  for 
Wbitter  (Mr.  Chepman)  had  a^id  thut  h^ 

(Mr,  Hyme)  waa  a  fr^e-trader,  and  waf 
for  buying  in  the  cheapest  and  selling  in 
the  degrest  market.  That  was  bis  ojanion, 
and  he  entirely  agreed  in  tbe  definition  of 

'  uee-trpde  g^ven  by  tb9  i)oUe  l4ord,  the 

M^nh^  for  North  Laoearfiire ;  but  unfor-* 
tunately  for  the  country,  prohibitions  and 

raetrkti^m  e«kted  to  a  great  ej^tentj  and 


the  meimuie  of  her  Miyesty's  Ministers 
was  an  approximation  only  to  freertradp, 
he  hoped  further  tbat  it  would  ho  ere  l<mg 
the  rule  of  Parliament  that  there  ahouM  he 
no  taxation  exeapt  for  the  purppaea  of  the 
revenue  of  the  eountry  -,  for  he  beld  that 
no  money  ought,  hy  what  is  ealled  •  prpteo- 
tion,'  to  he  taken  put  of  tbe  pockets  of  one 
individual  to  go  into  the  ppcl^eta  pf  any 
other  individual  as  that  was  highly  unr 
jlisti  and  he  held,  further,  that  they 
ought,  for  the  purposes  qf  revenuPi  toplaee 
tbe  smallest  ppstiible  amount  of  duty  even 
upon  those  articles  whicb  were  for  the 
consumption  of  the  mass  of  the  people,  and 
of  course  uppn  food.  Let  him  aski  howv 
ever,  whether  fiuch  was  the  caste  at  the 
present  moment?  And  here  he  ntost  9ey» 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  had  properly  taunted  her  Ma-f 
jesty's  Government  for  claiming  the  merit 
of  a  measure  of  ffeertradcji  if  tbey  Qontmue 
to  lay  a  greater  rate  of  duty  upon  gpoda 
eoming  nufU  one  pprt  than  upon  thoite 
coming  from  another,  where,  he  WPUM 
ask.  was  the  free*trade  ^  It  was  not  free- 
trade— it  was  only  an  approximation  ta 
free-trade^    The  proposal  of  a  noUe  Lord 

(Lord  John  l^ussell)  still  maintained  prui 

taction ;  it  was  therefore  only  a  reduction 
of  the  present  high  di^tie^  tq  others  of  g 

smaller  ainpuntj  and  if  the  noble  l4>r4 
near  him  had  come  forward  and  cleimed 
for  hia  measure  the  merit  of  ftepttrade,  h« 

agreed  with  the  nohle  Uai  opposite  (I^ird 
Stanley)  that  he  WQS  UPt  entiled  tP  do  sp, 
Qut  the  noble  Lordy  the  SecretanF  fpr  the 
Colonies,  in  the  able  spefich  which  be  had 
debated  pn  introduc^ing  tlia  motion,  had 
claimed  no  such  merit,  be  bad  been  per^ 
fectly  candid.  He  Md  edmitt^  that  the 
principle  be  was  advocating  was  not  n  new 
one  J  tbi^t  it  had  been  brought  forwifd  by 
Mr.  Husi^isspn  and  acted  upon  by  thftt 
eentlemiin  with  great  benefit  to  thecoun^ry« 
He  did  not  claim  tbp  merit  of  introducing 
any  new  plan,  be  said  only  that  ip  the  pre* 
sent  measure  be  had  beep  contented  tq  fol- 
low tbe  gppd  example  of  Mr,  Hu^i^spn  in 

tt^hing  awfur  prohibition  )md  suhfitituting 

protection,  leaving  the  question  to  be  d&s 
eided  in  the  committee  whether  tbat  pro- 
tection was  sufficient  or  not  s  and  the  no. 
ble  Lord  had  said,  further,  that  he  would 
b^  content  to  give  all  tbe  eredit  to  Mr. 
Husl^issouj  and  to  his  friends,  if  he  were 

only  allowed  and  aasi^ted  by  them  to  i»rvy 
out  his  present  proposal.  The^  were  the 
principles  propounded  in  the  masterly 
speech  f(  the  noble  Seereta^y  for  the  Colt* 
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niesy  and  he  only  regretted  that  a  result 
would  not  follow  so  speedily  as  the  state  of 
the  country  required,  and  equal  to  the 
merits  of  that  exposition.  There  was  no 
daim  to  a  system  of  free-trade  in  that 
speech ;  why,  then,  should  the  noble  Lord 
be  taunted  with  biinsing  forward  a  pro- 
posal for  free-trade  ?  He  wished  that  there 
had  been  a  proposal  for  the  removal  of  all 
restrictions  and  protections;  and  he  was 
satisfied,  that  ere  long  they  must  come  to 
iree-trade.  He  would  not  only  address 
himself  to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Antrim»  or  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Sandon)  with  regard  to  sugar,  but  he 
would  refer  to  the  memorial  of  the  Council 
and  Assembly  of  Jamaica  as  that  plainly 
stated  what  they  required.  They  stated, 
that  they  "  had  heard,  that  the  prohibitory 
duty  on  foreign  sugar  was  to  be  with- 
drawn ;"  thus  admitting  that  there  was  a 
prohibitory  duty.  The  right  hon.  Mem. 
ber  for  Cambridge  had  beat  about  the  bush, 
but  the  Council  demanded  prohibition  and 
nothing  else;  for  they  went  on  to  state, 
**  that  the  admission  into  the  home  market 
of  su^r,  not  the  produce  of  her  Majesty's 
colonies  would  oblige  those  colonies  to  enter 
into  competition  with  other  colonies  pos- 
sessing advantages  superbr,  and  that  such 
a  competition  would  be  fruitless*"  These 
were  the  statements  of  the  friends  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Antrim,  who  had  informed 
the  House,  that  the  colonies  must  have  pro- 
hibition, as  also  their  new  ally,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  had  stated  last  year.  The  con- 
duct of  that  right  hon.  Member  was  the 
more  extraordinary,  as  he  had  agreed  to  re- 
solutions and  had  maintained,  that  free 
labour  was  more  profitable  than  slave  labour. 
At  the  public  meeting  of  the  Britbh  and 
Foreign  Anti-Slavery  Society,  in  Exeter 
Hall,  on  the  18th  of  June,  1840,  the  fol- 
lowing resolutions  were  agreed  to:— 

1.  That  upon  the  evidence  of  facts  to  which 
the  attentioQ  of  this  convention  has  been 
directed,  it  is  satisfactorily  established,  as  a 
general  axiom,  that  free  labour  is  more  profita- 
ble to  the  employer,  and  consequently  cheaper 
than  slave-latMour.^' 

<^  That  of  all  kinds  of  slave  labour,  that  of 
imported  slaves  has  been  demonstrated  to  be 
most  costly  and  least  productive." 

He  was  pleased  to  be  able  to  inform  the 
House  that  he  (Mr.  H.)  had  this  day  re- 
ceived from  five  anti-slavery  associations  in 
different  parts  of  the  kingdom  assurances, 
chat  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 


(Dr.  Lushiugton)  had  given  dissatisfaction, 
and  complaining  that  he  had  acted  rashly  in 
joining  the  sugar  planters  in  the  anti-slavery 
cry^  and  in  resisting  the  proposal  of  Minis- 
ters. The  Ministers  had  come  forward^ 
not  to  make  this  a  question  of  suear,  or 
timber,  or  com,  but  as  he  (Mr,  Hume) 
believed  to  revise  the  whole  tariff^  and  by 
reduction  of  dutiq^  on  these  three  principal 
articles  of  import  to  make  up  the  deficiency 
of  the  revenue.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  not  done  his  duty  to 
the  cause  in  not  explaining  to  the  House 
what  he  meant  to  do  on  the  whole  subject 
— whether  he  meant  to  revise  the  entire 
tariff.  At  present,  therefore,  the  House 
was  proceeding  somewhat  in  the  dark,  and 
that  he  considered  to  be  a  mistake  of  Minis- 
ters. Even  before  this  debate  termina  ed, 
he  had  hopes  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
(the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade)  would 
supply  the  defect  by  explaining  fully  the 
intentions  of  Ministers  with  regard  to  all 
other  articles  now  subject  to  high  duties. 
They  ought  to  carry  out  their  principles  as 
far  as  possible,  to  free-trade  from  protective 
duties,  and  finish  their  work  as  well  as  they 
had  begun  it  He  did  not  approve  of  the 
rates  of  duty  fixed  on  sugar,  being  of  opi- 
nion that  they  had  not  sufficiently  lowered 
the  duty  on  colonial  sugar,  and  that  they 
ouffht  to  reduce  it  to  1  Ss.  or  20^.,  the  amount 
existing  in  1801.  The  country  should  un« 
derstand  that  the  object  of  Ministers  was 
to  raise  money  without  new  taxations ;  and 
what  was  the  object  of  their  opponents  ? — 
to  continue  protection,  or  in  other  words, 
to  tax  the  consumer  of  sugar,  and  of  corn, 
for  the  sake  of  the  planter  and  owner  of 
the  soil.  This  protection  tax  was  not  for 
any  general,  or  national  purpose,  but 
to  fill  the  pockets  of  the  planters  and  land- 
lords, who  were  thus  to  be  supported  at 
the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the  community. 
He  would  prove,  before  he  sat  down,  that 
the  reduction  on  sugar  would  be  not  a  cen- 
tesimal part  of  the  farthing,  as  some  Mem- 
bers asserted,  but  a  substantial  two  or  three 
pence  in  the  pound  weight,  so  that  the 
benefit  to  the  consumer  would  be  impor- 
tant. To  revert  to  remarks  on  com,  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury  (Captain 
Hamilton),  who  had  stated  that  cheap 
bread  necessarily  implied  low  wages;  whilst 
he  asserted  that  all  experience  showed 
that  the  fact  was  directly  the  reverse 
for  whenever  bread  was  cheap,  wages  were 
high,  and  artisans  had  work,  food,  lodging 
and  clothing.  This  held  good  in  England, 
but  the  strongest  proof  was  to  be  found  in 
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the  United  States  of  America,  where  food 
was  cheap^  and  wages  high.     He  would 
showj  that  upon  every  quarter  of  wheat  at 
the  time  he  spoke^  hj  the  Gazette  price^ 
a  tax  of  not  less  than  23^.  was  paid  to 
the  landlord.     Yet  the  landed  aristocracy 
pretended  to  he  extraordinarily  humane, 
and  cried  out  in  high  places,  '*  God  forhid 
that  we  should  tax  the  bread  of  the  peo- 
ple!"    Five  millions  of  men,  the  indus- 
trious classes,  had  no  voice  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  hence  the  manner  in  which 
the  people  were  taxed  by  the  landed  aris- 
tocracy.    It  was  for  the  serious  consider- 
ation of  the  country,  that  whilst  the  whole 
revenue  of  the  country  for  the  support  of 
the  army,  navy,  and  public  establishments 
was  fiAy  millions,  not  less  than  fifty  mil- 
lions more  were  extorted  in  the  shape  of 
the  bread- tax  by  landlords.     The  amount 
of  fifty  millions  sterling  was  on  the  calcu- 
ktion  that  was  raised,  lOs.  per  quarter  by 
the  monopoly ;  but  if  20s,  per  quarter  of 
increased  price  were  paid  to  the  landlord, 
(and  he  believed  it  amounted  to  at  least  that 
sum),  the  bread-tax  upon  the  nation  would 
not  be  less  than  one  hundred  millions  a 
year.    The  hon.  Member  for  Newark  had 
talked  very  pathetically  of  grinding  the 
hones  and  sinews  of  the  negroes  in  Cuba 
and  the  Brazils  into  gold  j  but  had  he  no 
compassion  for  the  labouring  classes  of  this 
country^    whose   bones  and  sinews   were 
ground  into  by  the  bread-tax,  to  add  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  landlords  ?  Q'  Hear," 
and  some  coiifusion.'^     He  was  sure,  that 
those  who  made    this   disturbance  were 
landlords ;  the  authors  of  the  evils  of  which 
he  complained,  who  did  not  like  to  be  thus 
reminded  of  the  effect  of  their  monopoly  of 
food.    He  asserted,  that  but  for  the  Com. 
laws,  the    trade  of   the    country   would 
at  this  time  be   most   flourishinff.     The 
accursed   Corn-laws    interfered    m   every 
way  with  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the 
people — they  prevented  them  from  exchang- 
ing their  labour  for  food — they  prevented 
them  from  getting  work  and  wages,  and 
thereby  many  were  obliged  to  lie  down 
and  die  while  the  landlords  stood  over  them 
contented  and  satisfied.     This  was  not  a 
matter  to  be  treated  with  levity,  it  was 
highly  unbecoming  in  any  man  so  to  con- 
duck  himself,  when  the  sufferings  of  his 
fellow-creatures  were  described,  and  espe- 
cially if  he  by  bad  laws  was  the  cause  of 
such  sufferings.     He  should  like  to  see  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newark,  and  others  who 
had  spoken  so  pathetically  of  the  cruelty  to 
the  slaves  extend  a  little  of  their  sympathy 
towards    the   industrious    and    oppressed 
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classes  of  their  fellow  men  more  starving  in 
some  parts  of  the  country.     The  next  suf- 
ferers were  the  merchants  and  manufactu. 
rers ;  and  the  farmers  were  also  beginning 
to  open  their  eyes  and  to  be  aware  of  the 
delusion  practised  upon  them  by  support- 
ing the  Corn-laws.     The  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham here  stated,  that  the  farmers  were 
men  without  guile;   he  wished  he  could 
say  as  much  for  the  landlords ;  they  had 
contrived  to  impose  for  a  long  while  upon 
their  tenants  by  persuading  them  that  the 
Corn-laws  were  for  their  benefit  alone; 
but  those  tenants  were  gradually  becoming 
sensible  of  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
been  imposed   upon — that  the  Corn-laws 
had  put  money  into  the  pockets  of  the 
owners  of  the  soil  often  to  the  injury  of  the 
farmer,  and  to  the  constant  and  great  in- 
jury of  the  rest  of  the  community.     As  he 
had  already  said,  not  less  than  fifty  millions 
on  the  estimate  of  10^.  per  quarter  of  ad- 
vanced price  were  annually  taken  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  consumers  that  it  might  be 
put  into  the  pockets  of  the  rich.     The  con- 
sequence of  this  heavy  landlord's  tax  was, 
that  much  difiiculty  was  found  in  collecting 
the  taxes  for  the  service  of  the  State ;  and 
hence,  in  truth,  the  failure  of  the  budget 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  last 
year.     He  desired   the    House    and    the 
country  to  know,  that,  what  was  called 
protection  was  only  another  word  for  taxa- 
tion ;  but  he  trusted  that  the  people,  and 
even  the  farmers,  were  no  longer  to  be  de- 
ceived by  these  words.     What  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Ministerial  measure?    On  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  the  object 
was  to  reduce  the  burdens  of  the  people : 
on  the  Opposition  side,  the  struggle  was  to 
increase  them,  not  for  the  general  purposes 
of  the  nation  at  large,    but    to    enable 
planters  and  landlords  to  keep  up  their  ex- 
pensive establishments.     He  had  made  a 
calculation  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  which 
the  people  had  paid  to  the  planters  on  the 
sugar,  molasses,  and  coffee,  consumed  by 
them  in  the  last  year  (1840)  amounting  to 
between  five  and  six  millions,  by  what  is 
called  '  protection    on    sugar    and  coffee 
alone.'    . 

The  qaaotity  of  sugar  consumed 
was  in  cwts.  3,594,834*,  and  the 
price  in  bond  was  on  an  average 
of  the  whole  year  49s.  td,  per 
cwt. ;  whilst  the  price  of  foreign 
sugar  in  bond  was  21f.  6d.  per 
cwt.,  shewing  the  difference  in 
price  per  cwt.  of  27f .  7d,,  which 
amounted  in  the  year  to      .      .  £4,957,875 


O 


•  (P.P.  290  of  1841.) 


SI7 


Sugar  Dutiii^^ 


{COMMONS}       IFtfyi  om)  JTmiii—       3tt 


The  quaotity  of  molasses  con- 
flumed  was  423,1^6  cwts.,*  and 
the  difference  in  bond  between 
the  price  of  foreign  and  of  British 
molasses  was  14i.>  making  an 
increase  of  price  to  the  con- 
sumer of  ....     £396)188 

The  quantity  of  coffee  consumed 
was  28»729,735lbii.,t  the  protec- 
tion duty  of  Zd,  per  lb.  and  \d, 
eipense  of  extra  freight  to  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  making  an 
increase  of  price  of  4d.  per  lb. 
being  on  the  whole  quantity  £478,728 

Making  by  protection  an  addi- 
tional tax  on  the  consumer,  on 
these  three  articles  of       .        .  £5,732,791 

besides  a  loss  to  tbe  revenue  of  between 
three  and  400,000/.  by  tbe  decreased  coa* 
sumption  of  sugar  wbicb  tbe  people  must 
make  up  by  other  taxes.  The  effects  of 
monopoly  of  sugar  were  clearly  proved  by 
tbe  statement  be  held  in  bis  band. 

The  consumption  in  tbe  United  King- 
dom was — 

in  1821  in  1840 

of  tea  .   26,386,873lbs.  .  and  32,262,905  lbs. 

of  coffee    7,593,000lbs.  .  and  28,723,735 

lbs.  35,979,873     lbs.  60,986,640 

being  an  increase  of  consumption  of  80 
per  cent,  notwithstanding  the  interruption 
of  supply  often  from  China  with  increased 
price. 

The  consumption  of  sugar  in  1821  was 
3^056,882  cwts.^  and  if  there  had  been  an 
increase  of  80  per  cent,  2,445,505  cwts,  the 
rate  cf  income  of  tea  and  coffee  5,502|387 
cwts.  would  have  been  the  quantity  oon« 
sumed,  whereas  only  3,594,834  cwts.  or 
15  per  cent  increase  were  consumed.  If 
the  increase  had  been  the  same  as  coffee 
and  tea,  viz.  80  per  cent,  the  increase 
of  revenue  to  the  Government  would  have 
been  2,394,000/.  at  24s.  duty ;  and  more, 
if  foreign  sugar  at  364.  per  cwt.  had  made 
any  part  of  that  increase.  In  the  con- 
sumption of  tea  and  coffee,  there  had  been 
an  increase  of  80  per  cent.,  while  on  suoar, 
under  the  protective  duties,  there  nad 
only  been  an  increase  of  15  per  cent. 
And,  it  is  therefore  evident,  that  tea  and 
coffee  have  been  lar^y  used  without  su- 
gar. The  consumption  of  sugar  has  de- 
creased during  the  last  forty  years,  as  the 
duty  had  inoreased.  In  1801,  when  tbe 
duty  was  20s.,  the  consumption  was 
2811bs.  per  head;  in  1811,  when  the  duty 
had  been  increased,  the  consumption,  al- 
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lowing  {at  the  increase  tji  popuktioQ  to  the 
interval,  was  only  22Ibs.  per  head;  in 
1821,  it  had  dropped  down  to  2Ubs.  per 
head;  in  1831,  when  the  price  was  low, 
(only  47s.)  tbe  consumption  rose  lo  the  rate 
of  23lbs.  per  head ;  but  in  1840,  the  eon* 
sumption  decreased  to  14Jlbe.  per  head. 
Such  had  been  the  effect  of  the  prohibitive 
duties  on  the  consumption  of  sugar }  whilst 
the  consumption  of  coffee  had  increased  in 
consequence  of  the  admissioD  of  foreign- 
grown  coffee  into  the  home-market,  though 
at  50  per  cent,  increase  of  duty.  Had  fo- 
reign-grown sugar  been  admitted,  the  same 
result  would  have  followed,  and  the  defi- 
ciency of  the  revenue  would  have  been  sup- 
plied. He  held  in  his  hand  taUes  prepared 
to  prove  these  assertions.  The  mobabie  re- 
sult of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
Budpet  for  raising  700,000/.  a-year  l^  ad* 
mittmg  foreign  sugar  at  a  duty  of  36#.  per 
cwt.,  or  12«.  more  than  British  colonial 
sugar,  may  be  demonstrated  by  what  has 
actually  taken  place  in  the  consumption 
and  duty  on  the  article  of  coffee,  another 
colonial  article.  The  duty  of  Is.  3<i.  per 
pound  on  foreign  coffee  had  been,  nearly  a 
prohibitive  duty  (as  63«.  per  cwt.  has  been 
of  sugar)  until,  in  1838  it  was  discovered, 
that  by  landing  foreign  coffee  at  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  and  obtaining  a  certificate 
of  tbe  same,  the  ooflBwoould  be  admitted  lo 
British  oonsumption  at  a  duty  of  9d*  per 
lb.,  or  50  per  cent  more  duty  than  on  Bri* 
tish  colonial  coffee,  although  the  circuitous 
voya^  from  Hayti  or  Brm  to  the  Cape 
occasioned  an  increase  of  freight  and  chaipes 
of  about  Id.  per  lb.,  yet  the  importation 
has  been  carried  on  to  a  large  extent,  with 
benefit  to  the  consumer  and  to  the  puUic 
revenue,  as  appears  by  the  ibllowing  ao* 
count  :-* 

The  atnount  rf  grou  revenue  from  coffee 
consumed  in  ike  UnUed  Kingdom^  in 
each  of  Ike  four  yean  1837,  1338, 
1839,  1840,  was  .•—» 


or  BrtlMi  pnmih 
at  M.  per  lb.  . 

OrForalsiiirMitli 
via.  C.  orG«Q(S 
Hop*,  9rf.  p« 
lb.     aa4     U. 


Mahlii«lhty«ari| 
lUvrwM 


ISST* 


099^*00 


Mfi^ 


vn$. 


45I.B60 


(I.) 


eso    iftjirs 


£009/^ 


(t.) 


£)IM3I9 


MT^ 
<».> 


emMt^ 


3r4JS6 


5M.|tS 


(i.)r.  r.  sa. 
i«.)  p.  p.  mk  is«o. 
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By  Uutstatemeal  it  wiU  be  8een«  tbat  if 
no  focdgn  cofl&e  had  been  admitted^  th^re 
would  have  been  a  loss  of  revenue  on  cofice 
of  824,664/.  steiiing  in  the  year  1840  as 
compared  with  the  year  1837  (which  is  the 
amount  of  the  decrease  of  the  duty  on  Bri- 
tish coffee  in  those  three  years).  But  that, 
by  the  admiation  of  foreign  coffee  at  a  pro- 
tective duty  of  Sdl*  per  lb.  or  50  per  cent., 
the  aggregate  revenue  on  coffee  has  been 
increased  in  these  three  years  223,232/^ 
Thusi  by  allowing  foreign  coffee  to  fill  up 
the  deficient  supply  of  the  British  colonial 
cofiee,  the  duty  on  foreign  coffee  increased 
547,896/.  sterling,  whilst  the  dutv  on  Bri- 
tish coffee  fell  off  324,664/.  sterling.  He 
(  Mr.  Hume)  asserted  that  the  same  results 
would  be  produced  by  admitting  foreign 
sugar  nt  36«.  to  fill  up  the  deficiency  of  the 
Briiiah  colonial  sugar.  He  would  read  a 
statement  to  show  the  quantity  of  British 
cokmial  sugar.  East  and  West  Indies  and 
Mauritius,  consumed  (per  P.  P.  290,  1841) 
in  the  United  Kingdom*  It  was  as  fol- 
lows :— 


issr. 


J83& 


-■•-*•••' 


-•^•- 


Cwla. 

AwllhediMMiqrQl 
fbe  lopplr  la  llieMs 
yean  ^    .    .    • 


CwU. 

9^09,66^ 


4{5;i45 


C  wis.  3^^,810 


3^54|810 


1830. 


CwU. 


129.811 


9,954,010 


IMO. 


Cwli. 


:.'6 


3,954,810 


If  this  deficiency  of  supply  of  British 
colonial  sugar  in  the  year  7  888,  vix.  45,145 
ewts.,  had  been  made  up  by  the  admission 
of  foreign  sugar  at  365.  per  cwt.,  the  reve- 
nue would  have  been  via  :«-* 

In  (he  year  1838,  the  actual  reve- 
nue from  British  sugar  at  24i. 
per  cwt.,  was  ....  ^4,656,899 

And  if  the  deficient  supply  of 
4^,1 45c wts.  had  been  made  up 
by  foreign  sagar  at  3Qs.per  cwt., 
there  would  have  been  added  to 
the  revQoue    -        -        -        -         81,261 


And  the  revenue  of  the  year 
would  have  been   -        -£4,738,153 


In  the  year  1839,  the  actual  reve- 
nue from  sugar  was  •        -  £4,586,936 

And  if  the  deficiency  of  colonial 
sugar  of  39,2ncwts.  had  been 
made  up  by  foreign  sugar  at  36s. 
per  cwt.,  there  would  have  been 
added     .....       232,579 


And  the  revenue  of  the  year 

would  have  been  -        -£4,619|515 


In  the  year  1840,  the  actual  re- 
ceipt for  sugar  duty  was  -  £4,449,070 

And  if  the  deficiency  of  colonial 
sugar  of  that  year  of  359,976 
cwts.  had  been  made  up  by  fo. 
reign  at  36t.,  there  would  have 
been  added     •        «        •        .      647,956 


And  the  revenue  of  the  year 
would  have  been  ^        -jf  5,097,026 

Thus  supposing  no  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  sugar  to  have  taken  place  in 
the  years  183S,  1839,  or  1840,  but  that 
it  had  remained  stationary,  the  deficiency 
being  supplied  by  foreign  sugar  at  36s. 
per  cwt.  the  revenue  would  have  been 
5,097,026  in  1840,  instead  of  4,449,070/. 
which  was  a  clear  proof  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  have  re- 
ceived in  the  last  year  nearly  the  sum  he 
estimates  for  the  ensuing  year.  And  if 
the  consumption  had  increased  in  a  small 
degree,  as  coffee  and  tea  did,  the  revenue 
would  have  been  larger.  By  the  last  ad- 
vices it  appeared  almost  a  certainty  that 
the  crop  of  sugar  in  Demerara  and  the 
rest  of  the  West-India  Islands  for  the 
current  year  would  be  less  than  that  of 
the  last  year.  Government  was  therefore 
called  upon  to  provide  ageinst  the  possi- 
bility of  the  price  of  sugv  being  this  year 
as  high  as  it  was  last  yeai ;  and  he  con« 
sideied  thut  they  were  perfectly  justi6ed  in 
resorting  to  the  means  which  they  now 
proposed  to  adopt  for  making  up  the  re- 
venue. He  was  willing  to  concede  a  fair 
protection  to  the  West-India  interest  for 
some  time,  but  the  proposed  duty  instead 
of  being  a  proteciion  of  50  per  cept.,  west 
in  reality,  a  protection  of  80  per  cent. 
Taking  the  price  of  W^est« India  sugar  at 
61s.,  as  it  nad  been  stated  to  be  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Antrim,  there  would  have 
to  be  deducted  from  that  amount ;  first, 
24s,  and  5  per  cent.,  or  25s.  2d.  for  the 
amount  of  duty  paid,  and  a  further  sum 
of  7s.  lOd.  for  insurance,  freight,  and 
other  expenses,  leaving  a  clear  net  price  of 
28s,  for  which  the  shipper  in  Jamaica 
could  draw  upon  his  agent.  Then  sup. 
posing  foreign  sugar  to  sell  for  the  same 
price  (61s.),  there  wpuld  have  to  be  de- 
ducted, first,  for  duty,  36s.  and  5  per 
cent.,  or  37i.  9d.  For  freightage,  insu- 
rance, and  other  eipenses.,  7s.  lOd.,  the 
same  amount  as  had  been  deducted  upon 
(lie  West- India  grower's  returns,  which 
left  to  the  foreign  grower  only  15s.  5d. 
If  the  Jamaica  grower  received  28s.  net 
02 
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returos»and  the  Cuba  grower  only  16i.  Sd,, 
this  difference  of  i2s.  7d.  on  15s.  5d. 
amounted  to  a  protection  of  81  per  cent., 
which  he  thought  was  a  sufficient  pro- 
tecting duty.  For  his  part,  he  thought 
that  this  protecting  duty  ought  not  to  be 
permanent,  but  it  should  be  reduced  by 
degrees.     He  had  another  proof  to  offer 


{COMMONS}        tTayi  and  Meam^^.      30S 

the  comforts  of  the  consumer.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
had  quoted  a  Liverpool  price  current. 
Why  the  very  price  currents  denied  the 
objections  and  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Why,  he  would  ask,  was  it,  that 
in  the  price  current  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  it  was  stated  that  the  measures 


of  the  effect  of  the  prohibitory  duties  in  announced  by  the  Government  could  not 
raising  the  price  to  the  consumer.  A  be  carried  out?  Why?  Not  because  it 
paper  which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 


House  this  Session  (No.  290  of  1841) 
showed  what  the  difference  of  price  had 
been  between  British  Muscovado  sugar  and 
Brazil  sugar  in  bond.  It  appeared  that 
from  the  year  1823  to  1835  the  price  of 
British  colonial  was  305.  3d,,  and  of  Bra- 
zil 25s,  2(f.,  per  cwt.,  making  the  differ- 
ence between  these  sugars  in  bond,  taking 
the  annual  average,  5#.  7d, ;  and  if  the 
bounty  upon  West-India  sugar  when  re- 
fined and  exported  was  deducted,  they 
would  be  found  to  have  been  at  exactly  the 
same  price.  During  all  this  period  there 
was  a  surplus  of  West-India  sugar.  But 
durinc:  the  last  five  years,  when  the  supply 
of  West-India  sugar  was  falling  off, 
namely,  from  the  years  1836  to  1840,  he 
found  that,  in  1836  the  difference  was 
12«.  Id.;  in  1837,  Us.Ad.;  in  1838, 
129.  5d.;  in  18^,  \7s.  Id.i  and  in  1840, 
the  difference  pras  27s,  7d.  In  the  last 
year,  therefore,  the  people  of  this  country 
paid  in  the  shape  of  protection  3d.  per 
pound  upon  sugar ;  but  on  the  average  of 
these  five  years,  the  price  was  d9s.  6d. 
for  British  Colonial,  and  225.  9d.  for 
Brazil,  and  the  difference  16s.  9d.  per 
cwt.  He  would  ask,  ought  such  a  state 
of  things  to  be  allowed  to  continue  ?  The 
average  difference  of  price  by  protection 
for  these  five  years  was  16s.  Bd. ;  and  the 

Kople  of  this  country  during  that  period 
d  consumed  18,753,307  cwts.  of  sugar, 
and  consequently  had  paid  the  enormous 
sum  of  15,236,000/.  taxation  in  the  shape 
of  protection  to  the  sugar  monopolihts.  If 
this  was  not  plunder  of  the  people,  by 
law,  he  shoula  like  to  know  what  was 
plunder.  He  would  sav,  put  an  end  to 
protection  by  degrees,  if  they  would,  but 
do  it,  and  get  out  of  a  bad  system  into  a 
good  one.  Looking  at  all  our  experience 
in  the  reduction  of  duties  from  the  year 
1815  to  the  present  time,  he  defied  any 
person  to  find  an  instance  in  which  relaxa- 
tion of  protection  (t.  e.  reduction  of  import 
duties)  did  not  extend  the  commerce  and 
promote  the  interests  of  the  country  and 


was  improper  to  reduce  the  duty,  but 
because  the  whole  landed  interest  was 
banded  against  them.  He  also  would  re- 
fer to  a  Liverpool  price  current  of  the  1st 
of  May  in  the  present  year,  in  which  he 
found  the  following  statement  .* — 

**  The  able  and  enlightened  views,  however, 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  de- 
veloped in  the  Budget  of  the  30th  ttlt«,  give 
us  every  encouragement  to  anticipate  the  re- 
moval of  those  hindrances  of  wealth  and 
prosperity,  those  checks  to  enterprise,  those 
results  of  a  cramped  and  ignorant  policy— 'tlie 
heavy  protective  (alas!  prohibitory)  import 
duties.  We  mav  also  hope  for  a  moderate 
fixed,  instead  of  a  slidine  scale  of  duty  for 
wheat  and  flour,  so  as  to  admit  a  constant  sup- 
ply from  the  United  States  and  the  com 
countries  of  Europe.  A  direct  trade,  which 
has  been  dormant  for  years,  will  also  be 
opened  with  those  states  which  formerly  ex- 
ported vast  quantities  of  timber  to  this  coon- 
try,  but  now  only  know  the  country  by  name 
or  the  trade  from  tradition. 

Wat  this  to  be  interpreted  at  disap- 
proving of  the  measures  of  Government  ? 
Quite  the  contrary ;  and  he  was  sure,  that 
the  price  current  of  every  merchant  un- 
connected with  the  monopolists,  would 
stdte  the  tame  thing.  Now,  with  retpecl 
to  the  remarkt  of  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock (Mr.  Colquhoun)  he  must  tay,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  wat  very  inoontistent : 
no  man  indeed  wat  more  inconsutent  in 
his  statements,  with  the  exception  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Beverly  (Mr.  Hogg). 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  was,  or 
pretended  to  be,  a  free  trader,  and  said,  he 
was  anxious  to  get  rid  of  monopoly ;  but 
greatly  to  his  surprise,  the  hon.  NI ember 
objected  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
foreign  sugar,  and  seemed  to  be  delighted 
at  the  prospect  of  getting  the  present  Go- 
vernment out  of  the  Treasury  Benches, 
which  overcome  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
love  of  free  trade  P'  Aeor,  hear*^.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  asked  where 
were  to  be  fonnd  those  who  called  for  an 
alteration  of  the  Sugar-dntiet  ?  Did  the 
hon.  Member  ever  read  the  petitiont  thai 
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were  presented  to  that  House ;  if  not,  he 
did ;  and  he  could  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  scarcely  a  petition  on  the  subject  of 
the  revision  of  the  Tariff*  and  measures 
proposed  by  Government  was  presented, 
chat  did  not  mention  the  article  of  sugar. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  said,  let  the 
merchants  and  manufacturers  who  demand 
cheap  sugar  come  forward,  and  say  that 
they  required  no  protection  for  their  own 
trade.  Why,  they  had  done  so  publicly, 
again,  and  again.  Deputations  from 
many  towns  had  made  that  declaration. 
The  town  of  Dundee  had  come  to  a  reso- 
lution, which  he  held  in  his  hand,  that 
they  were  ready  to  give  up  all  protection' 
for  the  linen  trade,  their  principal  trade, 
and  that  they  were  ready  to  meet  the 
whole  world,  if  the  Corn-laws  were  re- 
pealed. He  was  warranted  in  saying,  that, 
looking  at  the  distressed  state  of  the 
country,  at  the  unanimous  wish  of  every 
merchant  and  manufacturer,  looking  at 
the  deficiency  of  the  revenue,  the  Govern- 
ment was  justified  in  not  simply  attempting 
to  restore  the  revenue,  but  in  placing  it  on 
a  more  just  and  firm  basis.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  had  last 
night  made  a  statement  which  would  tell 
upon  the  country  with  as  much  efiect  as 
the  famous  declaration  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  against  Reform.  The  noble 
Lord  used  these  words— 

^  He  agreed  that  the  seed  which  had  now 
been  sown  would  produce  its  fruit :  but  he 
feared  that  it  woula  be  the  fruit  of  bitter  anU 
jnosity  between^  the  contending  classes  for 
many  years ;  he  feared  that  it  would  aggravate 
those  jealousies  and  rivalries  between  the  agri- 
cultural and  manufacturiog  interests,  which 
every  former  Government  had  sought  rather 
to  soothe  and  heal  than  to  aggravate." 

He  difTcred  from  the  noble  Lord  in  one 
part,  and  believed  that  many  years  would 
not  elapse  before  the  noble  Lord  would 
find  out  his  mistake.  He  would  find  to 
his  cost,  as  the  Duke  of  Wellington  did, 
that  a  famishing  people  were  not  easily 
restrained,  ["  Paohf  pooh^]  They  might 
say  "  pooh,  pooh,**  but  it  only  proved,  that 
they  had  given  little  reflection  to  so  serious 
a  subject,  and,  thought  nothing  of  those 
who  were  starving  through  their  class  and 
selfish  legislation.  The  Government  had 
begun  late  with  their  good  measures,  but 
it  was  never  too  late  to  do  well.  They 
bad  stated  to  the  country  what  their  plan 
was,  and  it  now  only  remained  for  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  explain 


more  fully  what  he  meant  to  do  in  the  re- 
vision of  the  tariff  and  in  the  reduction  of 
the  duties.  There  were  many  other  articles 
besides  sugar,  timber,  and  corn,  which  it 
was  necessary  to  deal  with  ;  and  he  would 
tell  the  Government  that  they  must  go 
through  with  the  revision  of  all,  there 
must  be  no  compromise.  They  might 
talk  of  the  thousands  of  slaves  that  were 
sacrificed  in  Cuba  and  Brazil  to  the 
Moloch  of  sugar,  but  look  at  the  thousands 
of  our  own  countrymen  who  were  daily  sa- 
crificed to  the  Moloch  of  Corn-laws;  and 
let  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark  look  at 
the  bones  and  sinews  of  the  best  portion  of 
the  people,  ground  down  by  poor-laws  and 
protection,  to  pamper  the  appetites  of  the 
rich.  The  Government  had  been  taught 
by  long  experience,  that  they  must  not 
seek  support  from  the  other  side ;  the  ari$« 
tocracy  were  ready  to  trample  upon  them, 
let  Ministers  then  take  the  part  of  the 
people,  let  them  legislate  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  at  large  and  not  allow  the  laws 
to  favour  the  few — let  them  inscribe  on 
their  banners,  "  down  with  taxation  for 
protection,  down  with  the  Corn -laws, 
down  with  all  monopolies,"  and  the  people 
would  support  them.  He  hoped,  that 
although  the  noble  Lord  should  lose  this 
vote,  he  would  not  be  alarmed,  but  still 
adhere  to  the  views  which  he  had  so  nobly 
expressed  the  other  evening.  Let  the 
noble  Lord  stand  by  his  colours,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  people  would  sup- 
port him  and  carry  him  triumphantly 
through  in  spite  of  all  opposition. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  May  14,  1841. 

MiHCTKB.3  Bilb.  Read  a  Ncood  time :— Exchequer  Bill« : 
Excbe  CollecUon  and  Management. — Read  a  third  time : 
— >DubUn  Wide  Streeti ;  Anm  (Ireland) ;  Slave  Compen* 
lation. 

PeUtiona  presented.  By  Earl  Fitiwilliam,  from  Edinburgh, 
and  the  Wett  Riding  of  York,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Com-Iaws. — By  the  Earl  of  Radnor,  tnm  Deriae*,  and 
other  places,  against  Church  Rates. — By  the  Duke  of 
Aigyle,  and  the  Marquess  of  Domnshire,  from  Ncwry, 
Cavan,  Fife,  and  other  places,  for  the  AboliUon  of  Lay 
Patronage  in  the  Church  of  Scotland. — By  the  Earl  of 
Haddington,  from  a  parish  in  the  county  of  Oxford,  for  a 
Protection  of  Com. — By  the  Bishop  of  Bangor,  from 
Anglctoa,  against  Uie  Uni(»i  of  Bangor  and  St.  Asaph. 

The  Law  of  Marriage.]  Loid 
Whamcliffe  had  several  petitions  to  pre- 
sent on  the  subject  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  a  few  nights  ago,  namely,  the  law 
relating  to  marriages  within  the  prohibited 
degree.    The  first  was  from  Leeds,  and 
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was  signed  by  the  bankers,  professional 
gentlemen »  and  a  great  number  of  the 
inhabitants  of  that  town,  and,  as  it  con- 
tained in  fact  tha  whole  case  to  which  he 
was  about  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion, he  begged  to  be  permitted  to  read  it 
to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  then  pro 
ceeded  to  read  the  petition.  It  stated, 
that  the  petitioners  considered  it  import- 
ant to  society,  that  the  laws  relating  to 
marriage  should  be  certain  and  defined, 
and  that  no  restriction  should  be  imposed 
on  marriage  unless  it  were  ordained  by 
the  laws  of  Qod  and  nature;  that  by  the 
Act  of  the  5th  and  6(h  of  William  4lh,  it 
was  enacted,  that  all  existing  marriages 
within  the  prohibited  degree  of  consan- 
guinity or  affinity  should  be  valid,  but 
that  all  such  marriages  subsequent  to  that 
,.me  should  be  void;  that  they  were  of 
opinion,  that  the  restriction  of  marriagt^s 
within  some  of  those  degrees  which  were 
considered  as  degrees  of  consanguinity, 
where  no  ties  of  blood  consisted  between 
the  parties,  were  unnecessarily  severe,  and 
not  sanctioned  by  divine  law,  or  necessary 
to  (he  well-being  of  society;  that  the  pre- 
sent law  was  calculated  to  produce  a 
great  deal  of  afiliclion,  and  likely  to  lead 
In  many  cases  to  a  total  disregard  of  the 
institution  of  marriage  and  the  bastardy 
of  innocent  olTspring;  that  great  doubt 
also  existed  as  to  the  validity  here  of 
marriages  within  the  prohibited  degrees 
solemnised  in  any  country  where  such  re- 
strictions did  not  exist ;  and  they  there- 
fore prayed,  that  the  act  might  be  so  far 
amendedi  as  to  allow  marriages  to  take 
place  between  parties  who  were  not  con- 
nected by  consanguinity  or  lineal  affinity. 
The  petition  was  signed  by  the  greater 
part  of  the  solicitors  of  the  town— a  class 
of  persons  the  most  likely  to  be  cognisant 
of  the  evils  arising  from  the  present  state 
of  the  law.  The  noble  Lord  also  presented 
petitions  fiom  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
Maldou,  Leicester,  Birmingham,  Here- 
fordi  Macclesfield,  Rockfordi  Bristol, 
Bath|  Cirencester,  Norwich,  Ashford, 
Worcester,  Devonport,  and  Exeter,  to  the 
same  effect ;  also,  several  petitions  signed 
exclusively  by  Protestant  Dissenting  mi- 
nisters, and  others  signed  exclusively  by 
solicitors  to  the  same  effect.  Having  now 
presented  these  petitions  to  the  House, 
and  submitted  the  statements  which  they 
contained  to  their  Lordships'  consider- 
ation, he  should  next  endeavour  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  existing  state  of  the 


law,  and  at  the  same  time  make  sotne 
attempt  to  induce  them  to  consent  to  an 
alteration  in  that  law.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  subject  which  he  was  about 
to  bring  under  their  consideration  was  one 
of  unusual  importance.  It  was  one  which 
deeply  interested  their  countrymen  and 
likewise  their  countrywomen.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  he  thought  the  ex- 
isting laws  a  great  deal  too  stringent,  and, 
whatever  might  be  done,  he  did  not  think, 
that  the  law  in  its  present  form  could  lie 
allowed  to  stand.  He  begged  to  remind 
their  Lordships,  that  antecedently  to  the 
time  of  Henry  8th,  while  the  Catholic 
faith  prevailed  in  this  country,  the  canon 
law  was  the  only  law  of  marriage.  It  was 
true,  that  that  law  embraced  a  variety  of 
cases,  but  it  was  equally  true,  that  the 
powers  of  dispensation  exercised  by  the 
see  of  Rome,  in  some  degree  obviated  the 
objections  to  io  strict  a  code,  though  no 
doubt  all  men  must  condemn  the  abuse  of 
those  powers  which  then  prevailed.  The 
first  English  statute  upon  the  subject  was 
enacted  in  the  reign  of  Henry  8th^  but,  as 
their  Lordships  were  aware,  he  had  his 
own  reasons  for  causing  laws  to  be  passed 
on  the  subject.  From  the  reign  of  that 
monarch,  there  was  no  law  on  the  subject 
of  marriage  till  the  4th  and  5th  of  Wil- 
liam 4th ;  and^  notwithstanding  the  pro- 
visions of  that  statute,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  the  existing  state  of  the  law 
was  anything  but  defensible^  On  religious 
grounds,  at  all  events,  it  was  without  the 
least  support.  He  had  spoken  to  many 
men  upon  the  subject,  and  he  never  met 
with  one  #ho  for  a  moment  attempted  to 
defend  it  upon  religious  grounds.  After 
much  reflection  upon  the  subject,  he  did 
think,  that  the  most  just  and  the  most 
expedient  course  would  be  to  prohibit  no 
marriages  which  did  not  shock  the  moral 
feelings  of  society  at  large,  and  which  did 
not  evidently  appear  contrnry  to  the  law 
of  nature*  He  was  as  ready  as  any  man 
to  say,  that  the  existing  prohibitions  af- 
fecting degrees  of  consanguinity  ought  to 
continue ;  but  lineal  affinity  and  collateral 
affinity  were  totally  different  matters.  He 
admitted,  that  strong  prejudices  existed 
upon  the  subject,  but  he  trusted,  that 
noble  Lords  would  exert  a  sound  and 
dispassionate  judgement  upon  a  question 
of  such  high  importance.  Amongst  the 
various  cases  to  which  the  law  of  marriage 
referred,  none  excited  more  interest  than 
that  of  a  man  marrying  the  listet  of  hi« 
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deceased  wife;  aodyiflhe  restriction  re- 
speotiiig  that  were  once  removed^  there 
w<mkl  be  no  difficulty  about  the  others. 
In  the  first  place,  he  might  be  permitted 
to  observe,  that  in  this  case  there  was  no 
coasanguinit  J,  and  if  a  man  had  several 
children,  clearW  no  one  could  so  properly 
fill  the  place  or  their  deceased  parent  as 
the  sister  of  that'  parent.  It  was  said, 
that  the  removal  of  such  a  restriction 
might  probably  be  productive  of  jealousy 
in  familiea ;  he  doubted,  that  that  ought 
to  be  considered  a  valid  objection.  They 
had  heard  of  men  base  enough  to  seduce 
their  sisters-in-law,  and  of  women  whose 
minds  were  so  depraved,  that  they  readily 
yielded  to  the  arts  of  seduction ;  but,  in 
his  judgment,  occurrences  so  rare,  found 
no  sufficient  ground  for  general  legisla- 
tion. He  thought,  that  in  considering 
enactments  upon  a  subject  so  deiicate 
and  important  as  this,  the  House  should 
look  at  the  position  in  which  parties  were 
placed  who  stood  towards  each  other  in 
the  relation  of  brother  and  sister-in-law. 
A  man  might  be  left  a  widower  with  a 
large  fieimily— the  sister  of  his  deceased 
wi£e  m^ht  undertake  the  care  of  his 
children^  and  might  live  in  his  house  for 
thai  purpose.  Much  worse  consequences 
generally  easued  from  the  law  as  it  stood, 
than  covkl  possibly  arise  from  its  alter- 
aiioo.  Ilieft  was  another  matter  which 
he  tboitght  abottld  be  provided  for  in  any 
«ew  law  upon  the  subject,  and  that  was 
the  ease  of  marriages  contracted  abroad 
witbia  the  degrees  of  consanguinity  pro- 
faibiiMl  IB  this  country.  He  had  received 
a  stajeaaent  from  Maabbester,  by  which 
k  appeared,  that  since  the  year  1835  no 
less  than  91  marriages,  in  violation  of  the 
law«  bad  taken  place  within  the  prohit>i- 
tary  degnses  of  afiiaity.  Although  it  was 
daelafed  a  crime  for  a  man  to  marry  his 
deceased  wife's  sister,  society  appeared  to 
think  otherwise,  for  the  parties  who  con- 
tfaeted  snch  marriages  were  admitted  into 
society,  and  were  not  thought  to  have 
acted  improperly.  The  law  on  this  sub- 
ject was  full  of  inconsistencies,  for  the  list 
«f , prohibited  marriages  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne,  varied  very  much  from  that 
put  forth  by  Archbishop  Parker.  Upon  the 
eoatinent  these  prohibitions  were  for  the 
most  part  unknown,  and  even  in  those 
coantnes  where  marriages  within  certain 
degrees  were  fbrt>]dden,  dispensations  un- 
der particular  circumstances  were  easily 
procured*    In  America,  where  the  tone  of 


society  was  far  more  moral  than  elsewhere* 
no  such  prohibition  was  known.  The  no- 
ble  Lord  read  a  letter  from  an  American 
judge,  a  gentleman  well  acquainted  with 
that  country,  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
such  marriages  were  common  in  the 
United  States,  where  no  evil  consequences 
resulted.  He  earnestly  hoped,  that  their 
Lordships  would  consider  the  subject. 
All  he  asked  for  was  inquiry.  He  was 
prepared,  with  the  sanction  of  the  House, 
to  bring  in  a  bill  embodying  his  views  on 
the  subject.  If  he  were  permitted  to  do 
so,  he  pledged  himself  to  prove  satisfacto* 
rily  to  their  Lordships,  that  not  hundreds, 
but  thousands  of  marriages  within  the  de- 
gree of  affinity,  had  taken  place  since  the 
year  1835. 

The  Bishop  of  London:  My  Lords, 
it  is  not  my  intention  to  oppose  the  pe- 
titions being  laid  on  the  Table,  nor 
bave  I  any  reason  to  complain  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
pleaded  the  cause  of  those  who  have 
entrusted  him  with  these  petitions.  On 
the  contrary,  the  temper  and  good  feeling 
with  which  the  noble  Lord  has  discussed 
the  subject,  deserves  my  sincere  acknow- 
ledgements; but,  as  a  minister  of  that 
Church,  whose  laws  are  now  impeached, 
and  which  I  believe  in  my  conscience,  if 
they  are  overturned,  will  suffer  materially, 
I  feel  myself  bound  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
on  this  occasion. 

My  Lords,  one  word  before  I  enter  <m 
the  subject  matter  of  the  petitions,  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  petitions  them- 
selves have  been  obtained.  It  appears  that 
a  very  large  number  of  agnatures,  attached 
to  these  petitions,  are  the  signatures  of 
solicitors,  a  circumstance  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  attach  considerable 
weight,  because  they  were  described  by 
him,  to  be  the  signatures  of  persons  who 
were  likely  to  be  conversant  with  the  evils 
which  flowed  from  the  present  state  of  the 
law.  My  Lords,  the  fact  is,  that  I  believe 
there  are  persons  who  have  contracted 
illegal  marriages  of  the  description  to 
which  the    petitions   refer,  or  who    are 

§  laced  in  circumstances  which  make  them 
esirous  of  contracting  them,  and  they  have 
determined  to  make  a  united  effort  to  pro- 
cure a  repeal  of  the  law  to  which  these 
petitions  advert  They  have  employed 
highly  respectable  solicitors  to  collect  evi- 
dence, to  procure  petitions  on  their  behalf, 
and  they  have  also  signed  them ;  and  the 
result  is  the  roll  of  petitions  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  this  day  laid  before  the 
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Hooie.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  ob?ioiu  that  ^ 
this  statement  (which  I  know  to  be  true,  . 
because  it  was  made  to  me  b7  a  person 
engaged  by  these  parties  in  procuring  these 
petitions)  somewhat  lessens  the  weight 
which  is  to  be  attached  to  the  signatures  to 
these  petitions.  And  I  may  be  permitted 
to  remark,  that  although  that  respectable 
body  of  men  may  be  very  competent  judges 
of  the  effect  produced  by  the  law  to 
which  the  petitioners  refer,  upon  matters 
relating  to  property,  they  are  not  so  well 
qualified  to  ju^ge  of  its  religious  bearings 
as  the  clergy. 

Then,  my  Lords,  as  to  the  siffnatures  of 
the  dergjrmen,  which  come,  I  bdieve,  from 
two  or  three  dioceses,  they  are,  after  all,  not 
more  than  about  300  out  of  a  body  of 
15,000 ;  it  cannot  therefore  be  urged,  that 
the  clergy  in  general,  or  anything  like  a 
majority  of  them,  are  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition 61  these  laws*  I  have  looked  at  the 
signatures,  my  Lords,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  some  of  them  have  been  attached  with- 
out a  clear  understanding  df  the  object 
which  the  petitioners  had  in  view.  But, 
my  Lords,  this  in  no  way  affects  the  merits 
of  the  case  itself,  to  whidi  I  shall  now 
shortly  advert. 

My  Lords,  I  must  notice  one  or  two 

rints  in  the  noble  Lord's  address,  which 
must  say  do  not  evince  a  very  accurate 
acquaintance  with  the  law,  as  it  relates  to 
marriage.  The  noble  Lord  has  spoken  of 
the  old  canon  law  of  the  Romish  Church. 
It  is  true,  mv  Lords,  that  these  prohibi- 
tions, and  otners,  were  oontamed  in  the 
canon  law  of  the  Romish  Church  \  but  the 
prohibitions  which  we  still  have  in  the 
Church,  and  which  it  is  the  object  of  these 

Setitioners  to  abolish,  are  of  a  much  earlier 
ate  than  what  is  commonly  understood  by 
the  term  '  Canon  law.'  My  Lords,  the  most 
important  of  them,  and  especially  that,  the 
removal  of  which,  after  all,  is  the  object  in 
view— for  it  is  not  to  be  dissembled  from 
your  Lordships,  that  the  object  in  view  is 
to  legalise  the  marriage  of  a  husband  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister — that  was  prohi- 
bited by  the  Church  from  a  very  early 
date,  a  date  long  prior  to  the  formation  of 
what  is,  in  the  language  of  lawyers  under- 
stood by  the  'Canon  law.'  My  Lords,  it  was, 
if  not  prohibited,  at  least  condemned  by 
implication  in  that  very  early  body  of 
Constitutions  called  the  Apostolic  Canons. 
It  was  forbidden  by  the  Council  of  Eliberis 
early  in  the  fourth  century,  a  date  long  prior 
to  that  of  the  Decretals  and  other  laws  com* 
piled  by  Oratian,  So  that,  mj  Locdsi  when 


we  stand  up  for  these  prohibitions,  we  do 
not  stand  up  for  prohibitioiis  merely  adopted 
by  our  own  Church  from  that  of  Rome. 
We  think  we  are  acting  in  oonformity  with 
the  demands  which  the  Church  makes  upon 
us,  if  we  pause  before  we  concede  so  im- 
portant a  point  as  the  abolition  of  laws 
relating  to  the  holy  institution  of  mar- 
riage, which  have  been  in  force  in  the 
Christian  Church  almost  since  the  dme  of 
the  Apostles. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  q;K>ke  of  the 
facility  with  which  dispensations  from  these 
prohibitory  laws  are  obtained  in  the  Ro- 
man Church.  Why,  my  Lords,  if  the  re- 
strictions themselves  are  right,  the  facility 
with  which  these  dispensations  may  or 
might  be  obtuned,  is  only  a  proof  of  what 
we  consider  to  be  the  corrupt  state  of  the 
Roman  Church,  and  cannot  be  used  against 
the  restrictions  themselves.  The  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  restrictions  of  this  kind  as 
tending  to  demoralise  the  people,  the  same 
might  be  said  of  all  prohibitory  laws  touch- 
ing questions  of  morality  or  religion.  A 
question  might  in  every  case  be  raised, 
how  far  you  shall  censure  or  disapprove  of 
a  law,  because  it  may  be  said,  in  this  sense 
to  demoralise  a  country.  The  people  who 
commit  an  improper  act  which  is  not  foi^ 
bidden  by  law,  commit  an  UUgal  act  so 
soon  as  it  w  forbidden  by  law.  And  in 
this  sense  '*  the  law  is  the  strength  of  sin*'' 
But  certainly  that  cannot  be  used  as  an 
argument,  for  repealing  a  law  when  it  is 
founded  on  principles  m  morality  or  justice. 

This  leads  me  to  call  your  Loraships' 
attention  to  the  diffBrenoe  between  repeal- 
ing  a  law  which  is  of  recent  enactment, 
and  the  abrogation  of  a  law  which  dates 
almost  from  the  Church's  foundation.  My 
Lords,  the  question  whether  we  shall 
repeal,  or  retam  aa  ancient  law,  is  a  Ques- 
tion of  very  serious  consideiation ;  ana  we 
cannot  be  accused  of  prejudice  (indeed,  I 
must  do  the  noble  Lord  the  Jostioe  to  say, 
that  he  no  sooner  uttered  the  word  than 
he  retracted  it),  if  we  pause  before  we  re- 
linquish a  long  established  constUution  of 
the  Church,  and  allow  marriages  within 
the  forbidden  d^rees. 

Now,  my  Lords,  with  reference  to  the 
foundation  of  these  laws,  I  must  advert  to 
a  position  of  the  noble  Lord,  who  said, 
that  he  had  never  met  with  a  person  of 
whatever  profession,  who  defended  these 
laws  upon  the  ground  of  their  being  found- 
ed upon  any  basis  of  moral  principle.-^ 
rLord  Whamclifft  :  Religious  principle.] 
Religious   prinople.    My  Loini^   I  am 
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not  in  the  habit  of  separating  the  two ; 
with  me,  whatever  is  moral  is  religious, 
and  whatever  is  religious  is  moral.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  he  found  nobody  who  de- 
fended them  on  the  ground  of  religious 
principle.  I  am  afraid  the  noble  Lord  has 
not  embraced  the  opportunities  which  he 
has  had  of  conversing  with  the  great  body 
of  the  dei^  of  this  country,  for,  whatever 
may  be  the  sentiments  of  the  300  or  360 
clergymen^  who  have  signed  those  petitions, 
I  venture  to  say,  that  a  large  majority  of 
the  15,000  who  now  minister  in  the  tem- 
ples of  God  in  this  country,  would  hold, 
that  these  marria^  are  virtually  prohi- 
bited in  the  Levitical  law.  My  Lords, 
this  perhaps  is  hardly  an  occasion  for  en- 
tering on  the  discussion  of  that  difficult 
question,  as  to  whether  or  not  these  mar- 
riages are  in  point  of  fact  prohibited  by  the 
Levitical  law  :  and  I  admit,  that  as  to 
some  of  them  a  doubt  may  be  entertained 
on  that  question,  but  I  am  convinced,  that 
the  great  body  of  the  clergy  of  this  country 
do  hold,  that  as  marriages  within  the  de- 
grees of  consanguinity  are  expressly  forbid- 
den by  the  Levitical  law,  so  marriages  of 
the  same  degree  of  affinity,  are  by  parity 
of  reasoning,  also  prohibited.  Now,  my 
Lords,  this  may  or  may  not  be  a  just  and 
Intimate  mode  of  argument  j  but  this,  I 
must  say,  that  the  principle  of  parity  of 
reasoning  on  this  question  has  been  held 
good,  not  only  by  divines,  but  by  the  most 
eminent  lawyers  of  our  own  country  and 
others.  I  am  unwilling  to  trespass  on  your 
Lordships*  time,  but  I  may  state,  that  it 
has  always  been  held  by  the  courts  of  law. 
An  eminent  judge.  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Raymond,  has  said  (a  dictum  in  which  I 
am  afraid  tHe  noble  Lord  near  me  wUl  not 
concur),  that  divines  know  better  how  to 
expound  the  law  of  marriage  than  the 
common  lawyers,  and  though  sometimes 
prohibitions  have  been  granted  in  causes 
matrimonial,  if  it  were  res  iniegra,  they 
would  not  be  granted*  Bishop  Jewel,  who 
is  a  great  authority  on  such  a  subject, 
speaks  of  this  principle  of  parity  of 
leaaoning,  and  says, 

*'  Albeit,  I  am  not  forbidden  by  plain 
words,  to  marry  mv  wife's  sister,  yet  I  am 
forbidden  to  do  so  by 'other  words,  which,  by 
exposition,  are  plain  enough.  For,  when 
God  commands  me,  I  shall  not  marry  my 
brother's  wife,  it  follows  directly  by  the 
same,  that  he  forbids  me  to  marry  my 
wife's  sister.  For,  between  one  man  and 
two  sisters,  and  one  woman  and  two  brothers, 
is  like  ansdogy  or  proportion/' 

Sttt   I  underitwidi  .07   Lordsi  that 


the  petitioners  desire  to  carry  this  prin- 
ciple of  parity  of  reasoning  in  an  oppo- 
site direction,  and  in  contravention  of  an 
express  prohibition ;  I  understand  from  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  restriction  is  to  be 
removed,  not  only  from  the  wife's  sister, 
but  from  the  husl^nd's  brother.  I  believe 
I  may  say  with  great  confidence,  that  this 
is  a  proposition  that  will  be  most  revolting 
to  the  feelings  of  clergy  and  laity,  and 
will  be  in  opposition  to  the  sense  of  the 
country  at  large. 

My  Lords,  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that 
the  same  arguments  do  not  all  apply  to 
cases  of  affinity,  which  are  generally  ap- 
plied to  those  of  consanguinity ;  and  that 
the  case  of  a  deceased  wite*s  sister  does  not 
come  under  the  latter  description,  as  the 
term  consanguinity  is  commonly  under, 
stood,  fiut  there  is  one  argument  which 
has  some  weight  with  the  clergy,  and  I 
think  with  those  who  have  considered  the 
religious  nature  of  marriage;  we  hold 
upon  the  authority  of  God's  woid,  that  man 
and  wife  are  one  fiesh,  and  that  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  it  may  be  said,  in  a.sense,  meta- 
phorical indeed,  and  mysterious,  but  con«* 
firmed  by  our  Lord  himself,  they  do 
contract  a  certain  kind  of  consanguinity, 
which  we  hold  to  constitute  an  objection 
to  such  alliances  as  it  is  now  sought  to 
legalise.  This  notion  of  spiritual  or  mys- 
tical consanguinity,  is  not  to  be  supposed 
to  be  a  fancy  of  ecclesiastics  and  reugion- 
ists;  it  was  held  in  some  sense  by  the 
Roman  jurists  and  law-givers,  as  stated  by 
the  historian  of  the  Roman  empire,  which 
at  least,  to  a  certain  extent,  will  shew,  that 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
maintaining  thb  principle,  are  not  so 
bigoted,  nor  so  prejudiced,  as  it  has  been  of 
late  years  the  faiuiion  to  represent  My 
.Lords,  with  respect  to  this  particular  case, 
the  following  are  the  words  of  Gibbon ;  he 
is  speaking  of  Rome  before  it  became  the 
Rome  of  Christendom  :— 

**  The  profane  law-givers  of  Rome  were 
never  tempted  by  interest  or  superstition  to 
multiply  the  forbidden  degrees,  but  inflexibly 
condemned  the  marriage  of  sisters  and  bro- 
thers, hesitated  whether  first  cousins  should  be 
touched  by  the  same  interdict,  revered  the 
parental  character  of  aunts  and  uncles,  and 
treated  affinity  as  a  just  imitation  of  the  ties 
of  blood." 

Now,  my  Lords,  looking  at  the  re« 
lation  of  marriage  as  havmg  to  a  cer-* 
tain  extent,  the  spiritual  character  at* 
tributed  to  it  by  the  Divine  law-giver 
of  our  Churchy  to  that  doctrine  of  the 
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Roman  law-giyen  I  must  confeas  tliat 
I  am  ftery  much  disposed  to  accede.  At 
all  efents  I  think  we  should  pause 
well,  before  we  take  another  step  in  the 
path  which  has  been  trodden  with  un« 
reflecting  haste  within  the  last  few  years, 
which  has  done  much  to  impair  the 
aacred  estimation  of  the  marriage  vow»  and 
to  undermine  the  foundation  of  domestic 
moralit J  imd  fidelity  in  this  country. 

My  Lovdsj  the  law  passed  a  few  years 
ago,  in  my  opinion,  has  very  materially  in- 
jured the  morals  of  this  country ;  and,  I 
have  no  doubl,  your  Lordships  would 
find,  if  you  had  the  means  of  insti- 
tuting an  investigation,  that  a  great  nart 
of  t^  marriages  whtdi  have  taken  place 
within  the  pr^ibited  degrees,  have  taken 
place  since  the  4th  and  Sth  William  the 
4th,  and  have  taken  "place  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  that  law  in  the  office  of  the  Regis- 
trars in  different  parts  of  the  oountiy.  I 
do  not  believe  that  a  clergyman,  except 
through  inadvertence,  can  have  solemn!^ 
suoh  a  marriage.  My  Lords,  whatever 
may  be  the  effect  of  the  statute  law  of 
marrii^,  the  canon  law  is  still  unchanged. 
The  noble  Lord  seems  to  suppose  that 
the  act,  commonly  called  Lord  Lyndhurst's 
Act,  made  valid  these  marriages  to  which 
it  reflated.  No  such  thing;  it  only  de- 
dared  that  those  murriages,  which'  had 
been  solemniaed,  riiould  not  be  impeached 
by  any  suit  in  the  Ecdesiastica]  Court,  and, 
as  far  aa  the  rights  of  property  are  con- 
ceified^  and  the  interests  of  inheritance,  so 
far  thoee  marriages  became  valid ;  but  they 
are  not  declared  valid  for  any  other  pur- 
pose. And,  my  Lords,  there  are  many  on 
this  bench  who^  if  any  such  proposition 
had  been  made,  I  have  no  doubt,  would 
strenoouslv  have  resisted  it*  My  Lords, 
it  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  this  subject 
has  been  noticed  by  the  present  learned 
judge  of  the  Arches,  who  says^ — 

'*  Although  the  statute  has  prohibited  the 
Bcdesiastical  Cowts  fhmi  annulling  marriages 
for  affinity  contracted  befbre  the  3l8t  of  Au- 
gust, 1885,  yet  I  am  by  no  means  prepared  to 
say  Uiat  the  parties  may  not  be  punished  by 
the  ocdesiastNal  law  fbr  the  incest  chough  tlie 
validity  of  the  maniage  cannot  be  called  in 
^uestioo,  fbr  the  enacting  part  of  the  aot  does 
not  make  these  mairiaMs  good  and  valid  to  all 
intenlB  and  purposes*' 

^  The  truth  i^  asy  Lords,  that  that  act 
did  no  mora  than  restore  the  law  of  mar- 
riage in  this  reapect  to  its  ancient  state, 
and  ^ve  free  course  to  the  old  canon  law 
of  ikii  couatiy.    This  atataaient  is  no  as. 


sertion  of  my  own,  but  has  been  made  by 
another  learned  ecclesiastical  ju^ge,  the 
present  judge  of  the  Consistory  CxKirt  of 
London^  Dr.  Lushington,  who  says,— > 

**  This  act  restored  the  old  canon  law  by 
which  these  marriages  were  treated  as  abso- 
lutely void.  It  was  the  interference  of  the 
common  law  courts  which,  in  such  cases,  pro- 
hibited the  spiritual  courts  from  bastardising 
the  issue,  that  created  the  uonatunU  disdnetion 
of  voidable  and  void." 

My  Lotds,  I  mention  this,  because  it  is 
a  justification  of  those  who  with  me 
supported  the  noble  Mover  of  that  act 
in  his  endeavours  to  carry  it  into  a  law, 
from*  any  charge  of  inconsistency.  We 
thought  it  right  that  the  question  should 
be  settled  ;  and  that  any  person  who 
had  contracted  such  marriages  while 
it  was  unsettled,  should  be  saved  from 
penal  consequences ;  but  that  fbr  the  future, 
those  consequences  should  be  known  before* 
hand  as  certain;  and  that  persons  should 
be  deterred,  if  possible,  from  contracUng 
those  marriaees  by  knowing  that  they 
would  be  a6  tnUio  void. 

My  Lords,  this  induces  me  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  that  part  of  the  quesdon, 
as  to  the  extreme  hardship  of  such  prohibi- 
tions. I  admit,  my  Lords,  that  no  prohi- 
bitions should  be  admitted,  if  possible, 
which  are  not  sanctioned  by  the  laws  of 
Crod,  or  the  lavrs  cf  nature.  But,  my 
Lords,  it  is  not  a  valid  argument  on  tl^ 
part  of  men  who  object  to  such  restrictions 
to  say,  that  they  feel  them*in  their  own 
persons  to  be  a  hardship.  Why  do  they 
feel  them  to  be  so  ?  Because  they  cannot 
tame  and  regulate  their  own  passions  and 
inclinalions  to  submit  to  what  the  Church 
and  the  State  consider  a  salutary  law. 
Persons,  no  doubt,  might  be  found,  my 
Lords,  who  would  argue,  and  not  widiout 
some  plausibility,  even  against  those  re- 
strictions which  are  founddl  on  tiie  law  of 
nature.  My  Lords,  what  is  the  law  of 
nature  ?  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  on  the  subject,  but  merely  to 
make  this  remark;  what  the  noble  Lord 
speaks  of  as  the  law  of  nature,  and  whidi  I 
am  disposed  to  admit  is  the  law  of  natore, 
in  one  sense,  is  not  recogniied  as  the  law 
of  nature  1^  all  people  and  at  all  times. 
My  Lordf,  there  is  hardly  a  nrohibition 
with  respect  to  marrii^,  grounded  on  the 
law  of  nature  which  has  aot  been  departed 
from  in  aome  age  and  ia  tome  oauntry  of 
the  worid.  There  is  ae  tie  of  oansB»- 
guinity  so  near,  but  that  it  has  been  lost 
sight  of  ia  the  contnctii^  of  manii^gai^  by 
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flotne  Otoe  ot  other  of  the  nations  of  the 
hcalheh  world.  I  mention  this,  my  Lords, 
to  shew  that  there  mufet  be  a  certain 
vagueness  of  definition  as  to  tiuch  a  point  3 
thai  it  is  not  easy,  independently  of  revela- 
tion>  to  decide  the  line,  at  which  the  law 
of  nature  ceases  to  operate^  and  that  of 
expediency  begins.  My  Lordsy  we  may 
conceive  persons,  standing  in  a  near  d^rete 
of  rdationship,  who  might  say  thete  was 
cruel  hardship  in  preventing  their  marriage, 
if  they  had  formed  what  they  might  con- 
sider natuml  attachment ;  but,  my  Lords, 
we  must  stop  somewhere,  and  our  guides 
ought  to  he,  firsti  the  laws  of  Odd,  and 
then  social  expediency.  My  Lordsj  I  have 
dwdt  longer  than  I  intended  on  the  ques- 
tion of  these  prohibitions  as  founded  on  the 
pinecepts  of  God's  law,  and  I  will  not  tres- 
pass on  your  Lordships  ftirther  on  that 
point,  beoailse  that  may  be  more  properly 
discussed  at  length,  if  ever  a  measure 
should  be  introduced  into  this  House  for 
the  purpose  of  abrogating  these  restrict 
lions. 

But,  my  Lords,  allow  me  to  say  a  wofd 
or  two  With  respect  to  its  expediency.  It 
may  be  expediehti  that  penons  who  are 
now  living  irt  a  state  of  discomfon  and 
anxietyi  if  not  in  a  Worse  state,  from  the 
pfesent  condition  of  the  law,  which  they 
well,  know,  biit  disapprove^  should  be 
placed  in  a  state  of  lefts  anxiety  and  less 
discomfort,  and  perhaps  iti  many  in- 
stanoeis  less  immorality;  but  are  we  to 
tttcrifioe  what  we  ootimder  to  be  the 
barriers  of  domestic  comfort  end  good 
ttorals,  to  gratii^'  the  scrupled  or 
remove  the  difficulties  of  comparatively 
«  fow  peHons.  who  have  knowingly  ili» 
volved  themsdves  in  difficulty?  When 
the  Aid  is  once  known,  that  it  is  impossi- 
Me  to  contract  a  marriage  with  a  certain 
person,  say  a  wife's  sister,  why  i^ould 
there  be  any  more  difficulty  in  a  man's 
imping  his  afiectiobs,  inclinations,  wisltes 
and  thoughts  in  such  a  line,  as  to  shut 
out  from  his  contemplation  all  idea  of 
marriage  with  that  peirson,  any  more  than 
Willi  his  own  sister  by  blood  ?  I  see  none. 
I^^t  in  there  to  prevent  our  minds  enter- 
U^nhig  a  criminal  attachment  towards  the 
nearest  telatiotis,  but  the  knowled^'that 
audi  connexions  are  forbidden  and  must 
never  take  place  ?  I  know,  my  Lords,  this 
might  be  carried  too  for ;  but  in  the  case 
of  a  wife's  sister,  or  one's  own  sister,  I 
t^tdt  the  same  prindple  of  self  restraint 
WMch  ojiefales  in  the  one  may  be  safoly 
wd  ft&psAf  xefoked  in  the  other. 


Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  expediency,  t  look  at  the 
state  of  society  in  this  country,  and  1  see 
reason  to  think,  that  the  prohibitions 
which  prevent  the  intermarriage  of  per- 
sons within  certain  near  degrees  of  affi- 
nity, is  the  very  safo  guard  of  our  domestic 
relations.  Whatever  sdvantages,  my  Loids, 
might  result  from  its  removal,  in  my  opi- 
nion, they  would  be  more  than  counter- 
balanced by  the  evih  that  would  flow  from 
that  measure.  There  am  cases,  my  Lords, 
I  admit,  where  a  widower  is  deflirous  of 
marrying  the  sister  of  his  deceased  wifo, 
because  he  thinks  that  he  has  thereby  a 
foirer  chance  of  obtaining  for  his  orphan 
children  a  kind  mother  and  a  faithful  pro- 
tectress, than  if  he  wete  to  introduce 
under  his  roof  a  strange  step-mother  3  but 
thete  are  many  more  cases,  in  the  propoiv 
tion  of  fifty  to  one,  where  the  husband 
would  be  desirous  of  having  the  benefit  of 
the  same  maternal  care  over  hli  orphan 
ehiklren,  shewn  them  by  the  sister  of  his 
deceased  wifo,  without  any  intention  of 
marrying  her )  where  periiaps  his  afiectimiB 
so  linger  about  the  grave  t^  his  deoeased 
partner  as  shut  out  altogether  from  his 
mind,  thoughts  of  future  marriage ;  where 
he  would  be  grateful  to  have  bestowed  on 
his  children  the  tender  care  of  his  deoeased 
wifo's  sister,  an  advantage  fn>m  which 
they  woaM  be  utterly  precluded,  if  it  was 
known  that  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
marry  that  sister.  For,  my  Lords,  the 
state  of  society  in  thb  country  is  such,  that 
it  is  held  impossible  for  a  man  and  a  wo- 
man, not  past  a  certain  age,  to  live  together 
with  resf^ability  and  propriety,  without 
marriage,  if  they  are  persons  not  prevented 
by  any  l^gal  impediment  from  contracting 
it.  My  Lofds,  I  hold  that  this  is  a  dis- 
tinction between  ourselves  and  some  na- 
tions of  the  Continent  very  much  in  our 
favour ;  and  most  sorrv  should  I  be,  to  see 
the  day  when  that  distinction  eliould  be 
removed.  My  Lords,  a  deceased  wifo*)i 
sister  may  now  with  propriety  undertake 
the  care  of  her  orphan  nephews  and  nieces, 
because  she  never  can  stand  to  their 
fother  in  any  nearer  relation.  If  the  pro- 
hibitions Wefe  removed,  it  Vrould  be  ini- 
possible  for  the  husband  to  invite  her  to 
come  and  live  under  his  roof,  unless  he 
held  out  an  offer  of  marrii^.  The  in^ 
stances  where  the  deceased  wifo's  sister 
now  fills  that  situation  w&  sd  many,  com- 
pared with  those  whete  the  husband 
would  be  desinms  of  marrying  her,  tiiat  I 
think  a  great  deal  more  would  be  lost  olt 
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the  one  hand  hy  permitting  such  marriages^ 
than  you  could  hy  possibility  gain  on  the 
other. 

The  nohle  Lord  has  alluded  to  the  Con- 
tinenty  and  has  distinguished  between  Ro- 
man Catholic  and  Protestant  countries.  He 
has  said,  that  in  Roman  Catholic  countries 
they  have  restrictions^  but  they  are  dis- 
pensed with.  With  regard  to  Protestant 
countries,  there  are  in  some  countries  a  few 
restrictions^  and  in  others  none  at  all.  My 
Lord,  I  have  yet  to  learn,  that  the  domestic 
habits  of  the  Continent  are  such»  as  to  hold 
out  by  their  example  any  encouragement 
to  us  to  relax  any  of  the  restrictions  which 
makes  marriage  in  this  country  so  sacred 
and  honorable  an  institution.  My  Lords, 
if  I  am  not  much  misinformed,  the  facility 
of  contracting  these  marriages  which  exists 
in  Germany,  has  produced  effects  which 
would  make  the  sober-minded  among  the 
Germans  glad  to  return  again  to  the  pro- 
hibitions. With  regard  to  America*  I 
admit  the  great  respectability,  eminent 
learning,  judgment  and  sagacity  of  that 
distinguished  judee,  whom  3ie  noble  Lord 
has  quoted,  and  who,  as  he  rightly  observed, 
has  been  cited  with  distinction  by  the  most 
eminent  lawyers  of  our  own  country.  I 
have  heard  the  late  Lord  Stowell,  the 
great  expositor  of  the  law  of  nations,  if  not 
the  founder  of  modem  international  law, 
speak  of  Judge  Storey  with  the  greatest 
respect.  But,  my  Lords,  look  at  the  state 
of  America  with  reference  to  its  popula- 
tion, and  the  circumstances  in  which  a  cer- 
tain part  of  that  population  are  placed.  It 
is  not  very  safe  to  amie  from  analogy  be- 
tween America  and  England,  the  countries 
are  so  exceedingly  dififerent  in  respect  to 
population,  and  to  their  habits  and  means 
of  subsistence.  With  respect  to  the  reli- 
gious part  of  the  question,  I  must  beg 
rather  to  demur  to  the  opinion  of  Judge 
Storey,  because,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
there  is  one  of  his  judgments  in  which  he 
states,  that  the  marriiu;e  of  sisters  to  bro- 
thers is  forbidden  by  the  law  of  nature,  and 
ought  not  to  be  allowed,  but  that  b^ond 
that  the  prohibition  ought  not  to  go. 

The  bringing  forward  of  this  measure, 
my  Lords,  leads  me  to  believe,  what  I  have 
been  told  is  the  case,  that  the  removal  of 
this  prohibition,  of  the  marriage  of  a  hus- 
band with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  is  only 
to  be  the  first  step  which  is  to  lead,  by  not 
very  slow  degrees,  to  the  abolition  of  all 
those  restrictions,  which  cannot  in  the 
strictest  sense  be  said  to  be  restrictions  on 
fiCGOunt  of  conganguinityi  and  I  believe  even 


some  of  those  too.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  can- 
not believe,  that  the  people  of  this  country 
will  contemplate  with  anything  like  satis- 
faction, the  enactment  of  a  law  which  I  am 
told  is  to  legalize  the  marriage  of  an  uncle 
with  his  niece.  Here  again  may  be  ureed 
the  same  argument  which  I  have  touched 
on  before  to-night.  The  uncle  is  now  able 
to  adopt  his  niece,  and  take  her  into  his 
own  family  and  treat  her  as  a  daughter, 
because  she  never  can  stand  in  any  more 
intimate  relation.  The  difference  of  age 
in  these  cases  is  sometimes  not  so  great,  but 
that  attachments  might  be  formed ;  but  if  it 
were  possible  for  any  uncle  to  contract  a  le- 
gal marriage  with  his  niece,  no  uncle  could 
ever  receive  his  niece  into  his  house  as  his 
adopted  daughter.  My  Lords,  these  are 
some  of  the  reasons  which  lead  me  very 
much  to  question  the  expediency  of  med- 
dling with  the  law  as  it  now  stands. 

Another  reason  is  one  which  I  have 
already  slightly  adverted  to— namely,  the 
undesirableness  of  doing  anything  to  shake, 
further  than  it  has  been  shaken,  the  opi- 
nion which  the  people  of  this  country  en- 
tertain of  the  sacredness  of  the  marriage 
contract,  and  the  stability  and  unchange- 
ableness  of  those  laws  by  which  it  is  re- 
cognised. I  must  say,  at  the  present  mo- 
menty  my  Lords,  there  is  not  the  same 
feeling  with  respect  to  marriage  as  there 
was  before  the  passing  of  the  last  Marriage 
Act,  and  I  am  inclined  to  think,  if  this 
House  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
entertain  the  proposition  of  my  noble 
Friend,  a  great  d€»l  will  be  done  to  un- 
dermine morality  and  weaken  the  hold 
which  religion  and  the  Church  have  on 
the  people  of  this  country.  With  r^ard 
to  the  instances  adduced  as  having  occurred 
at  Manchester,  it  is  quite  obvious,  and  it 
cannot  have  escaped  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  you  might  adduce  in- 
stances of  the  violation  of  any  of  the  laws 
a£  God  and  man  from  all  the  great  manu- 
facturing districts,  because  there  are  now 
in  those  districts  thousands  who  are  suffer- 
ing from  the  consequence  of  long  and  cri« 
minal  neglect,  on  behalf  of  those  who 
ought  to  have  provided  for  them,  clergymen, 
and  churches,  and  schools.  The  law  has 
been  violated  by  persons  who  never  heard 
of  the  existence  of  that  law,  and^  never 
have  been  initiated  into  those  principles  of 
religion  upon  which  obedience  to  all  laws 
ought  to  be  founded. 

For  these  reasons,  My  Lords,  I  am  dis^ 
posed  to  say,  that  the  marriage  law,  as  it 
respects  the  prohibited  degreesy  bad  bettec 
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remain  fts  it  is ;  and  that  penonB  should  be 
taught  by  sound  religious  instruction  to 
regulate  their  passions  with  a  view  to  what 
they  know  to  be  just  and  right.  My 
Lords^  so  long  as  the  law  is  the  law,  it  is 
our  duty  to  obey  it^  so  far  as  it  is  not  con- 
trary to  the  law  of  God.  It  may  possibly 
relate  to  a  matter  not  of  moral,  or  natural, 
or  divine  right»  but  of  positive  right,  still 
It  is  our  duty  to  obey  the  law  ;  and  I  can- 
not see  any  difficulty  if  the  law  is  not  to 
be  evaded^  why  men  should  not  discipline 
their  tempers  and  passions  into  a  ready 
and  willing  obedience  to  that  law.  My 
Lords,  that  is  the  true  cure  for  any  evil 
that  may  be  occasioned  by  these  prohibi- 
tions amongst  a  certain  class  of  persons, 
which  I  believe  to  be  much  less  than  it  is 
represented  to  be;  and  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  at  once  consent  to  repeal  a 
law  which  has  been  the  law  of  the  Church 
almost  from  its  foundation,  which  is  em- 
bodied in  the  laws  of  this  land,  and  which 
I  believe  is  as  much  to  be  justified  on  the 
ground  of  expediency »  as  it  is  consistent 
with  the  language  of  Scripture. 
Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 
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MnioTBib]  Bttii.  Rod  •  fint  tfaoM :— >Ei«tir  SnuUl 
Debts  I  Entailt  (SeoOand)  i  Fdony  £xplanation.->Rcail 
a  Moood  time :— Vaccination. 

PetitkNu  prewnted.  By  Mr.  Bainca,  Mr.  W.  Tuner,  Sir 
O.  Stikkland,  Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  AgUonby,  Colonel  Sal- 
wef.  Sir  M.  Wood,  Mr.  Aiaaworth,  Mr.  E.  J.  Stanley, 
Mr.  Macaalay,  and  other  hoo.  Memben,  ftom  Leeds, 
Blaekbun,  Bradford,  Derby,  Weet  Riding  (York),  Man- 
cheiter,  Kodkr,  Edinburgh,  and  a  great  many  oUier 
pbwci,  im  the  Government  measure  for  the  Altcntian  of 
the  Import  Duties.— By  Mr.  Bailie,  Lord  Worsloy,  and 
Star  C.  Burrell,  ftom  Invcmeia,  Linoofauhire,  and  Sussex, 
AtteratioD  of  the  Con-lami 


Sugar  Duties — Explanation.] 
Mr.  Gladstone  rose  and  said,  that  al- 
though he  was  conscious  of  the  presump- 
tion with  which  he  might  be  chargeable  in 
delaying  for  a  few  minutes  the  important 
business  of  the  evening,  in  order  to  draw 
attention  to  a  matter  of  a  purely  personal 
nature,  still  his  only  apology  must  be, 
that  he  himself  was  the  cause  of  the  inter- 
ruption. The  personal  discussion  to  which 
he  referred  did  not  relate  to  himself,  but 
to  his  father,  one  whom  he  was  bound  to 
love  most  dearly  and  with  whom  he  felt  it 
the  highest  honour  to  be  connected.  He 
found  that  in  the  debate  of  the  preceding 
evening,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Northumberland  had  thought  fit,  in  the 
discharge  of  his  parliamentary  duties,  to 
throw  out  some  imputations  which,  if  di- 


rected towards  himself  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
he  should  be  able  to  show   the   House 
were  without  any  sense  or  meaning,  but 
whose  relevancy  or  importance  were  easily 
understood,  if  the  observations  in  ques* 
tion  were  taken  as  applied  to  his  father. 
It  was  difficult  to  answer  for  one's  feelings 
on  such  an  occasion,  but  still  be  earnestly 
trusted  that  in  stating  the  grounds  of  his 
complaint  he  should  be  able  to  refrain  from 
any  expressions  needlessly  painful  or  of- 
fensive to  the  noble  Lord.     The  noble 
Lord  was  reported  to  have  said  he  would 
not  follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newark  in  impu- 
ting low  and  degrading  motives.     With 
respect  to  matters  affecting  himself,  and 
himself  alone,  he  trusted    that  he  had 
never  shown  himself  anxious  to  weary  the 
House  with  needless  explanations ;  indeed 
it  was  his  opinion  that  the  public  time 
was  frequently   wasted    by    unnecessary 
explanations  on  matters  of  a  trifling  per- 
sonal nature,  where  the  parties  concerned 
might   with   perfect  safety   trust    to   the 
House  and  the  country  for  their  character 
and  reputation.  In  this  particular  instance 
he  was  not  aware  of  having  imputed  low 
and  degrading  motives,  even  to  the  pro- 
posers, much  less  to  the  supporters  of  this 
measure.     He  had  certainly  spoken   in 
strong  language,  which  he  would  not  re* 
peat,  because  it  was  not  his  wish  to  excite 
controversy ;  but  he  would  content  him- 
self with  saying,  that  it  certainly  was  not 
his  wish  to  impute  low  and   degrading 
motives,   as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  forget  the  part  which  the   hon. 
Member  took  in  the  debates  of  1833.  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  would  feel  himself  highly 
flattered  if  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
could  remember  the  part  which  he  had 
taken  in  the  great  measure  for  the  abolition 
of  slavery ;  but  he  would   challenge  the 
noble  Lord  to  say,  what  part  he  meant  to 
allude   to.  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to 
insinuate  that  he  had  opposed  the  great 
measure  of  emancipation    then    carried 
through  the  House  ?    Did  he  mean  to  say 
that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  attempted  to 
resist  that  measure,  and  when  he  found 
resistance  hopeless  that  he  had  endea- 
voured to  embarrass  it  ?    The  noble  Lord 
could  say  no  such  thing.    To  these  state- 
ments, however,  referring   as  they    did 
solely  to  himself,  he  would  never  have 
ventured  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
had  not  the  noble  Lord  thought  fit  to 
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allude  to  othere.  The  ooble  Lord»  addrew- 
iog  ihe  House  the  olber  eveningi  said  :— 

**  It  was  impossible  also  to  forget  who  was 
befora  that  time  the  owner  of  the  Vrieden*Uoop 
estate^  in  Demerara.  It  was  clearly  shown, 
that  the  rate  of  overworking  and  of  mortality 
on  that  estate  was  remarkably  high  even 
for  Demerara,  where,  unfortunately,  both 
those  evils  had  prevailed  in  an  eminent  degree. 
In  three  or  four  years  an  enormous  quantity  of 
sugar  was  produced  on  the  estate,  and  the 
number  of  slaves  who  died  was  no  less  than 
eighty  one,  being  above  one-seventh  of  the 
whole  number.'* 

Now,  he  asked  the  House  whether  that 
was  not  a  charge  of  the  very  gravest  de- 
scription ,and  whether  it  was  not  one  which 
no  man  ought  to  presume  to  makCi  unless 
he  were  prepared  to  verify  it  by  proof? 
The  charge,  as  he  understood  it,  consisted 
in  this,  that  there  was  great  mortality  on 
the  estate,  and  that  that  mortality  was 
traceable  to  the  overproduction  of  sugar. 
That,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was  clearly 
shown;  but  be  (Mr.  Gladstone)  denied 
that  it  was  ever  shown.  It  was  asserted 
by  the  noble  Lord,  but  not  shown.  In 
1833  the  noble  Lord,  after  making  a  si-r 
milar  aIlegBtion»  gave  notice  of  n  motion 
for  a  return,  exhibiting  the  mortality  which 
took  place  upon  the  estate  in  question, 
and  nothing  else.  He  said,  he  should  ob- 
ject to  its  production,  because  there  was 
a  gr^at  deal  of  other  evidence  absolutely 
necessary  to  sustain  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord,  which  he  proposed  entirely 
to  omit.  When  the  motion  was  brought 
forward,  Lord  Spencer  recommended  the 
noble  Lord  to  withdraw  it.  The  noble 
I/>rd  did  so,  and  thereby  abandoned  his 
investigation  ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  now 
said  that  these  points  were  clearly  proved. 
The  npble  Lord  had  therefore  stated  that 
to  be  the  case  which  was  not  the  case,  and 
his  attempt  to  show  which  he  himself 
abandoned.  Undoubtedly  there  was  at 
that  period  great  mortality  upon  the  estate 
but  It  was  not  confined  to  that  estate, 
it  was  a  mortality  which  existed  through- 
out the  entire  colony  of  Demerara,  and 
there  was  nothing  more  natural.  The 
colony  was  filled  with  those  slaves  during 
the  latter  years  of  the  slave-trade,  and 
they  all  knew  that  it  was  not  the  course 
of  that  trade  to  introduce  into  colonies 
entire  families,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
a  natural  succession  of  the  population.  It 
was  the  course  of  the  slave-trade  to  intro- 


duce adults  who  were  fit  for  labour,  and 
that  being  so,  what  vras  more  natural  than 
that  that  generation  introduced  in  a 
mass  should  have  dropped  off  in  about 
twenty«five  years  after?  The  estate  in 
question  had  only  come  into  his  father's 
possession  four  or  five  yeare  before  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  when  not  less  than 
one.foorth  of  the  slaves  were  aaid  to  be  in- 
capacitated for  labour  \  and  what  was  more 
natural  than  that  they  should  have  dropped 
off  within  the  next  few  years?  During 
the  short  time  he  was  in  tbe  Colonial  office, 
a  document,  prepared  by  the  registrar- 
general  of  slaves  in  Demerara,  had  been 
received  containing  this  statement — that 
l(X>king  to  the  condition  and  circum- 
stances under  which  those  slaves  were 
imported,  it  was  evident  that  there  must  be 
a  rapid  decrease  in  the  population  for 
many  yes^rs  to  come.  The  whole  course 
of  the  noble  Lord's  accusation  rested,  not 
upon  the  fltot  of  a  decrease  in  the  amount 
of  population,  but  in  his  having  connected 
that  tact  with  the  production  of  an  enor- 
mous quantity  of  sugar.  That  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  case  he  would  meet  by 
a  simple  and  unequivocal  denial.  He 
totally  denied,  that  there  was  any  pro- 
duction of  sugar  upon  that  estate  which 
the  noble  Lora  or  any  man  acquainted 
with  West-Indian  cultivation  could  call 
enoruious*  By  a  reference  to  other  es- 
tates it  would  be  found,  that  their 
production  frequently  exceeded,  not  in 
small  quantities,  but  to  the  extent  of 
30,  40,  and  50  per  cent.,  the  production 
of  that  particular  estate.  This  enormous 
quantity  of  sugar,  therefore,  was  a  matter 
originating  entirely  in  ttie  noble  Lord's 
imagination.  At  this  distance  of  time,  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  could  not  recollect  the 
fact9 ;  but  he  believed  there  were  about 
560  persons  on  tbe  estate,  and  that  the 
annual  quantity  of  sugar  produced  was 
under  600  hogsheads.  He  would  there- 
fore say — that  taking  into  consideration 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  forgotten — the 
state  of  the  property  and  the  power  of  the 
machinery  upon  it,  the  production  of 
sugar  was  below  what  it  might  have  been, 
and  greatly  belqw  that  of  other  estates. 
If  the  noble  Lord  would  undertake  to 
prove  bis  assertion  upon  this  point,  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  ready  to  meet  him  ; 
but  he  could  not  avoid  complaining  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  that  asser- 
tion upon  grounds  which  he  believed 
the    noble  Lord  would  not  himself  very 
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inuoh  r«ly  opon,  and  which  be  thpught 
woold  occasion  lomo  •urpriie  to  the  House. 
He  complained  that  the  noble  Lord 
shoiiU  have  made  an  attack  upon  the 
neareit  relative  of  a  Member  of  that 
House,  without  havin|f  had  the  courteay 
of  tending  him  word  that  he  intended 
doing  80.  Mark  the  reply  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  third  of  Jone,  1833 : 

'*I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that,  if  I 
had  conceived  that  the  statement  which  I  made 
on  a  former  occasion  would  have  been  con- 
sidered by  him  or  any  other  hon.  Gentleman 
as  an  attack  upon  the  character  of  those  with 
whom  he  is  connected,  I  certainly  would  not 
have  failed  to  communicate  my  iotention  to 
him  beforehand." 

With  that  explanation,  he  was  con. 
tented  at  the  time ;  but  he  certainly  did 
tiot  expect  that,  after  a  lapse  of  eight 
years,  the  noble  Lord  would  have  again 
attacked  the  character  of  bis  father,  do- 
ring  his  absence  from  the  House,  and 
without  having  given  him  notice.  He  did 
not  mean  to  accuse  the  noble  Lord  of 
having  broken  his  pledge,  because  he  was 
convinced  that  the  nohle  Lord  had  for- 
gotten that  pledge  as  completely  as  he 
had  forgotten  the  feelings  of  those  against 
whom  his  attack  had  l^en  directed  ;  but 
this  he  would  say,  that  a  more  absurdly 
irrelevant  attack  had  never  been  made  in 
that  House.  The  noble  Lord  had  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark  had  no 
right  to  speak,  because  his  father  was  the 
proprietor  of  a  certain  estate  opoa  which, 
according  to  the  allegation  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  he  totally  and  broadly  denied, 
the  mortality  was  attributable  to  the  over- 
production of  sugar.  Now,  even  supposing 
it  to  be  true  that  those  abuses  did  take 
place  was  it  possible  that  he  could  be  held 
responsible  for  them,  or  was  his  liberty  of 
speech  in  the  debates  of  that  House  to  be 
abridged,  because  those  over  whose  ac- 
tions he  had  no  more  control  than  the 
noble  Lord  liimself  should  have  been  guilty 
of  such  things?  He  contended,  likewise, 
that  the  attack  of  the  noble  Lord  was  un- 
just, not  that  the  conduct  ofany  man  ought 
to  be  safe  from  investigation  by  that 
Ho4ise,  which  be  regarded  as  the  grand 
inquest  of  the  nation  and  the  proper  tri- 
bunal before  which  complaints  should  be 
made^  but  because  be  conceived  that 
those  who  made  such  complaints  should 
be  tt$dy  to  sift  them  to  the  bottom,  and 
not  make  use  of  them  as  weapons  of  de» 
bate  for  indicting  attacks  with  which  the 
worsi  man   might  amuse   himself,   and 


against  whieh  it  was  impossible  that  the 
best  man  oould  be  securot  He  did  not 
claim  exemption  from  animadversion  in 
that  House,  or  wish  to  set  himeelf  up  as  a 
model  of  the  manner  in  which  their  de- 
bates should  be  conducted.  Fault  had 
been  found  with  the  remarks  he  had  made 
upon  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh,  and  having  reference 
to  one  who  had  preceded  him  in  his  public 
career.  But  if  he  made  an  attack,  he 
made  it,  not  by  assailing  those  in  whom 
he  was  deeply  interested,  but  by  pronoun- 
cing upon  one,  for  whose  memory  he  most 
have  felt  the  greatest  respect,  an  eulogium 
which,  if  feeble,  was  at  least  sincere,  and 
by  calling  upon  him  to  vindicate  the 
course  he  had  pursued,  which  he  did  in 
a  manner  fully  worthy  of  htm.  But,  if  he 
were  to  be  punished  for  his  parliamentary 
delinquencies,  and  others  for  their  excesses 
in  debate,  by  attacks  having  no  reference 
to  them  or  their  own  conduct,  but  only 
aiming  through  them  at  absent  or  inno- 
cent parties,  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord, 
that  that  was  a  description  of  warfare 
of  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should  rather 
be  the  object  than  the  agent.  The  hon. 
Member  then  referred  to  the  statement 
made  on  Tuesday  evening  by  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  tlie  colonies  in  reference  to 
the  management  of  Hill  Coolies  on  his 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  father's  estate.  He 
could  only  say,  that  he  had  never  heard 
there  was  any  mortality  amongst  them 
beyond  what  was  natural  after  the  period 
of  their  landing ;  and  ^e  had  never  heard 
of  any  serious  complaints,  except  io  one 
instance,  when  the  complaint  was  brought 
by  one  Hill  Cooly  against  another.  These 
Hill  Coolies  were  to  a  roan  satisfied  with 
the  treatment  they  had  received,  and  had 
themselves  declared  in  the  presence  of  a 
stipendiary  magistrate,  that  instead  of 
claiming  an  immediate  passage  back  to 
India,  or  taking  their  chance  for  labour  in 
the  colony,  they  preferred  oontinuing  in 
the  employment  they  were  then  in. 

Visoottnt  Homck  was  convinced,  that 
the  Hooso  would  think  it  imperative  on 
him  to  answer  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member;  and  in  doing  so,  in  the  first 
place,  he  woald  state  to  the  House  what  it 
was  he  did  say.  On  a  former  evening,  on 
whieh  he  had  made  the  statement,  he 
thoughi'-'-and  he  appealed  to  the  Gentle- 
men who  were  in  the  House  at  the  tim^^ 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark, 
in  the  course  of  liis  speech,  did  bring  this 
heavy  charge,  not  only  against  the  Goveroi- 
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ment,  but  against  those  who  supported 
them,  that  for  some  mere  party  purpose, 
or  at  best  with  a  view  to  overoome  some 
financial  difficulty,  they  were  prepared  wil- 
fully and  deliberately  to  incur  all  the  evil 
and  all  the  horror  of  increasing  the  slave- 
trade.     When  he  said  he  imputed  low  and 
d^rading  motives,  what  he  meant  was 
this,  that  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newark  did  impute  to  the  Government  and 
to  those  who  supported  them  an  indifference 
to  the  vast  amount  of  human  suffering 
which  the  encouragement  of  th«  slave-trade 
involved.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might  view 
this  question  in  a  different  way  from  him, 
but  he  could  assure  the  House,  that  there 
was  no  imputation  of  motives  which  he  felt 
more  deeply  and  sensibly  than  that.    He 
thouffht,  that  to  suppose  a  Member  capa- 
ble. Tor  party  purposes,  or  with  the  mere 
view  of  any  financial  advantage,  of  over- 
looking the  sufferings  inflicted  by  the  slave- 
trade,  was  supposing  him  to  have  a  black 
heart  indeed.     He  had  complained,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  imputed  motives 
to  those  at  his  side  of  the  House,  when  the 
conduct  of  his  own  party  and  of  those  con- 
nected with  himself  rendered  them  liable 
to  the  imputation  of  questionable  motives. 
He  did  not  impute  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  then 
the  owner  of  the  Vrieden-Hoop  estate,  that 
he  wilfully  and  deliberately  sacrificed  hu* 
man  life  tot  the  purpose  of  acquiring  in. 
creased  wealth  for  himself;   but  what  he 
did  endeavour  to  show  was,  that  there  were 
circumstances  connected  with  that  property 
which  made  it  important,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  view  with  some  indul- 
gence the  motives  of  others.    He  asserted 
in  1833,  and  he  repeated  now,  that  he  was 
convinced*   that  Mr.  Gladstone  was  not 
cognizant  of  the  evils  that  took  place  on 
his  estate;   but  that  the  tendency  of  the 
system  was  to  produce  such  as  those  to 
which  he  referred  i    and  he  proceeded  to 
argue  the  propriety  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  others,  when  a  man's  conduct  was  open 
to  two  explanations,  taking  the  more  fa- 
vourable one  instead  of  the  hardier  and 
more  uncharitable.   He  thought  this  a  per- 
fectly leritiroate  courw  of  argument  to 
take.     Tne  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
he  made  a  statement  which  was  not  cor- 
rect.   On  that  point  he  begged  leave  decL. 
dedly  to  differ  trom  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  he  asserted  was,  that  in  Demerarai 
during  the  existence  of  slavery,  an  examu 
nation  of  the  statistical  returns  showed, 
that  where  there  was  a  large  production  of 
sugar,  there  was  also  a  huge  rate  of  mor- 
taCty  amongst  the  m^^roes  employed.    On 


a  most  careful  exaaination  of  the  papefs^ 
he  found  that  ooncluaon  not  to  be  diaken* 
The  hon.  Gentleman  debated  this  subject 
with  him  in  1833,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  attempt  to  disprove  any  of  the  facts 
on  which  his  argument  was  founded.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  drew  different  conclusions 
from  them,  and  accounted  for  them  other- 
wise than  he ;    but  this  main  fact  was  left 
untouched,  that  in  Demerara  a  large  pro- 
duction of  sugar,  and  high  rate  of  mortality 
were  found  exactly  to  correspond.    He  re- 
peated that  statement.    In  1833  he  showed 
by   documents,    that    the   mortality   was 
greater  on  the  sugar  than  on  the  cotton 
estates.  This  was  attempted  to  be  accounted 
for  by  the  nature  of  the  population ;   but 
he  showed,  that  on    the  Vrieden-Hoop, 
estate,  females  preponderated;  and  that,  so 
far  from  there  being  any  deficiency   of 
births,  the  births  on  the  cotton  and  sugar 
estates  did  not  materially  di&r.     The  £f- 
ference  in  mortality  was  not  accounted  for 
by  sajring  the  old  and  infirm  preponderated 
in  one  estate  over  the  other ;   for  it  was  on 
the  young  and  healthy  the  burden  of  sugar 
cultivation  fell.    That  was  the  statement 
which  he  had  made  in   1833,  but  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wished,  he  would  repeat 
his  motion.     The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
from  recollection.     He  had  referred  to  the 
authentic  records  of  what  took  place,  and 
they  completely  confirmed  his  own  memory. 
As  to  the  return  for  which  he  had  moved, 
showing  the  deaths  which,  had  taken  place 
on  this  estate,  the  hon.   Gentleman  dis- 
tinctly objected  to  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
should  contain  information  as  to  the  disease 
of  each  slave,  the  state  of  their  heidth,  and 
such  other  particular  information,  which  it 
was  utterly  impossible  could  be  obtained  in 
this  country,  and  which  he  doubted  whe* 
ther  it  cotdd  be  obtained  in  the  colony. 
He  did  not  withdraw  that  motion  volun- 
tarily.     He  thought  the  return,  in  the 
shape  it  was  voted  fori  was  calcniated  to 
elicit    all   the  information    neoesiarj  for 
forming  a  judgment,  and  he  only  abstained 
from  pressbff  it,  because    Earl   Spenoer 
stated,  that  there  was  no  poasibilihr  of  de- 
taining the  information   which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  required.  But  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  said,  that  he  withdrew  his  mo- 
tion, because  he  denaired  of  — tfi^'ng  its 
allegations.     [Mr.  Gladstone :  '•  No,  no."] 
He  appealed  to   the  recollection  of  the 
House,  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not,  ten  minutes  ago  said,  that  he  offeiod 
to  withdraw  the  motion,  and  by  so  doing, 
*'  in  fact  gave  up  the  case."    He  totally 
denied  thai  he  gave  it  up,  or  that  be  g»ve 
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it  up  for  any  other  reason  than  because  he 
was  not  allowed  to  press  it*  Indeed,  the 
only  object  of  the  motion  was,  to  make  the 
House  officially  cognizant  of  documents 
which  he  had  in  his  own  possession.  This 
was  the  explanation  which  he  had  to  give. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
used  no  offensive  observations  to  him  or 
to  his  relation ;  but  he  did  want  to  show, 
and  he  thought  it  necessary,  fair,  and 
right,  to  show,  that  those  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  side  required  as  indulgent 
consideration  of  their  conduct  as  any  one 
on  his.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  he  did  not  give  notice  that 
ne  was  about  to  make  such  statements  as 
he  had  done,  he  could  only  say,  that  it 
was  scarcely  possible  for  him  to  give  such 
a  notice.  A  great  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  to  speak  in  the  debate, 
and  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  know 
when  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
addressing  the  House.  Besides  he  was 
not  aware,  that  it  was  the  usual  practice, 
when  a  Gentleman  intended  to  answer 
the  argument  of  a  preceding  speaker,  and 
perhaps  to  retort  on  an  attack  which  had 
been  made,  to  give  notice  of  his  intending 
to  take  such  a  course.  He  could  sincerely 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was 
sorry  he  had  given  him  pain,  but  he  still 
thought  it  not  unimportant,  as  an  attempt 
had  been  made  to  excite  throughout  the 
country  a  cry  of  inhumanity  against  those 
with  whom  he  was  connected,  to  show 
that  others  would  suffer  not  less  than 
them  from  the  practice  of  imputing  the 
worst  motives  for  the  conduct  of  men. 

Mr.  Oladstone  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  speak  now  in  a  sense  very  materi- 
ally different  from  what  he  was  reported 
to  have  spoken  the  other  night.  If  he 
meant  to  argue,  that  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  under  slavery  was  less  favourable  to 
human  life  than  the  rearing  of  cotton,  he 
would  entirely  concur  with  him  ;  but  that 
was  not  certainly  the  conclusion  which 
one  would  have  drawn  from  reading  the 
speech  made  two  nights  ago  by  the  noble 
Lord.  His  statement  then  was,  that  upon 
the  particular  estate  in  question  an  enor- 
mous quantity  of  sugar  was  produced  be* 
yood  the  average  of  the  other  estates  in 
the  island,  and  that,  in  consequence,  the 
mortality  had  been  greatly  increased. 
That  was  the  statement  of  which  he  com- 
plainedy  and  which  he  most  unequivocally 
denied. 

Viscount  Hawick  was  very  glad  the  hon. 

VOL.    LVIII.    {2Si} 


Gentleman  had  reminded  him  of  a  point 
he  had  intended  to  state.  He  now  begged 
leave  to  repeat  what  he  before  stated,  that 
the  produce  on  that  estate  was  consider- 
ably above  the  average  in  the  colony.  He 
had  referred  to  a  document  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing,  that  every  negro  employed 
on  that  estate  had  produced  2,000  lbs.  of 
sugar,  while  the  negroes  on  other  estates 
in  the  colony,  where  there  had  been  no 
decrease  of  population,  had  not  produced 
more  than  one  half  of  that  amount. 

Mr.  Gladstone :  Taking  into  considera- 
tion the  difference  in  the  power  of  the 
machinery  employed,  I  beg  leave  most 
unequivocally,  distinctly,  and  broadly,  to 
deny  that  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  begged,  in  explana- 
tion to  state,  that  the  assertion  he  had 
made  the  other  evening  was,  that  the 
mismanagement  of  the  Hill  Coolies  on  the 
estate  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  relative  in 
British  Guiana,  had  been  the  main  ground 
on  which  the  proposition  of  his  noble 
Friend  (I^ord  J.  Russell)  had  been  resisted, 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Hill  Coolies 
into  the  Mauritius.  He  hoped  he  should 
also  be  allowed  to  stale  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
had  misrepresented  another  part  of  his 
argument,  with  respect  to  the  effect  of 
this  measure  on  the  slave  question.  All 
he  meant  to  urge  was,  that  he  could  see 
nothing  in  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  which 
pledged  them  to  the  abolition  of  the  foreign 
slave-trade,  and  therefore  he  saw  no  in* 
consistency  in  opposing  it. 

SuoAR  Duties — Wats  and  Means 
— Adjourned  Debate  (Sixth  Day).] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate, 

Mr.  P*  Howard  said,  with  much  satis- 
faction that  he  had  given  way  to  the  hon. 
IVIember  for  Newark  (Mr.  Gladstone),  to 
afford  him  an  opportunity  of  entering 
into  explanation  of  matters  that  involved 
his  personal  feelings,  although  his  address 
to  the  House  was  more  of  a  reply  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Northumberland,  than  an  explanation. 
After  the  ample  discussion  which  this  sub* 
ject  had  already  undergone,  he  should  de« 
tain  the  House  but  a  very  short  time,  but 
he  felt  that  it  was  necessary  he  should 
seek  to  justify  the  vote  he  was  about  to 
give.  In  the  coarse  of  the  debate  very 
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and  we  h^d  now  an  Opportunity  open  to 
U6  of  realizing  what  Mr.  Canning  said,  of 
calling  a  new  world  into  existence.  With 
regard  to  the  timber  daties,  he  thought, 
that  that  was  perhaps  the  weakest  point 
of  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  because  he  bad  not  carried  out 
his  principles  on  that  subject  with  the 
same  bolclness  he  had  manifested  with 
regard  to  sugar  and  corn.'  He  disap- 
proved of  the  augmentation  of  the  duty  on 
Canadian  timber,  and  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  further  reduced 
the  duty  on  Baltic  timber,  and  to  have 
led  Canadian  timber  liable  to  the  same 
duty  as  at  present.  With  respect  to  the 
duty  on  corn,  the  Ministers,  by  the  pro- 
posal of  a  fixed  duty,  placed  themselves  in 
the  position  they  ought  to  occupy — that 
of  umpires  between  ihe  two  contending 
parties  in  the  State.  They  had  adopted  a 
course  which,  while  it  would  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country,  would  obviate  many 
of  the  evils  of  the  present  system.  The 
Ministerial  measure  would  tend  to  make 
the  trade  in  corn  a  fixed  and  regular 
trade,  and  would  conduce  to  the  prospe- 
rity of  the  manufactures  of  the  country. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Blamire,  a  high 
authority  on  the  subject,  that  a  fixed  duty 
as  a  protection  to  agriculture,  was  prefer- 
able to  the  sliding  scale.  Many  agricul- 
turists would  have  preferred  a  duty  of  IO5. 
to  one  of  8«.,  but  he  thought,  that  in  or- 
der to  obtain  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question,  that  agriculturists  would  be 
acting  wisely  to  accept  the  proposition  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
present  system  had  been  tried  for  twelve 
years,  and  during  seven  of  those  years, 
there  had  been  a  considerable  importa- 
tion of  foreign  corn,  therefore  they  had 
failed  in  their  object  of  insuring  a  perma- 
nent supply  from  the  home  grower.  He 
was  glad  to  see,  that  the  Government  did 
not  meati  to  deny  to  the  manufacturer^  Of 
corn  that  protection  to  which  he  thought 
they  were  entitled.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
expose  the  British  husbandman  unpro- 
tected to  competion  with  the  corn  grower 
of  Poland  and  the  Crimea.  He  consi- 
dered the  absolute  repeal  of  the  Corn* 
laws  a  measure  which  would  lead  to  vast 
mischief  and  hardship,  and  he  was  glad 
to  see  the  Government,  instead  of  giving 
into  the  opinions  of  theorists,  pursuing  a 
middle  course,  and,  he    was    sure,    the 


few  indeed  had  closely  adhered  to  the 
subject  of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  none  so  much 
80  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge.  With 
respect  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
sugar^  he  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the 
memorial  of  the  West- India  proprietors 
presented  to  the  House  by  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  first  signature  to 
which  was  that  of  Mr.  Burge,  a  gentle- 
man who  thoroughly  understood  all  the 
bearings  and  interests  of  those  colonies, 
and  the  questions  that  concerned  them. 
Now,  in  that  memorial  he  found  it  broadly 
stated,  that  there  could  not  be  a  sufficient 
supply  of  sugar  from  those  colonies  for 
home  consumption.  And  did  not  the  ad- 
mission justify  the  Government  in  seeking 
elsewhere  for  an  increased  supply  ?  The 
only  question  then  was,  under  what  con- 
ditions ought  we  to  admit  foreign  sugar, 
for  admitted  it  must  be  ?  He  was  free  to 
confess  that,  if  our  own  colonies  were  capa- 
ble of  supplying  enough,  the  Government 
ought,  upon  the  principle  that  "Charity 
begins  at  home,"  to  deliberate  well  before 
they  admitted  foreign  competition.  But 
it  was  a  widely  different  case  when  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  supply  for  the  people 
of  this  country.  One  reason  had  been 
assigned  in  the  memorial  against  the  ad« 
mission  of  foceign  competition,  namely, 
the  increased  expense  which  free  labour 
had  entailed  upon  the  West-India  colonies 
in  the  establishment  of  a  police  and  schools 
of  edoeation  ;  but  it  should  be  recollected, 
that  this  country  had  paid  in  the  past 
year  upwards  of  70,0002.  out  of  the  con- 
solidated fund,  for  the  payment  of  magis- 
trates in  those  colonies.  They  might  still 
goon  expecting  and  receiving  pecuniary 
assistance  from  this  country  for  some  years 
to  come,  but  that  was  no  reason  why  they 
should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  general  im- 
provement of  the  country.  As  to  the 
charge  of  giving  encouragement  to  the 
slave-trade,  he  did  not  think,  that  we  had 
any  right  to  interfere  with  the  Brazils  in 
the  use  of  slave  labour,  although  undoubt- 
edly we  had  a  right  to  interrupt  the  im- 
portation of  slaves  into  that  country  from 
Africa.  It  would  be  much  better  policy 
to  cope  with  the  Brazils  by  amicable  ar- 
rangement under  treaties,  than  to  attempt 
the  abridgement  of  slave  labour  there  by 
any  other  means.     Our  exportations  to 

the  Brazils  at  present  were  two-thirds  as  I  scheme  they  had  submitted  to  the  House, 
much  as  we  exported  to  the  West  Indiesi  |  would  be  approved  of  by  the  country,  and 
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that  on  an  appeal  to  the  country,  a  ver- 
dict would  be  given  in  their  favour.  He 
gave  them  full  credit  for  that  dignified 
disregard  of  the  emoluments  of  office^ 
which  had  impelled  them  to  declare,  that 
whether  in  or  out  of  office,  they  would 
maintain  the  principles  they  had  pro- 
pounded, and  he  was  convinced  the  coun- 
try would  wish  to  see  these  measures  car- 
ried out  by '  the  Ministers  who  had 
propounded  them,  and  not  by  those,  who, 
DOW  seated  on  the  Opposition  benches, 
might  hereafter  find  it  convenient  to  adopt 
them.  He  was  sure  the  country  wished 
to  see  these  measures  carried  out  by  its 
friends,  and  not  by  those  who  were  in 
opposition  to  it.  The  country  was  anxi- 
ous to  see  reforms  carried  out  by  Reform- 
ers. But  that  the  Ministers  should  resign 
office  without  appealing  to  the  country, 
he  could  not  for  a  moment  contemplate. 
That  the  House  and  the  country  should 
see  this  measure  carried  out  by  single 
hearted  Reformers  was  not  only  his  wish, 
but  thatof  every  right-minded  man  in  the 
country. 

Alderman  Copeland  said,  he  dissented 
entirely  from  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  wished  to  say  a  word 
respecting  a  statement  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr. 
Hastie),  who  had  stated,  that  the  majority 
of  the  Bast  India  merchants  were  in 
hfouT  of  the  Ministerial  plan.  He  had 
dow  before  him  a  document,  signed  by 
some  of  the  first  houses  connected  with 
the  East  India  trade,  who  totally  dissented 
from  the  proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Excheaaer,  respecting  the  sugar 
duties,  and  aiflfered  from  his  hon.  Friend. 
It  was  as  follows  :— 

''We,  the  uodemigoed,  rocrobeiB  of  the 
Eait-India  and  China  Associalioo,  having 
seen  a  statement  in  the  public  papery,  pur- 
porting thai  Mr.  Hastie,  ai  deputy  chair- 
man  of  the  East-India  and  China  Association, 
stated  last  night,  *  that  there  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  that  body  who  did  not  fully  concur  in 
die  mineiple  announced  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer/  do  declare^  that  they  entirely 
dissent  from  the  statement  as  above,  as  the 
proposed  alteration  would  be  ruinous  to  the 
existing  East-India  and  colonial  interests,  and 
they  further  consider,  that  any  alteration  in  the 
duties  of  sugar  should  be  prospective. 

**  J,  CocKBURN  &  Co. 

"  Walkinshaw  &  Co. 

** Gardner,  Urquhart  &  Co. 

**FsiiDAT,  HoDosoH  &  C\K  (as  far  as 


the  statement  of  Mr.  Hastie  is  con* 

cemed.) 
*'  Rawson,  Norton  &  Co. 
*'  Fletcher,  Alexander  &  Co. 
«H.  Ganger.'' 

Immediately  on  the  announcement  of 
the  Budget,  a  meeting  of  the  East- India 
and  China  Association  of  London  took 
place,  and  a  resolution  was  come  to,  that 
the  duty  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  totally  inadequate  for 
the  protection  of  our  trade  with  India  and 
the  colonies.  His  hon.  Friend,  if  he  was 
not  mistaken,  was  a  member  of  a  deputa- 
tion which  had  an  interview  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  would  not  shrink  from  saying, 
that  the  project  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer^  if  carried,  would  have  for  its 
effect  the  total  ruin  of  the  commerce  of 
the  country.  Such  was  his  opinion,  for 
he  never  could  believe,  that  afler  the 
sacrifices  made  by  this  country  for  the 
extinction  of  slavery,  after  the  changes 
which  had  taken  place  with  relation  to  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  in  the  colonies,  par« 
ticularly  in  India,  after  the  vast  capital 
embarked  in  that  pursuit  on  the  faith  of 
the  maintenance  of  something  like  pro- 
tective dnties,  the  colonists  would  consider 
themselves  justly  treated ;  nor  could  he 
believe  that  when  the  news  of  the  proposed 
alteration  in  the  timber  duties  reached 
Canada,  that  colony,  agitated  as  it  had 
been,  would  be  maintained  in  tranquillity. 
With  reference  to  the  Corn-laws,  he  had 
often  expressed  his  opinion  upon  that 
qaestioo.  He  had  never  slirunk  from 
giving  his  vote  against  alteration,  for  he 
believed  in  his  conscience,  that  a  low  price 
of  breads  even  if  the  utmost  wishes  of  those 
who  clamounred  for  a  total  repeal  were 
gratified,  would  not  ameliorate  in  anyway 
the  condition  of  the  operatives  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  HoMtie  said,  he  had  stated  most 
distinctly  in  that  House,  and  he  now  re- 
peated, that  the  all  but  unaoimous  opinion 
of  the  people  connected  with  India  ap- 
proved of  a  moderate  differential  duty, 
not  prohibitory  in  its  effect.  He  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  make  this  statement,  as, 
from  having  the  honour  of  being  chairman 
of  the  body  referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend* 
he  was  brought  much  in  contact  wKh  its 
members. 

Sir  Hussey  Vivian :— Sir,  I  am  always 
very  unwilling  to  trespass  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  but  most  especially 
P2 
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BO  at  this  period  of  a  debate  which  has 
already  lasted  the  extraordinary  length  of 
six  days,  and  consequently  on  which  1 
can  hardly  hope  to  throw  any  new  light ; 
still,  having  always  been  a  strenuous  friend 
to  the  freedom  of  trade  generally,  having 
for  some  time  seen  the  absolute  necessity 
of  an  alteration  in  the  Corn- laws,  I  owe 
it  to  myself—  1  owe  it  to  the  friends  by 
whom  I  am  surrounded,  to  express  my 
pleasure  at,  and  my  entire  concurrence 
in,  the  measures  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  manner  iu  which  the 
question  has  been  met  by  the  hon.  Gen* 
tieman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
reminds  me  of  a  circumstance  which  oc- 
curred some  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  since. 
When  Mr.  Huskisson,  proposing  some 
alterations  in  the  import  duties,  amongst 
others,  proposed  a  reduction  of  the  duly 
on  the  importation  of  copper  ore,  I  then 
rose  and  objected  to  the  alteration,  the 
effect  of  which,  I  apprehended  might  be 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  county  of 
Cornwall ;  at  the  same  time  I  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  in  favour  of  the  freedom 
of  trade.  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  reply,  said 
that  "  his  gallant  Friend,  like  many  other 
of  his  friends,  was  favourable  to  free-trade 
excepting  when  it  happened  that  the  mea- 
sure proposed  touched  their  own  pockets/* 
Now,  although  I  am  always  reluctant  to 
attribute  motives,  I  still  must  say,  it  does 
seem  to  me,  it  is  by  some  such  feeling  as 
that  described  by  Mr.  Huskisson  that 
those  who  now  oppose  the  measure  of  the 
Government  are  influenced.  If  sugar — if 
timber — aye,  even  if  corn,  which  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  whole  opposition,  had  either 
of  them  to  be  singly  dealt  with,  we  should 
not,  I  am  persuaded,  have  had  the  great 
interests  and  influence  of  the  others  op- 
posed to  us.  But  the  Government  having 
very  boldly  and  very  properly  proposed 
dealing  with  all  three,  the  parties  inte- 
rested have  combined  in  their  opposition  ; 
of  this  there  could  not  be  stronger  evi- 
dence than  was  to  be  found  in  an  adver- 
tisement which  appeared  in  the  Morning 
Chronicle  of  yesterday,  and  which  I  now 
hold  in  my  hand.  By  this  it  is  to  be  seen 
that  at  a  meeting  of  the  United .  Ship 
Owners'  company,  persons  representing 
the  West-India  colonies  and  landed  prop- 
erty, had  been  present,  and  all  bad  come 
to  a  resolution  to  oppose  the  Government; 
and  that  it  was  in  consideration  of  their 
own  immediate  interests  is  evident  from 
no  notice  whatever  having  in  this  adver- 


tisement been  taken  of  that,  which  by 
many  Members  has  been  put  forth  as 
their  great  objection  to  the  measure  now 
before  the  House  ;  that  is,  the  encourage- 
ment to  slavery  that  would  be  given  by 
by  the  introduction  of  Brazilian  sugar ;  in 
regard  for  their  pockets,  all  consideration 
for  the  poor  negroes  appears  to  have  been 
forgotten  by  the  parlies  at  this  meeting. 
In  his  speech  last  night,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  had  very  properly  observed, 
that  the  subject  of  debate,  the  alteration 
of  the  sugar-duties,  although  the  question 
immediately  before  the  House,  was,  in 
fact,  only  a  part  of  the  great  question  of 
a  general  reform  of  the  laws  by  which  oof 
commercial  relations  with  other  countries 
are  governed ;  it  is,  therefore,  impossible, 
in  discussing  it,  not  to  notice  those  most 
important  of  all  laws  that  bear  upon  our 
commercial  and  manufacturing  interests, 
the  Corn-laws.  Before,  therefore,  I  pro- 
ceed to  notice  the  proposed  alteration  in 
the  sugar-duties,  I  will  take  leave  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  regulations  relating  to 
the  importation  of  corn  and  their  effects ; 
and  I  am  especially  induced  to  do  this 
from  the  opportunity  my  official  situation, 
as  I  shall  presently  explain  to  the  House, 
has  afforded  me  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  them.  I  will,  however,  first  ask, 
and  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Shoreham  (Sir  C.  Burrell),  who, 
I  observe  is  doing  me  the  honour  to  pay 
particular  attention  to  what  1  am  now 
saying,  whether  those  laws  have  answered 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were  intended  ? 
Have  they  realised  all  the  hopes  that  had 
been  held  out  during  the  discussion  that 
had  preceded  their  being  passed?  have 
prices  been  moderate  and  steady  ?  has 
there  been  no  agricultural  distress?  no 
Committee  sitting  to  inquire  into  it  ?  had 
the  produce  of  the  country  been  equal  to 
the  home  cousumption,  and  have  we  not 
been  obliged  to  seek  a  supply  from  a 
foreign  market  to  satisfy  the  wants  of  the 
people  ?  If  then,  I  ask,  none  of  these,  the 
promised  advantages,  had  been  derived 
from  the  Com -laws,  and  I  confidently  assert 
they  have  not,  what  benefits,  let  me  ask, 
can  be  enumerated  ?  I  will  tell  the  House 
what  have  been  the  disadvantages.  The 
Corn-laws  have  at  times  deranged  the 
whole  monetary  system  of  the  country — 
they  had  very  nearly  on  one  occasion  pro- 
duced a  national  bankruptcy.  They  have 
driven  you  to  the  degrading  necessity  of 
doing  that  which  has  contributed  more 
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than  any  thing  which  ever  occurred,  to 
damage  the  credit  of  a  nation^  before  then 
standing  higher  than  that  of  any  nation  in 
the  world,  they  obliged  you  to  borrow  from 
the  bank  of  France,  to  support  the  credit 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  Besides  all  this 
they  have  occasioned  that  which  is  still 
worse — they  have  made  it  appear  as  if 
there  were  two  parties  and  two  separate 
interests  within  the  country,  that  the  in* 
teresttof  the  agriculturists  were  at  variance 
with  those  of  the  manufacturers.  For  one 
I  ha?e  always  felt,  and  always  said,  that 
that  these  interests  are  so  linked,  so  inter- 
woven, so  dove-tailed  together,  that  the 
one  could  not  flourish,  and  the  other  fade. 
Id  1831  I  expressed  this  opinion  in  this 
House,  and  have  never  seen  reason  to  de- 
part from  it.  Now,  however,  unhappily  a 
feeling,  contrary  to  this,  has  arisen.  On 
the  one  hand,  it  is  declared  that  agricul- 
ture can  not  flourish  without  the  Corn- 
laws;  whilst  on  the  other*  it  is  with  equal 
confidence  asserted,  that  the  manufacturers 
must  be  ruined  unless  these  laws  are  re- 
pealed. Such  a  state  of  things  must  be 
destructive  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  and  the  Ministers  were  bound,  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duty,  to  endeavour  to 
find  a  remedy,  whether  the  remedy  pro- 
posed, that  is,  a  fixed  duty  of  8s.  on  wheat, 
is  that  which  will  be  found  best ;  I  will 
not  pretend  to  say — but  I  will  say,  that 
any  change  from  a  system,  advantageous 
only  to  speculators  and  jobbers,  and  pro- 
ducing such  mischievous  effects  as  I  have 
described^  roust  be  of  infinite  advantage 
to  the  country  at  present,  in  consequence 
of  the  Corn-laws,  not  only  labouring  under 
great  difficulties,  but,  I  fear  I  may  add, 
in  a  position  of  considerable  danger.  It 
is  a  favorite  doctrine  with  the  advocates  of 
the  Corn.laws,  that  the  home  market  is  the 
best  market.  Supposing  it  to  be  so,  admit- 
ting it  to  be  so,  it  must  still  be  remembered 
that  the  home  market  is  not  the  only  mar- 
ket, that  the  agriculturists  are  not  the  only 
customers,  that  nearly,  if  not  fully,  one-half 
of  onr  manufacturing  population,  is  en* 
gaged  in  working  for  foreign  markets — and 
if,  in  consequence  of  the  working  of  the 
Corn-laws  this  portion  of  your  people  are 
not  allowed  to  obtain  in  return  for  the 
prodnce  of  their  industry,  for  the  sweat  of 
their  brow,  that  which  will  enable  them  to 
support  their  families,  it  is  impossible  but 
that  distress,  destitution,  and  starvation 
must  follow.  Does  this  benefit  the  farmer? 
must  it  noty  on  the  other  hand,  eventually 


tend  to  his  injury?  is  it  not  clear  that  the 
distressed  families  of  the  manufacturers 
must  at  last  fall  back  on  the  poor-rates? 
My  own  conviction  is,  that  so  far  from  the 
admission  of  foreign  corn  doing  an  injury 
to  the  agricultural  interests,  it  will  certainly 
be  highly  advantageous  to  them — the 
effect  will  be  not  that  of  lowering  the 
price  in  this  country,  but  raising  the  price 
elsewhere :  the  demand  from  hence  will 
increase  the  price  in  the  foreign  markets, 
and  manufacturers  of  those  countries  who 
are  now  enabled  to  undersell  us  will  no 
longer  have  it  in  their  power  to  do  so, 
whilst  our  own,  from  the  encouragement 
thus  given  them,  will  have  the  means  of 
consuming  a  greater  quantity  of  corn,  and 
consequently  become  better  customers  in 
the  corn  market.  I  do  not  say  this  with- 
out having  good  grounds  for  the  opinion 
— not  without  having  made  some  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  It  so  happened  that  two 
years  since,  thinking  it  probable  that  a 
large  supply  of  arms  might  suddenly  be 
required,  having  learnt  that  in  1792  a 
considerable  quantity  had  been  obtained 
from  Belgium,  I  felt  it  my  duty,  as  the 
head  of  the  Ordnance  department,  to  visit 
that  country,  and  ascertain  in  what  quan- 
tity and  at  what  price  arms  could  be 
obtained,  if  the  necessity  for  going  to  other 
than  our  own  manufacturers  should  arise. 
I  was  thus  a£Porded  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  what  were  the  effects  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  not  only  on  the  particular  branch  of 
one  manufacture  to  which  I  have  adverted, 
but  on  the  manufacturing  interests  of  our 
country  generally,  I  had  an  opportunity 
of  conversing  with  men  well  qualified  to 
form  an  opinion.  I  heard  but  one  opinion, 
and  that  was  universal  condemnation  of 
our  existing  Corn-laws,  an  opinion  in  which 
I  was  confirmed  by  the  results  of  my  en- 
quiries into  the  state  of  the  manufactures 
in  Belgium  and  in  Prussia.  In  regard  to 
arms,  I  found  the  manufacturers  fully 
employed  in  executing  large  orders  which 
had  been  ofiPered  to  our  own  manufacturers 
at  Birmingham,  but  which  had  been  taken 
by  those  of  Liege  at  a  lower  price,  than 
ours  could  afford  to  take  them  at,  thus 
depriving  our  manufacturers  of  work  which 
would  have  produced  to  them  large  sums, 
and  the  agriculturists  of  customers  with 
mone^  in  their  pockets  ;  whilst,  as  relating 
to  the  immediate  object  of  my  visit,  arms, 
for  furnishing  which  above  3/.  was  de- 
manded by  the  manufacturers  of  Birming- 
ham, were  offered  by  those  of  Liege  at  2/, 
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On  my  return  to  England^  it  having 
transpired  that  I  had  visited  Liege  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  the  price  at  which 
I  could  procure  arms,  the  gun  makers  in 
this  country  feared  I  might  resort  to  such 
a  measure — (a  measure,  I  beg  to  say,  to 
which  I  never  would  have  resorted,  but 
under  circumstances  of  the  most  pressing 
necessity — for  whilst  our  own  laws  pre- 
vented our  own  manufacturers  competing 
with  those  of  other  countries  I  would  not 
willingly  do  them  so  great  an  injustice  as 
to  go  elsewhere).  In  consequence,  how- 
ever, of  this  visit,  and  under  such  appre- 
hension, I  received  from  Birmingham  a 
letter,  signed  by  nearly  all  those  concerned 
in  the  manufacture  of  arms,  in  which  it 
was  stated  that,  *'  if  such  a  measure  as 
obtaining  arms  from  Liege  was  resorted 
to,  it  would  inevitably  lead  to  the  ruin  of 
thousands,''  and  adding,  '*  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  them  (the  gunmakers 
of  Birmingham),  to  compete  with  foreign- 
ers so  long  as  the  present  Corn-laws  exist, 
or  so  long  as  bread,  which  is  the  standard 
of  wages,  is  by  artificial  means,  forced  to 
maintain  a  high  price."  From  my  own 
observation,  and  from  my  own  enquiry,  I 
was  confirmed  in  this  opmion ;  in  short, 
every  thing  I  saw,  and  everything  1  heard, 
convinced  me  of  the  truth  of  what  I  lately 
heard  a  very  intelligent  friend  say,  when 
•peakingofthedistress in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  '*  Whilst  our  Corn-laws  exist, 
commerce  is  in  chains!"  I  will  now  show 
the  House  the  opinion  entertained  in 
another,  and  as  respects  our  commercial 
interests,  most  important  country,  the 
United  States  of  America,  I  bold  in  my 
hand  a  letter,  dated  Philadelphia,  7th  of 
February,  1841 :  it  is  from  a  gentleman 
well  known  to  many  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  a  gentleman  who  once  had  a  seat 
in  this  House,  and  who  is  now  her  Majesty's 
Consul  at  Philadelphia— when  I  mention 
his  name,  roaov  hon.  Members  who  are 
around  me,  will,  I  am  confident,  agree  in 
feeling,  that  any  opinion  falling  from  such 
a  man,  is  well  worthy  of  attention — it  is 
Mr.  Peter,  who  was  Member  for  Bodmin. 
He  writes  as  follows  :-^ 

*'  I  find  the  Corn-laws  ooerating  to  our 
prejudice  here,  just  as  they  no  in  every  part 
of  the  European  continent.  (Lord  Byron  says) 
*  tliat  when  a  man  would  do  a  deed  of  worth 
he  looks  at  Greece,  then  turns  to  tread,  so 
sanctioned,  on  the  tyraoU  head.  Here  as 
well  as  in  Europe,  when  a  nation  would  do 
anything  iUibtral,  it  poinu  to  the  English 


Corn-laws,  and  thus  throws  (resh  obstacles  in 

the  way  of  commerce.*' 

Such,  then  is  the  opinion  of  one  well 
qualified  to  give  an  opiniont  such  th« 
estimation  in  which  the  Corn-laws  ar9 
held,  such  the  effect  produced  in  America. 
In  conclusion,  on  this  subject,  I  will  lastly 
advert  to  an  opinion  also  of  some  coose* 
quence,  lately  expressed  in  one  of  the 
French  Chambers — I  refer  to  the  opinioo 
of  Count  Lanjunais,  who  said  in  effect, 
(for  I  have  not  the  paper  with  me  to  quote 
from,)  that  the  repeal  of  the  Corn«-laws 
would  contribute  most  materially  to  iho 
aggrandisement  of  England,  and  who  cau« 
tioned  the  French  to  prepare  for  it* 
Having  now,  I  fear,  already  detained  the 
House  too  long  on  this  subject,  i  will 
be  as  brief  as  possible  in  offering  a  few 
remarks  on  that  more  immediately  befora 
the  House — the  alteration  of  the  sugar 
duties — 1  confess  I  cannot  but  lament  the 
noble  Lord,  thti  Member  for  Liverpool, 
opposed  the  measure  on  the  grounds  set 
forth  in  the  amendment.  I  cannot  but 
regret  the  line  of  argument  that  has  been 
resorted  to  by  those  who,  in  conjunction 
wiib  that  noble  Lord,  have  come  forward 
to  resist  the  measure  of  the  Government; 
nor  can  1  say  that  the  means  to  which  our 
opponents  have  resorted,  are  altogether 
such  as  I  should  have  expected  from  them 
or  such  as  do  them  credit.  They  have 
endeavoured  throughout  the  country  to 
raise  a  cry  against  the  Government  as 
proposing  a  measure,  the  tendency  of 
which,  was  to  encourage  slavery,  by  such 
means  they  had  tried,  and  this  to  serve  a 
party  purpose,  to  enlist  the  best  feelings 
of  humanity,  against  the  best  interests 
of  our  manufacturers.  1  will  yield  to  no 
man  in  this  House,  or  in  existence,  in  a 
detestation  and  horror  of  slavery.  I  well 
remember  that  almost  the  first  guinea  I 
ever  had  to  dispose  of  when  a  boy  at 
Harrow  school,  was  given  in  support  of  an 
anti-slavery  association;  from  that  hour  to 
the  present,  1  have  never  ceased  to  enter- 
tain the  same  feelings,  and  to  the  end  of 
my  days,  I  shall  continue  so  to  do.  But 
it  is  absurd  to  say,  that  the  admiMiOD  of 
sugar  from  Brazil  is  to  eocoarage  slaveiyt 
and  on  such  grounds  to  resist  it,  onless 
you  carry  out  the  principle,  and  |Mit  a  stop 
to  all  commerce  with  countries  in  wbica 
there  are  slaves.  It  is  making  a  distinction 
without  a  difference ;  it  is  in  fact,  splitting 
hsirs,  to  say  that  you  will  not  import 
•agar   from    Brazili  whikt   you   import 
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coiton  from  the  Floi^idas,  tobacco  from 
Virginia,  and  copper  ore  from  Cuba;  and 
00. one  who  gave  bimielf  the  trouble  for  one 
moment  to  consider  the  subject  could  think 
otherwise.     My  own  opiqioo  is»  that  so  far 
from  an  increased  intercourse  with  the  Bra- 
zils being  disadvantageous  to  the  slaves*  it- 
will  in  eSecX  be  highly  advantageous.  We 
mayobtainapowerand  an  influence  over  the 
people  of  that  country  by  the  greater  in- 
tereourset  we  should  thus  have  with  them ; 
whilst  by  closing  the  door  to  such  iuter- 
cour8e».  telling    them    they   were  slave- 
boklersand  miscreants,with  whom  we  would 
have  no  dealiogs,  we  should  only  drive 
them  to  trade  with  other  nations,  to  the 
great  injury  of  our  own  manufactures,  and 
certainly  not  to    the    advantage  of  the 
blacks.    Besides  which,  are  we  to  be  told 
that    fre^labour    cannot    contend    with 
slave-labour  ?    Are  we  to  be  told  that  the 
proprietor  of  an  estate  in  the  West- Indies, 
who  has  been  relieved  from  the  charge  of 
the  aged  and  the  infirm,  the  women  and  the 
children,  and  who  now  has  only  to  pay 
the  able-bodied  for  work  actually  done, 
and  who  moreover    has   been   benefitted 
by  the  enormous  sum  of  twenty  millions, 
paid  by  the  nation  for  the  abolition  of 
alavery«— are  we  now  to  be  told  that  such 
proprietor,  has  to  fear  a  contest  with  the 
slave-owner  ?    And  are  the  people  of  this 
country  still  to  go  on  paying  annually  a 
much  higher  price  for  their  sugar  than  is 
necessary  in  order  to  support  the  possessors 
of  West- India  property?     I  cannot  for  a 
moment  believe  it  is  necessary,  nor  could 
1  believe  that  the  people  of  England  will 
submit  to  it.  It  had  always  been  held  out, 
that  out  of  the  abolition  of  slavery,  would 
arise  the  advantage  of  cheaper  labour,  and 
the  proprietors  be  thus  rewarded  for  any 
sacrifice  they  may  have  made,  and  I  yet 
hope  and  trust  it  will  be  so.    The  certain 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  Bra- 
zilian sugar  into  our  markets,  must  be  to 
stimulate  to  exertion  in  .our  own  colonies. 
Competition  encourages  activity,  intelli- 
gence, and  improvement.  Monopoly  leads 
to  indolence  and  apathy — it  is  against  op- 
position that  the  most  flourishing  branches 
of  our  commerce,  have  arisen  to  their 
present  state  of  prosperity,  and  so  far  from 
the  introduction  of  foreign  sugar  being  inju- 
rious to  the  interests  of  our  West-India 
planterSt  my  firm  conviction  is,  that  it 
would  .tend,  for  the  reasons  I  have  now 
stated,  much  to  their  advantage,  and  to 
ibo.  advantages    al#o   of   the   labouring 


population  employed  in  our  own  islands. 
[  am  sorry  not  to  see  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member    for  North    Lancashire,  in    his 
place,  as  he  had  in  the  course  of  his  long, 
and  (as  every  thing  falling  from  him  was) 
able  speech,  advanced  some  arguments  in 
which  I  can  not  concur.    The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  appeared  to  think  that 
3razilian  sugar  could  not  be  introduced 
into  this  country,  but  in  substitution  for, 
or  displacement  of  (for  displacement  was 
the  word  the  noble  Lord  used)  a  quantity 
in  proportion  of  our  own  colonial  sugar. 
Such  an  argument  went  to  the  limitation 
of  consumption.     I  am  surprised  to  find 
any  one  possessing  so  acute  and  compre- 
hensive a  mind  as  the  noble  Lord,  bad 
fallen  into  such  error.     I  would  tell  the 
Qoble  Lord,  were  he  present,  that  there  is 
no  limit  to  consumption,  and   I  would 
refer  in  proof  of  this  to  the  fact — that  in 
years  when  sugar  had  been  cheap,  the 
consumption  per  head  throughout  Eng- 
land, as  was  shewn  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  nearly  doubled  that  of  years 
when  the  price  of  sugar  had  been  high. 
The  noble  Lord  must  have  observed,  that 
at  all  times,  and  under  all  circumstances, 
whenever  greater  facilities  have  been  given 
to  trade  and  to  consumption,  the  increase 
had  been  in  proportion.     Let  the  noble 
look  to  the  great  increase  in  the  consump- 
tion of  cofiee  since  the  duty  had  been 
lowered — to  the  increase  of  travellers  since 
the  introduction  of  railroads — to  the  in- 
crease of  letters  by  post  since  the  reduc- 
tion of  postage,  if  he  wanted  evidence  of 
the  truth  of  this  principle,  which  in  fact  is 
general,  and  which  I  defy  any  one  to  con- 
trovert. Does  not  every  hon.  Member  who 
now  hears  me  know,  and  will  they  not  admit 
that  the  consumption  of  bread,  of  cofiee, 
and  of  sugar,  in  their  establishments,  is 
greater  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
mouths,  than  in  the  cottage  of  the  agri- 
cultural  labourer,  or  the  dwelling  of  the 
artizan  ?    Give  but  the  labouring  class  the 
means  of  procuring  as    much    as    their 
wants  require,  and  their  consumption  will 
be  as  great  as  that  of  the  more  wealthy, 
and  these  means  can  only  be  afibrded  by 
the  extension  of  trade,  and  by  enabling 
them  freely  to  exchange  the  produce  of 
their  labours,  in  order  to  obtain  a  supply 
of  the  articles,  the  necessaries  and  com- 
forts of  life  for  their  families.     One  word 
more  in   respect  to  the  introduction  of 
Brazilian  sugar  displacing  a  quantity  of 
I  West-India — a  simple  and  very  probable 
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case  will  shew  the  fallacy  of  it.  A  manu- 
facturer of  cotton  or  hardware  has,  I  will 
suppose,  produced  articles  suflBcient  to 
procure  for  himself  and  his  family  all  the 
necessaries  of  life — a  portion  of  those 
articles  he  has  sold,  and  with  the  proceeds 
purchased  flour,  clothes,  and  supplied 
others  of  his  wants — but  he  still  has  some 
of  his  goods  left,  and  the  home- market  is 
glutted;  an  opportunity  is  afforded  him 
of  exchanging  the  remaining  articles  for 
Brazilian  sugar,  and  he  is  allowed  by  the 
law  to  do  so^-will  any  one  say,  that  by 
such  an  arrangement  a  quantity  of  West- 
India  sugar  is  displaced  ?  Is  it  not  clear 
that  the  manufacturer  is  thus  enabled  to 
procure  that,  of  which  his  family  must 
otherwise  have  been  depriTcd  ?  whilst  the 
Brazilian  sugar  so  introduced  is  an  ad- 
dition to  any  other  sugar  that  might  have 
been  previously  in  the  market ;  to  which 
market  the  manufacturer  was  prevented 
going  owing  to  the  want  of  sale  for  his 
goods.  The  noble  Lord  also  adverted  to 
the  amount  of  duty  to  be  taken  off,  and 
like  many  others  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  had  asked  what  benefit  the  reduc- 
tion of  Is.  6d.  per  hundred  was  to  the 
poorer  classes  ?  No  doubt  the  noble  Lord 
was  right  in  saying  the  amount  was  but 
small,  as  far  as  respects  the  actual  reduc- 
tion; but  had  the  noble  Lord  forgotten 
that  sugar  was  last  year  SOs.  the  hundred, 
whereas  it  is  now  somewhere  about  60«. 
and  was  the  noble  Lord  really  so  little 
conversant  with  the  working  of  our  import 
duties,  and  the  effects  of  a  greater  or 
smaller  quantity  of  any  article  being 
brought  into  the  market  as  not  to  see  that 
the  bene6t  to  be  derived  to  the  poor  man 
was  not  so  much  from  the  actual  diminu- 
tion of  the  price  in  consequence  of  the 
amount  of  duty  taken  off,  as  from  the  pre- 
vention of  that  great  increase  of  price, 
which  was  the  certain  consequence  of  a 
short  supply,  and  which  last  year  had 
prevented  the  poor  man  from  obtaining 
in  his  family  that  which  was  now  some- 
thing more  than  a  comfort— which  was,  in 
fact,  almost  a  necessary  of  life.  The 
noble  Lord  had  produced  a  Liverpool 
Price  Current^  from  which  he  had  read  a 
letter  signed  by  a  Whig  and  a  Tory,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  when  tbefirst  minis* 
tarial  plan  was  announced,  a  great  panic 
had  been  occasioned,  but  that  when  it  was 
seen  that  it  would  be  defeated,  calm  had 
been  restored.  The  noble  Lord  bad,  in 
effe«t|  tiiumphaatly  exclaimedi  **lbts  is 


the  light  in  which  the  meatores  of  the 
Government  are  viewed  by  the  country, 
this  is  the  manner  in  which  they  are  esti* 
mated  .'^  The  noble  Lord  deceived  himself 
— ^the  calm  was  not  a  calm  arising  out  of 
reason  and  common  sense  (although  he 
call^  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  a  motion  founded 
in  common  sense),  it  is  the  triumph  of 
monopoly,  the  victory  of  the  monopolists, 
it  is  a  victory  of  which  some  of  those  who 
may  now  have  contributed  to  gain  it,  will 
live  to  repent.  The  noble  Lord  had  also 
in  his  triumph  referred  to  the  late  loss  of 
several  seats  to  the  liberal  party— he  spoke 
of  ^'  Borough  after  borough  being  seised 
by  his  party,  and  of  a  Government  totter- 
ing to  its  fall.**  [C/teers.]  Does  the  noble 
Lord,  or  in  his  absence,  I  will  aak»  do 
any  of  the  hon.  Members  who  now  cheer, 
do  they  approve  of  the  means  by  which 
these  seats  have  been  obtained  ?  are  they 
prepared  to  march  with  their  new  allies, 
the  Chartists,  who,  at  Nottingham,  at 
least,  it  is  admitted  joined  their  ranks  and 
contributed  to  the  victory  ?  It  is  possible 
that  the  seats  now  occupied  by  the  friends 
around  me  to-night,  will,  before  long,  be 
occupied  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
those  from  the  opposite  sides.  [CAeers.] 
1  understand  these  cheers,  but  I  would  not 
have  hon.  Members  be  too  confident  I 
would  recommend  them  not  to  cheer  too 
soon,  they  may  yet  be  disappointed  in 
their  expectations.  It  is  possible  that 
the  defection  in  the  liberal  camp — a  de- 
fection which,  in  one  instance,  at  least, 
arose  out  of  a  feeling,  a  mistaken  one,  that 
could  not  but  be  respected,  however  it 
was  to  be  lamented ;  it  is,  I  say,  possible 
that  from  such  causes  that  change,  to 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  so  anxiously 
look,  may  take  place;  but  whenever  this 
does  happen,  I  will  venture  to  tell  then, 
the  measures  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  or  others  of  a  similar  descrip* 
tion,  and  such  as  will  produce  the  same 
effects,  must  be  propounded.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  who,  when  the 
necessity  arose  had  never  been  backward 
in  adopting  that  which  was  expedient, 
even  although  at  other  times  the  measure 
may  have  been  opposed  by  him  (and  bo 
not  one  to  blame  the  right  hon.  Baronti 
for  so  acting)  will  be  found  coming  down 
to  the  House  and  proposing,  and  those 
around  him  supporting,  measures  similar 
to  those  to  whKli  they  now  objected.  It 
could  not  possibly  be  othorwiaa*    A  ra* 
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viiion  of  the  tariff  and  a  redaction  oF  the 
import  duties  can  not  much  longer  be 
postponed.  This  great  question  which 
involves  the  prosperity,  and  I  may  add, 
tranquility  of  thojcountry  cannot  be  staved 
off— troth  must  prevail— liberal  principles 
must  predominate — their  advocates  must 
conquer— party  spirit  may  for  a  time 
stand  in  the  way,  but  party  spirit  is  but  as 
a  feather  in  the  scale  when  weighed 
against  the  best  interests  of  the  people  of 
the  greatest  commercial  nation  in  the 
world.  England  abounding  in  her  mineral 
productions,  surpassing  in  the  intelligence 
of  her  population,  foremost  in  the  skill 
of  her  citizens  and  in  the  application  of 
machinery-distinguished  for  the  wealth 
and  enterprise  of  her  merchants,  is  the 
last  country  on  the  face  of  the  globe  that 
should  object  to  the  most  perfect  freedom 
of  trade,  and  should  be  the  first  to  teach 
others,  that  in  the  extension  of  it,  is  to  be 
found  the  true  source  of  commercial  great- 
ness, national  prosperity,  and  political 
power;  the  best  security  for  peace  at 
home  and  peace  abroad. 

Sir  Charles  Douglas  said,  that  on  that, 
the  sixth  night  of  this  protracted  debate, 
he  should  not  venture  to  address  the  House, 
well  knowing  how  many  there  were,  on 
both  sideSt  whose  practical  knowledge  and 
experience  would  ensure  that  attention 
which  he  could  only  hope  to  gain  from  its 
kind  indulgence;  indeed,  he  felt  it  would 
be  very  presumptuous  on  his  part  to  rise 
at  all,  if  he  intended  to  enter  at  large  into 
the  general  question,  after  the  powerful, 
argumentative,  and  convincing  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  two  nights'before ;  a  speech 
which  he  had  a  right  to  designate  as  per- 
fectly unanswerable.  For,  not  only  had 
the  Government  allowed  that  speech  to 
close  that  evening's  debate,  but  had  allowed 
two  nights  to  pass  without  making  any  at- 
tempt to  reply  to  it,  excepting  to  one  point 
to  wnich  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
had  alluded^  and  which  on  reflection  he 
(Sir  C.  Douglas)  was  sure  the  gallant 
Gentleman,  would  think  he  had  better 
have  let  alone.  It  was  true  that  he  had 
on  a  former  occasion  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee on  Import  duties,  which  sat  last 
year  of  which  he  was  a  Member.  When 
some  observations  which  had  been  made 
by  a  noble  Lord  (Ashburton),  in  another 
place  were  brought  under  discussion. 
With  respect  to  the  expressions  used  by 
(hat  noue  Lord,  it  was  not  for  him  (Sir 


C.  Douglas),  to  say,  any  thing,  for  it  would 
ill  become  him  to  defend  one  whose  high 
character,  liberal  feelings  and  practical 
knowledge  of  commercial  affairs  rendered 
him  an  authority  on  such  subjects;  but  he 
must  say*  that  with  regard  to  the  opinion 
which  that  noble  Lord  had  given,  he 
(Sir  C.  Douglas)  entirely  agreed,  for  it 
was  the  only  opinion  to  which  any  one 
with  the  noble  Lords'  knowledge,  and  ex- 
perience, could  come  who  had  attentively 
read  the  evidence  taken  before  that  com- 
mittee. But  as  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  the  country  had  been  called  to  its  re- 
port and  proceedings,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty,  to  notice  it  on  the  present  occasion. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  petition, 
from  the  merchants  and  manufacturers  of 
Ashton-under-Line,  and  a  report  from  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  at  Manchester, 
by  which  he  found  that  they  considered 
the  evidence  taken  before  that  committee 
as  **  valuable  and  extraordinary,"  and  they 
stated  it  to  be. 

^  Evidence  the  more  important,  as  it  is  in  a 
great  measure  not  that  or  individuals  whose 
own  interests  are  in  question,  and  liable,  there- 
fore, to  be  warped  by  their  judgment,  but  the 
evidence*  of  men  placed  in  official  situations, 
and  giving  their  calm  and  deliberate  opi« 
nions/' 

Now,  he  was  willing  to  admit  the  intel- 
ligence and  ability  of  those  gentlemen, 
especially  of  Messrs.  Deacon  Hume, 
M'Gregor,  and  Porter,  whose  opinions 
were  worthy  of  consideration,  though  by 
their  evidence  they  directly  contradicted 
each  other.  But  while  he  admitted  its 
value,  and  also  its  extraordinary  character, 
be  must  deny  that  as  evidence  it  was  either 
fair  or  impartial.  On  the  contrary,  he 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  unfit 
for  the  foundation  of  legislation  than  the 
evidence  of  men  in  official  situations,  who 
were  naturally  most  anxious  to  state  those 
facts  only, which  would  support  their  precon- 
ceived opinions;  opinions  which  were  of 
no  more  value  than  those  of  any  other 
intelligent  private  individuals.  He  had 
stated  on  a  former  evening  that  the  report 
of  that  committee,  and  the  evidence  taken 
before  it,  was  calculated  to  give  an  unfair, 
because  a  partial,  view  of  the  case ;  and 
he  would  not  now  wearv  the  House  by 
repeating  the  grounds  of  that  statement. 
An  analysis  had  been  circulated  through 
the  country,  which,  however  correct,  as 
far  as  it  went,  omitted  much  that  was 
important,  and  affected  to  show  indirectly 
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Ihat  ihe  coinipittee  bad  boen  unanimous^ 
and  he  thought  that  so  far  it  was  most 
iosidious  and  unfair.     It  ought  at  least  to 
have  gifen  the  amendment  which  he  had 
moved  in  the  committeey  to  the  effect  that 
the  evidence  was  valuable,  but  at  the  tame 
tifne  so  partial  and  limited,  that  they  could 
Qnly  venture  to  report  the  evidence  and 
ri^commend  the  re-appoin(ment  of  a  com. 
mit^ee  this  Session  to  ooatinue  the  inves- 
tjff^tion.    It  WM  true  he  was  in  a  minoritv 
of  two  to  five — but  the  committeei  though 
appointed  on  tb^  8th  of  May,  was  com- 
posed of  nine  genUeman  from  the  Govern- 
ment or  Anti*Corn-Law  party,  ^nd  only 
six  from  his,  (the  Opposition^  tide  of  the 
House;  of  those  six,  only  two,  himself 
and  his  hon.   Friend,    the  Member  for 
Whitby,  had  been  able  to  attend,  for  the 
committee  did  not  meet  for  two  months, 
viz.y  not  till  the  6th  x>f  July,  and  it  was 
too  much  to  expect  that  Members  whose 
residence  was  not  in  London,  should  re- 
main in  town  to  enter  on  the  labour  of  a 
committee  at  that  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion.   It  would  be  said,  the  committee 
did  not  meet  sooner  because  the   hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  was  engaged  in  the 
banking  committee-^but  was    that  any 
excuse  for  tjbe  burry  and  partialitv  with 
which  this  important  committee  had  been 
conducted  ?   They  met  on  the  6th  of  July, 
sat  fourteen  days,  examined  twenty«nine 
witnesses,  and   reported  on   the  6th  of 
August,   after   resisting  his   amendment, 
which  in  effect   only  asked  for  further 
evidence  on  so  important  a  subject ;  but 
impartiality  would  not  have  answered  the 
puroose.    The  witnesses,  and  the  majority 
understood  each  other,  and  when  he  pro* 
posed  to  call  a  gentleman  connected  with 
the  Iron  trade,  after  Sir  John  Guest  had 
given  his  evidence,  he  was  told  '*  Oh !  yes, 
bring  your  friend,*^  but  then  he  found  that 
every  day  was  pre-engaged  by  witnesses 
who  came  ready  primed  to  give  answers 
in  accordance  witn  the  views  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  committee ;  and  thus  practi- 
cally they  refused  all  other  evidence.    So 
much  for  the  fairness  of  the  constitution, 
and  for  the  liberality  and  impartiality  of 
the  proceedings  which  prevailed  in   the 
Committee  selected  to  enquire  into  the 
Import  duties!     Now  with  reference  to 
the  question  of  sugar,  as  regarded  slavery 
and  the  slave-trade,  it  had  been  urged 
as  a  matter  of  reproach  against  the  party 
with  which   he  had  the  honour  to  act, 
that  the  course  which  was  now  proposed 
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by  the  amendment  of  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  was  a  new 
course  taken  op  for  party  purposes,  and 
it  was  said,  that  they  had  for  years  en- 
couraged slavery,  and  ^ow,  for  the  first 
time,  set  themselves  up  as  its  opponents. 
He  presumed  that  taunt  was  not  meant 
to  apply  to  those  who  (o.rniely  acted 
with  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  to  tluit  great 
party  called  Tory  or  Conservative,  of  which 
be  presumed  Lord  Castlereagb  and  the 
Duke  of  WellingtOB  would  be  admitted  to 
have  been  the  representatives;  and  he 
(Sir  C.  Douglas)  was  prepared  to  prove, 
by  indisputable  testimony,  namely,  by 
reference  to  State  papers,  that  the  course 
which,  as  a  party.  Gentlemen  on  bis  aide 
of  the  House  had  always  taken,  was  ex- 
actly that  they  took  now,  in  oppositioo  to 
the  encouragement  of  slavery  now  pro- 
posed by  her  Majesty's  Ministers*  In  the 
years  1814  and  1815,  previous  to,  and  at 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  the  subject  bad 
been  mooted,  and  instructions  given  from 
Lord  Liverpool's  Government  to  negociate 
with  foreign  powers,  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  slavery  and  the  slave- 
trade,  by  entering  into  treaties  to  bind 
each  other  to  do  the  reverse  of  that  which 
was  now  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, namely,  to  prohibit  the  import- 
aiioa  of  colonial  slave-labour  produce. 
He  would  make  one  or  two  quotations. 
The  first  was  from  a  letter  of  Lord  Castle- 
reagb to  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  dated 
Foreign-Office,  6th  of  August,  1814:— 

'*  We  must  be  prepared  for  a  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  certain  Powers  to  adopt  the  Umited 
measure,  (abolition  of  slavery  at  the  end  of 
five  years)  and  it  becomes  oecesaary  to  consi- 
der how  the  interest  of  those  Powers  may  be 
made  to  operate  in  support  of  their  duties; 
how  they  can  be  deprived  of  the  unjust  advan- 
tage of  profiting  by  the  sacrifices  and  forbear- 
ance of  other  States,  which,  from  a  sense  of 
moral  duty,  forsake  this  species  of  ooromerce. 
Nothing  seems  more  likely  to  have  this  effect 
than  for  the  Powers,  acting  in  concert  to  pro- 
hibit the  importation,  into  iheir  respective  do- 
minions, of  colonial  produce,  grown  within  the 
territories  of  Powers  refuting  to  enter  into  the 
proposed  concert" 

And  in  a  letter  from  Lord  Castlereagb 
to  Lord  Bathufst,  dated  Geneva,  drd  Sep- 
tember, 1814: — 

*'  I  have  only  to  observe,  that  I  opened  to 
the  Prince  of  Benevento  the  idea  of  a  concur- 
rent system  for  repressing  the  slave-trade, 
and  a  league  against  the  import  of  colonial 
produce,  grown  by  states  dissentient  from  ihe 
general  policy." 
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Now,  it  would  be  said,  that  all  this 
ended  in  no  practical  good.  A«  far  as  the 
other  parties  were  ooneerned  that  was 
true;  but  out  endeavours  were  good— - 
they  were  the  #aine  then  as  our  object 
now*  Asa  party  we  acted  (hen,  as  at 
present,  represented  by  Lord  Castlereagh, 
liOfd  Bttthurst,  and  the  Duke  of  Welling* 
ton  ;  and  he  used  these  records  to.  show, 
that  those  statesmen  even  then  did  all  in 
their  power  to  extinguish  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade,  by  refusing  to  agree  to  any 
such  scheme  as  that  which  her  Majesty's 
Ooremment  had  now  propounded.  He 
must  quote  one  more  document  from  the 
state  papers.  It  was  a  letter  from  Lord 
Castlereagh  to  Earl  Bathurst,  dated  Vi- 
enna, the  2od  of  January,  1815,  and  had 
reference  to  the  intervention  with  Russia 
on  the  same  subject.  Lord  Castlereagh 
said  :— 

*<The  Emperor  listened  with  much  alien* 
tion  to  every  part  of  my  statement,  and  par- 
ticularly to  this  in  which  I  endeavoured  to  show, 
that  upon  reasonable  notice,  the  Powers  of 
Europe  would  not  only  be  justified,  but  bound 
in  morality  and  sincerity,  to  exclude  from  their 
ports  colonial  produce  grown  within  the  do- 
minions of  states  which  refused  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  abolition.  That  to  do  so  must  at 
once  be  effectual  ^  and  to  do  less  was  to  make 
themselves  parties,  in  breach  of  their  promises, 
to  the  crimes  and  scandal  to  which  their  de- 
mand for  colonial  produce  gave  occasion,  and 
which  they  ought  preferably  to  supply  from 
those  countries  where  the  culture  was  not  car- 
ried on  by  newly-imported  slaves." 

He  thought  be  had  now  mfide  out  i^  case 
which  must  put  an  end  to  ^he  attack  made 
upon  bb  aide  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
it  was  only  on  the  present  critical  moment 
they  bad  sprung  up  to  give  an  opposition 
to  slavery  and  the  slave-trade,  and  had 
refused  to  join  in  any  measure  which  could 
give  encouragement  to  slavery*  On  the 
question  of  the  sugar-duties,  it  would  not 
become  him  to  enter  after  the  unanswered, 
beaaoie  unan/iwerahle,  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend,  Lord  Stanley.  The  conduct  of 
the  Government  on  this  question  con* 
firmed  his  opinion  as  to  the  insincerity  of 
their  purpose,  nnd  the  satisfaction  he  felt 
in  every  vote  he  had  given  against  them. 
Wasthis  a  question  of  finance  or  of  national 
policy  ?  If  the  former,  why  did  not  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bring  it  for- 
ward mnd  give  to  the  House  the  data  on 
irbich  he  made  his  speculations  ?  If  it 
svere  the  tatter,  of  course  it  could  not  have 
beea  contingent  on  the  Ute  majorities  of 


eleven  and  twenty*one  against  Ministers, 
but  must  have  been  long  contemplated, 
and  ought  to  have  been  well  considered, 
and  they  were  bound,  in  fairness  to  their 
opponents,  and  in  justice  to  their  friceds, 
and  to  their  people,  to  have  announced 
their  intentions  in  a  speech  from  the 
Throne  upon  the  sMbject,  as  one  of  na* 
tional  policy  and  vital  importance^  Thip 
they  should  have  done,  even  considering 
what  was  due  to  themselves,  fpr  his  own 
part  he  did  not  think  the  general  plan  hed 
been  so  long  in  contemplation.  The  pro^ 
position  emanated  from  that  uncoostitU" 
tional  tenacity  of  office  for  which  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  were  proverbial.  They 
never  had  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Lords ;  thev  had  lost  that  of  the  Com- 
mons,  and  only  retained  that  of  the  Crown, 
by  deceiving  her  Majesty,  as  to  the  true 
feelings  and  opinions  of  the  people.  They 
dared  not  appeal  to  the  country,  unless 
they  could  first  create  such  excitement  by 
raising  delusive  hopes  as  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  any  party  to  govern  in  safety 
and  hence  the  Budget  6f  the  Government. 
If  this  were  not  a  proof  of  an  unconstitu- 
tional tenacity  of  office,  he  knew  not  what 
was.  He  maintained,  that  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  deceived  the  country,  with 
regard  to  their  promises  of  peace,  re- 
trenchment, and  reform.  He  had  always 
advocated,  on  safe  principles,  those  great 
ends,  and  always  would.  The  Govern- 
ment, while  they  bad  a.  majority  in  that 
House,  brought  forward  no  practical  mea- 
sures of  reform,  and  had  made  no  retrench- 
nienti  but,  on  the  contrary,  had  increased 
the  expenditure  of  the  country ;  but  when 
they  had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  House, 
then  they  made  a  proposition  they  could 
not  carry ;  for  no  object  whatever,  but  to 
deceive  the  people  and  create  excitement. 
As  to  peace,  we  were  at  war  in  India  and 
China,  and  no  one  could  furetel  the  limit 
of  the  expense.  He  knew  no  partv  in  the 
country  would  believe  their  professions. 
Upon  what  could  any  one  have  made  more 
solemn  assertions  as  to  principle,  than 
they  had  upon  the  appropriation  of  Church 
property,  a  principle  they  assorted  to  ob- 
tain office,  which  they  deserted  to  retain 
office  ?  and  so  again  would  they  abandon 
these  or  any  other  views,  as  occask>n  might 
suit  them:  and  after  such  conduct,  no 
man  would  believe  their  sincerity  with 
respect  to  corn,  timber,  or  sugar.  He  was 
glad  to  see  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
J.  Ruesell),  for  he  vou^  not  say  that  bo^ 
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hind  a  man*8  back  which  he  would  not 
say  to  his  face.    He  did  not  wish  to  apply 
what  he  was  about  to  quote  to  any  one 
personally,  but  to  the  Qovernment  as  a 
body.  Mr.  Fox  had  once  said,  "  He  must 
he  an  infamous  man  who  on  coming  into 
place  could  abandon  the  professions  he 
had  made  when  out  of  place."     How  that 
quotation  would  apply  to  the  Government, 
be  would  leave  it  to  the  country  to  judge. 
Sir  Henry  Pamell  denied  that  any  kind 
of  improper  influence  had  been  used  to 
obtain   credit  for  the  Report  on   Import 
Duties.    The  description  of  the  witnesses 
which  had  been  found  fault  with  by  the 
hon.  Member,  who  had  just  sat  down,  was 
perfectly  correct.     No  witness  could  have 
been  more  free  from  motives  to  give  partial 
and  interested  evidence  than  Mr.  McGregor, 
Mr.  Deacon   Hume,  and  Mr.  Porter,— 
they  were  not  merchants,  nor  landlords, 
nor  theorists  in  matters  of  political  economy^ 
and  it  was  because  they  were  witnesses,  in 
every   respect,  so    unexceptionable,  their 
evidence  had  produced  so  great  an  effect 
throughout  the  country.    As  to  the  evi- 
dence beinff  of  a  party  character,  the  hon. 
Member  should  nave    remembered,    that 
Mr.  Deacon  Hume  had  been  thirty  years 
in  office  under  a  Tory  Government.    What, 
in  point  of  fact,  had  made  the  Report  on 
Import  Duties  a  document  of  such  vast  and 
universal  influence  in  leading  public  opin- 
ion to  a  right  ludgment  on  the  effects  of 
protecting  and  differential  duties,  was  its 
own  intrinsic  merits.     The  facts  contained 
in  it  were  so  clearly  set  fcnth,  and  so  amply 
supported  by  experience,  that  the  condu- 
sions  they  loi  to,  were,  at  the  same  time, 
^uite  easy  of  comprehension  and  wholly 
irresistible.     These    facts,   when  brought 
forward  by  unbiased  witnesses,  and  applied 
in  detail  to  all  the  drcumstanoes  by  ^ich 
the  price  of  commodities  are  increased,  pro- 
duced a  conviction  which   other  persons 
had  failed  to  produce.     It  had  frequently 
been  attempted  in  this  House  and  out  m 
this  House,  to  show  how  many  millions 
a-year  the  Jmblic  paid  in  consequence  of 
protecting  duties;  bat  the  reasoning  ne- 
cessary to  be  employed  to  esUblish  this 
case  being  unavoiaably  abstruse  and  diffi- 
cult to  be  made  intelli^Ue,  the  public  went 
on  paying  these  millions  in  ignorance  of 
the  cause  which  made  them  so  much  out 
of  pocket.    What,  therefore,  the  report 
has  chiefly  effected;    and  whatever    has 
made  it  take  such  hold  on  the  mind  of  the 
nation,  is  the  explanation  it  aflorded  of  the 
opemion  ^  every  protecting  duty  to  raise 


price,  and  of  the  immense  amount  of  in- 
direct taxation  which  the  system  of  pro« 
tecting  duties  has  imposed  on  the  people. 
These  protecting  duties  affect  almost  all 
prices.  There  are  no  less  than  eighty-four 
artides  of  colonial  produce  subject  to  dif* 
ferential  and  protecting  duties,  induding 
sugar,  coffee,  timber,  &c. ;  besides  these, 
every  production  of  land  is  protected,  it  is 
not  only  com,  but  meat,  butter,  cheese, 
hops,  malt,  bacon,  vegetables,  seeds,  &c.--* 
every  thing  that  the  land  grows.  There 
are  also  several  of  our  manufactures  still 
enhanced  in  price  by  protection,  so  that, 
when  it  is  considered  what  vast  quantities 
of  these  various  articles  are  consumed  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  it  is  evident  that  the 
amount  of  indirect  taxation  imposed  by 
the  protecting  duties  must  be  immensdy 
large.  The  hon.  Baronet  has  said,  he  did 
not  see  any  reason  to  doubt  the  omrectness 
of  the  statemenu  of  Mr.  M'Gregor  and 
Mr.  Deacon  Hume,  that  the  sum  taken  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  public  by  indirect 
taxation  (none  of  which  went  into  the 
Treasury,  but  all  to  the  pockeu  of  the  pn». 
tected  classes)  was  equal  to  the  whole 
direct  taiation  which  was  paid  into  the 
Exchequer,  that  is,  to  fifty  millions  a-year. 
Those  statements  had  now  been  before  the 
public  for  several  months,  but  none  has 
ever  come  forward  to  contradict  them,  or 
even  to  question  their  correctness.  They 
cannot,  in  point  of  fact,  be  contradicted ; 
and,  therefore,  the  effect  of  the  system  of 
protecting  duties  is  esUbdished  to  be  the 
making  of  the  public  pay  fif^y  millions 
a-year  more  for  what  they  have  occasion  to 
buy  than  they  would  pay  if  no  protecting 
duties  were  in  existence.  But,  if  Uie  pro- 
tecting duties  were  abolished,  then  the 
public  would  have  fifty  millions  a-year 
more  to  spend  in  purchasing  additional 
comforts  and  luxuries  Uian  they  are  now 
able  to  roend  in  this  way;  and  if  the  ope- 
ration or  such  an  increaised  expenditure  is 
traced  out,  it  will  then  be  seen  how  the 
abolishing  of  the  protective  duties  will  in* 
prove  the  revenuci  promote  oommeite,  and 
remove  the  distress  of  the  industrious 
dasKS.  Of  these  fifty  millioos,  which  the 
public  would  have  more  than  it  now  has  to 
spend,  a  large  portion  would  be  spent  on 
artides  subject  to  taxation,  and  in  this  way 
the  revenue  augmented.  That  some  miL 
Ikms  a-year  would  be  added  to  the  revenue 
by  aboUshing  the  protecting  duties,  is  ftiUy 
proved  by  the  evidence  given  bdbre  the 
Committee.  Again,  as  to  commerce  and 
manufiictures,  a  great  portion  of  these  fifty 
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mOlions  would  be  spent  in  buying  tbe  pro- 
ducts of  commerce  and  manufactures. 
Trade  of  every  kind,  and  manufacturers  of 
every  description,  would  be  encouraged 
and  extended,  while  the  increased  employ- 
ment of  labour^  which  would  be  the  conse- 
quence, would  relieve  the  industrious  classes 
from  the  distress  which  they  now  suifer ; 
so  that  it  is  evident  that,  if  the  measures 
proposed  by  Government  were  adopted  by 
the  House,  they  would  greatly  contribute, 
by  removing  the  direct  taxation  which 
arises  from  the  differential  and  protec- 
tive duties,  to  secure  the  three  objects 
of  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Colonies,  namely — to  re- 
store our  &lling  revenue,  to  extend  our 
crippled  commerce,  and  to  remove  the  dis- 
tress of  the  industrious  classes.  With  re- 
spect to  the  question  more  immediately 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  that 
is,  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  duties  on 
foreign  sugar,  a  very  unfiur  renresentation 
has  been  made  of  this  proposea  reduction. 
It  has  been  assumed,  that  it  will  admit  an 
unlimited  quantity  of  foreign  sugar  into  the 
market,  and  thus  ruin  our  sugar  colonies  ; 
whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  what  is  proposed 
is  only  the  changing  of  our  prohibitory 
duty  into  another  prohibitory  duty.  The 
one,  namely— -the  existing  duty,  is  merely  a 
complete  prohibition  of  Sie  importation  of 
foreign  sugar ;  while  the  proposed  duty  will 
be  a  prohibitory  duty  when  prices  are  low ; 
and  will  admit  sugar  only  when  prices  be- 
come excessively  high.  Now,  if  the  state* 
ments  are  correct  that  have  been  made 
respecting  the  supply  of  sugar  that  will  be 
provided  by  our  own  colonies  in  this  or 
future  years,  then  the  prices  will  be  so  low 
that  there  cannot  be  any  importation  under 
the  proposed  new  duty,  and  consequently  it 
will  not  be  attended  with  any  injurious 
efiect  to  the  interests  of  our  sugar  colonies. 
But  the  proper  way  of  discussing  and  con. 
ddering  the  question  of  what  should  be  the 
duty  on  foreign  sugar,  should  be  with  re- 
ference to  the  means  of  our  colonies  to  carry 
out  competition  with  foreign  sugar.  It 
seems  to  be  supposed,  that  foreigners  have 
advantages  which  afford  no  hope  of  a  suc- 
cessful competition  with  them ;  but  this  is 
n«>t  the  case,  for  the  means  of  carrying  on 
competition  may  be  sreatly  extended.  Hon. 
Members  had  wh(uly  lost  sieht  in  the 
eourse  of  the  debate  of  the  bul  that  has 
been  introduced  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  is  now  before  the  House 
for  reducing  the  duties  on  imports  into  the 
colonies*     This  reduction    of  duties  will 


afford  great  benefits  to  the  manufacturers  of 
sugar — it  will  diminish  the  prices  of  flour 
and  provisions  of  all  descriptions,  and  the 
price  of  timber,  and  various  other  articles 
which  are  necessary  for  making  sugar,  and 
in  this  way  the  cost  of  making  sugar  will 
be  greatly  diminished,  and  the  power  of  car- 
rying out  competition  increased.    This  mea • 
sure  IS  in  fact  a  full  compensation  to  the  colo- 
nies for  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  foreign  sugar.  About  fourteen  or  fifteen^ 
years  ago  those  Members  of  the  House  who 
were  connected  with  the  West  Indies,  were 
very    loud  in   complaining  of  the  injury 
which  the  sugar  makers  sustained,  and  other 
interests  from  the  high  duties  on  imports 
into  the  colonies,  and  from  the  system  of 
restrictions  under  which  the  trade  of  the 
colonies  was  placed.     Returns  were  called 
for  by  which  it  was  attempted  to  be  made  to 
appear,  by  showing  the  prices  of  food,  tim- 
ber, and  other  things,  in  foreign  countries, 
that  these  duties  and  restrictions  added  70 
per  cent,  to  the  cost  of  making  sugar ;  and 
persons  of  the  highest  authority  in  W^est 
Indian  affiiirs  went  so  far  as  to  say,  that 
they  would  willingly  give  up  the  monopoly 
of  the  English  market  if  all  these  restric- 
tions were  removed.     As  to  the  importance 
which  about  that  time  the  planters  attached 
to  these  restrictions,  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  committee  of  finance,  of  1828,  by 
the  noble  I^rd,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Afffiirs,  may  be  referred  to.     At  that  time 
the  noble  Lord  filled  the  office  of  Secretary 
at  War,  and  when  under  examination  by 
the  committee  regarding  the  expense  in- 
curred by  the  army  k^t  up  in  the  colonies, 
stated,  that  he  had  Kequently  applied  to 
the  various  governments  of  the  colonies  to 
contribute  towards  the  expense  of  payinethe 
army,  but  that  the  answer  he  received  from 
them  was  '*  We  would  very  readily  con- 
tribute a  large  portion  of  the  expense,  pro- 
vided the  restrictions  on  our  trade  were 
taken  ofi^,  but  that  so  long  as  those  restric- 
tions are  continued  we  are  not  able  to  give 
the  least  assistance.    It  may  be  said,  the 
bill  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
does  not  go  far  enough  in  the  waj  of  re- 
ducing duties  on  imports  into  the  colonies. 
This  may  be  true ;  but  if  the  colonists  will, 
on  their  part,  meet  further  reductions  as 
they  ought  to  do,  by  giving  up  their  mono* 
poly,  there  can  be  no  good  reason  for  not 
taking  off*  all  the  restrictions  on  the  trade  of 
the  colonies.     They  should  be  albwed  to 
send   their  productions  direct  to  foreign 
countries,  to  purchase  all  kinds  of  foreign 
productions  free  of  duty,  and  even  to  em- 
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ptoy  foreign  ships.  The  trade  of  the  coIo« 
nies  shouU  be  rendered  perfectly  free ;  and 
if  thai  were  80>  no  Brituh  intereKts  would 
suffer;  for  the  colonies  would  find  it  to 
their  advamtage  to  use  British  ]m)ductions 
and  to  employ  British  ships.  If,  however, 
all  restrictions  were  taken  off^  the  whole 
of  the  grounds  would  be  removed  on  which 
the  colonies  could  claim  to  have  any  longer 
the  monopoly  of  the  British  market ;  for, 
according  to  the  original  arrangement  by 
which  this  monopoly  was  estabiishedi  the 
monopoly  of  the  markets  of  the  colonies  was 
considered  a  sufficient  compensation,  giving 
the  colonies  the  monopoly  of  the  British 
market,  and  the  highest  West  Indian  au- 
thorities may  be  r^erred  to,  in  order  to 
show  that  if  the  mother  country  abandoned 
the  monopoly  of  the  colonial  markets,  the  colo- 
nies could  no  longer  claim  any  just  righl  to  en- 
joy the  monopoly  of  the  market  of  the  mother 
country.  This  doctrine  has  been  explicitly 
laid  down  by  Lord  Sheffield,  in  one  of  his 
publications  in  defence  of  the  rights  of  the 
colonies,  and  no  one  can  be  referred  to  of 
higher  authority  in  anything  where  the  in- 
terests of  the  West  Indies  were  concerned. 
He  says — 

"The  British  dominions  are  as  much  en- 
titled to  the  monopoly  of  the  markets  of  the 
British  West  Indies,  as  the  latter  are  entitled 
to  those  of  the  former,  and  whenever  that  mo- 
nopoly is  give*  «p,  it  will  be  the  highest  ab- 
surdity pot  to  open  all  the  British  ports  to 
foreign  raw  sugar.'' 

The  true  policy  therefore,  to  pursue  with 
regard  to  tne  migar  duties  and  all  other 
duties  on  colonial  productions,  is  to  take  a 
bold  course,  and  at  once  abolish  all  restric- 
tk)iis  on  the  colonial  trade,  and  to  connect 
with  this  measure  such  a  gradual  reduction 
ai  ihe  protecting  duties  on  colonial  produc- 
tions as  would  get  rid  in  time  of  all  mono- 
poly, and  give  the  public  the  advantage  of 
dbcaining  all  colonial  productions  at  the 
lowest  poMible  prioesi  The  hon.  Baronet 
pruoreded  to  say,  timt  there  were  other 
ways  of  Increasing  the  means  of  the  ocrfimfes 
to  eairy  on  competition  with  foreign  sugar, 
one  of  them  was,  the  proper  extension  and 
oNHNigement  of  free  labour.  It  was  oom« 
monly  taken  for  granted,  that  slave-labour 
in  itaelf  gave  the  employer  of  it  an  advan- 
tage over  the  employer  of  free  labour,  but 
the  fact  was,  thrit  the  advantage  that  the 
emphiyers  of  slave  labour  hadi  arose  from 
their  being  free  of  ell  restrictions  and  taxes 
in  obtaining  the  food  they  wanted  for  their 
slavuSy  and  the  materials  they  wanted  for 
making  sugar.    I  f  the  colonies  were  relieved 


from  snch  restrictions,  then  free  labour 
would  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with 
slave  labour,  and  then  all  the  advantages  of 
free  labour  would  soon  show  themselves  in 
favour  of  our  colonies.  They  would  in 
pcnnt  of  fact  be  able  to  sell  sugar  cheaper 
than  the  employer  of  slave-labour  could 
sell  it,  and  in  course  of  time  the  superiority 
of  free  labour  would  become  so  great  over 
slave  labour  that  those  countries  which 
now  employed  slave  labour,  would  be 
obliged  to  employ  free  labour.  Now,  as 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar 
would,  no  doubt,  excite  greater  energy  in 
our  colonies  to  improve  the  fabrication  of 
sugar,  and  to  diminish  the  cost  of  making 
sugar,  it  would  seem  that  the  best  course  to 
take  for  getting  rid  of  slave  labour  would 
be  by  recmcing  the  duty  on  foreign  suffor, 
and  consequently  that  such  a  proceeding 
ought  not  to  be  held  out,  as  it  has  been 
a  cause  of  extendnig  and  establishing  slave 
labour.  That  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  foreign  sugar,  would  have  the  efiect  of 
improving  the  processes  of  making  sugar  in 
our  colonies,  and  of  reducing  the  pnce  of 
it,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  for  the  efiect  of 
protection  is  to  stop  all  invention  and  im« 
provement.  This  has  always  been  the  case 
with  regard  to  everything  that  has  been 
protected.  Before  Mr.  Huskisson  took  off 
the  prohibition  of  the  importation  of  foreign 
silks,  the  same  machinery  continued  in  use 
which  had  been  introduced  a  hundred  years 
before,  when  the  silk  mannfoctnrer  was 
first  established.  As  Mr.  Porter  says  in 
his  evidence,  protection  sets  every  one 
asleep,  and  it  is  only  owine  to  the  proteo* 
tion  our  colonies  possess,  that  the  fact  has 
occurred  of  the  proposal  of  making  sugar 
in  the  island  of  Cuba,  being  superior  to 
those  in  our  colonies.  If  all  that  has  been 
suggested  with  regard  to  removing  the  re- 
striction on  the  trade  of  the  colonies,  the 
extension  and  management  of  free  labour, 
and  the  exciting  of  the  colonies  to  increased 
exertions  in  improving  the  making  of 
supr  were  accomplished,  there  then  would 
exist  no  grounds  to  apprehend  that  our 
colonies  would  be  unable  successfoUy  to 
carry  on  competition  in  aO  foreign  markets, 
with  every  country  that  produced  sugar,  and 
their  prosperity  wmild  be  placed  on  a  sure 
and  lasting  foundation.  With  regard  to 
the  com  question,  the  hon.  Baronet  said, 
he  had  so  often  given  hu  opinions  to  the 
House  on  this  sul^ject,  that  he  would  not 
then  say  more  upon  it  than  express  his  re* 
gret  that  landowners  did  not  take  the 
trouble  of  obtaining  aeeorate  information 
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retpeotitie  tht  price  at  wMch  foreign  com 
could  be  imported  into  this  country ;  for  be 
felt  sure,  that  if  they  were  to  do  ao,  they 
would  see  reason  to  abandon  all  apprehen- 
sioii  of  a  reduction  of  rents  under  the  pro- 
teetioD  of  a  duty  of  8^.  a  quarter  for  wheat. 
Although  a  friend  to  the  total  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws,  he  wished  to  see  a  fixed  duty 
kid  on  sooner  than  to  see  the  present 
sliding  scale  of  duty  continued.  He  hoped 
the  disposition  which  seemed  to  prevdl 
among  the  landed  interest  last  year  in  fa- 
vour of  a  fixed  duty  would  be  restored,  for 
if  some  change  dvd  not  take  place  in  the 
laws>  it  was  quite  certain  that  every  bad 
harvest  would  hereafter  be  followed  by  the 
same  universal  convulsion  that  occurred 
after  the  harvest  of  1828.  The  same 
sudden  inlportation  of  increased  quantities 
of  corn  would  take  place^  the  same  sudden 
exportation  of  bullion  to  pay  for  it,  and  the 
same  deranaement  of  the  currency  of  trade; 
and,  with  these  eyils^  the  severe  distress  of 
the  industrious  claseesj  which  the  country  had 
been  exposed  to  during  the  last  three  years. 

Sir  Bardley  Wilmot  said,  that  he  had 
been  anxious  to  have  followed  the  hon. 
Member  fbr  Lincoln  on  the  previous  even- 
ing, because  he  had  been  much  surprised 
to  hear  him  announce  his  intention  of 
voting  against  the  amendment;  more  par- 
ticularly»  because,  when  he  had  the 
honour  of  making  a  motion  two  years  ago 
for  the  extinction  of  the  apprenticeship 
clause,  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
most  briUiant  afid  efiective  speech  in  bis 
support  which  no  Gentleman  had  thought 
proper  to  answer,  and  upon  a  division, 
the  motion  was  carried  by  ninety-six  to 
Diaety-three.  Not  only  that,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  attended,  immediately  after 
the  divisioni  a  meeting  of  the  AnCi*slavery 
CooMDittee  in  Palace-yard,  and  again 
made  a  second  speecbi  which  was  rap. 
lurously  received.  For  Lis  ptart,  lie  thought 
that  the  distress  and  difficulty  of  the  West- 
Indian  interest  was  entirely  occasioned  by 
iIm  proprietors  themselves,  by  their  obsti- 
Bate  oppositkm  to  the  abolition  of  slavery, 
ami  to  their  unchrsstian  conduct  durrnff 
the  apprenticeship.  To  tbem  he  would 
not  ahew  the  slightest  iiavonr ;  but  if  he 
would  not  afoow  tbem  favour  he  would 
not  deny- them  justice.  He  would  grant 
that  to  any  ma»^the  lowest  of  mankind, 
or  the  t)ltterest  of  enemiea;  and  therefore, 
as  they  had^  since  the  abolition  of  slavery, 
endeavoured  to  redeem  their  former  con> 
dnei-iiy  their  present  exertions,'  to  better 


the  condition  of  the  blacks,  and  were 
making  efforts  to  produce  a  sufiicient  sup- 
ply of  sugar  by  free  labour,  he  thought  it 
most  unjust  to  them,  as  well  as  to  the 
£a8t  Indies,  to  weaken  or  destroy  their 
interests.  In  another  point  of  view,  how- 
ever, to  him  the  greatest  and  most  convin- 
cing, he  considered  the  intended  proposal 
of  the  Government  to  be  the  means  of 
introducing  slave-grown  sugar  mto  this 
country;  and  nothing,  therefore,  should 
induce  him  to  assist  any  measure  which 
would  effect  such  a  detestable  object.  As 
to  the  question  of  corn  and  timber,  be 
should  say  nothing  now.  But  when  Gen- 
tlemen talked  of  the  time  being  come  for 
these  alterations,  it  was  saying  this  : — 
*'  So  long  as  our  supporters  only  mutiny, 
and  continue  to  vote  for  us,  the  time  is  not 
come;  but  when  they  not  only  mutiny 
but  desert,  then  the  time  is  come,  to 
agitate  the  people,  and  endeavour  to  send 
tbem  en  masse  to  support  us.*' 

Mr.  Pitzharding  Berkeley ,  after  assur- 
ing the  House  that  he  f^k  the  full  value 
of  their  time,  in  that  protracted  state  of 
the  debate,  and  would  not  trespass  upon 
it  at  any  length,  expressed  his  entire  con- 
cnrrence  in  the  principle  on  which  the 
budget  was  founded-^ that  principle  being 
the  increase  of  the  revenue  by  reducing 
the  actual  burden  of  taxation  upon  the 
people.  He  rejoiced  at  the  declared  in- 
tention of  Ministera  .to  revise  the  (}om- 
laws,  and  he  was  certain  that  that  inten*. 
tion  would  be  received  among  his  conati- 
tuents,  as  well  as  throughout  the  whole 
country,  with  the  greatest  satisfaction. 
Great  commercial-  and  manufacturing 
cities,  in  particular,  were  deeply  inte- 
rested in  that  question;  for  that  odious 
tax— »that  tax  upon  bread««-was' a  palsy 
upon  honest  industry,  and  a  greivous  evU 
to  the  working  classes.  He  could  not 
but  applaod  the  policy  which  prtmipted 
Ministers  to  draw  closer  the  coaamercial 
ties  between  England  and  the  Braxila. 
As  regarded  .the  cry  raised  against  Minis*- 
ters  respecting  the  slave-trade,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  had  no  validity  in  it,  for  he 
felt  certain  that  a  close  treaty  and  ex- 
tended commercial  connexion  between 
England  and  the  Brazils,  would  be  far 
more  likely  to  produce  the  extinction  of 
the  slave-trade  then  armed  intervention  ; 
for  that  had  hitherto,  without  materially 
reducing  the  trafiic  in  slaves,  decidedly 
added  to  the  horrors  inflicted  on  the  un- 
fortunate captives.      That^  however,  he 
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might  not  be  misunderstood  in  the  vote 
he  was  about  to  give,  he  had  stated  these 
his  sentifkieDts  as  regarded  the  principle  of 
the  budget,  and  the  declarations  of  Minis- 
ters. But,  at  the  same  time,  be  could 
not  conceal  from  himself  that  we  were 
now  trying  the  issue  of  a  great  experiment 
in  the  West  Indies.  It  was  not  too  much 
to  say,  that  upon  the  result  of  that  issue 
depended  the  question  of  the  liberty  or 
slavery  of  the  African  race  all  over  the 
world.  This  country  had  struggled  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  for  many  years; 
we  had  obtained  the  boon;  we  were 
taunted  by  the  whole  slave-holding  world 
that  we  were  only  seeking  a  chimerical 
good — an  impracticable  object.  Our  suc- 
cess in  carrying  out  the  abolition  of  slavery 
in  our  own  colonies  would  be  the  decisive 
refutation  of  that  opinion ;  but  could  we 
insure  success  without  granting  a  larger 
extension  of  time  to  the  West-India 
planters  before  we  called  upon  them  to 
compete  with  the  slave-labour  of  Cuba 
and  the  Brazils?  He  sincerelv  believed 
not.  If  the  experiment  failed,  the  African 
race  would  be  in  a  worse  condition  than 
they  were  before,  and  America,  whom  he 
taunted  with  its  slave-holding  propensi- 
ties, might  taunt  us  in  return  for  our 
failure  and  our  folly.  He  did  not  for  a 
moment  venture  to  assert  that  this  term 
of  probation  should  be  extended  foi  any 
great  length  of  time,  for  he  felt  that  the 
time  was  fast  advancing  when  the  princi- 
ples of  free  trade  must  be  everywhere  re- 
cognised ;  but  at  the  present  moment  he 
felt  that  that  time  was  not  come  when  the 
West-India  proprietors  should  be  called 
upon  to  compete,  in  the  infancy  of  their 
free  institutions,  with  slave-labour.  There 
bad  been  a  time  when  the  West-India 
proprietors  deemed  that  the  canse  of  hu- 
manity was  incompatible  with  their  inter- 
ests ;  that  day  had  passed  away,  and  he 
conld  now  advocate  their  cause  without 
sacriBcing  his  principles.  He  and  his 
bon.  Colleague  had  the  honqur  of  repre- 
senting one-sixth  of  the  West-India  in- 
terest. Had  he  represented  the  whole  of 
that  interest,  he  never  would  have  allowed 
that  to  weigh  with  him  for  one  moment  in 
his  advocacy  of  the  abolition  of  slavery. 
He  was  now  most  anxioas  to  see  that 
great  experiment  successfolly  carried  out ; 
and  he  thought  that  the  best  means  of 
rendering  it  successful  was  by  supporting 
the  reeolution  of  the  noble  Lord. 


Mr.  /.  Parker  regretted,  thai  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Warwickshire,  as 
a  distinguished  philanthropist,  had  not  ex- 
ercised a  little  more  of  that  charity  in 
which,  for  more  distant  objects,  his  nature 
so  much  abounded,  in  judging  of  the  mo* 
tives  which  had  induced  the  Queen's  Go- 
vernment to  lay  their  present  propositions 
before  the  House.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
would  give  their  conduct  a  somewhat  more 
impartial  consideration,  he  would  find  am- 
ple reasons,  in  the  existing  state  of  the 
commerce  and  the  finances  of  the  country, 
for  the  course  they  had  adopted,  and  would, 
he  was  sure,  not  have  concluded  with  the 
imputation  of  motives  so  discreditable  and 
dismgenuous  as  those  in  which  he  was  most 
sorry  to  see  his  hon.  Friend  had  too  wan- 
tonly indulged.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  at  a 
period  of  mat  commercial  depression  and 
considerabk  financial  difficulty,  had  either 
to  propose  new  taxes,  or  to  avidl  himself  of 
the  principles  developed  in  the  Committee 
on  Import  Duties,  which^  at  the  same  time 
that  they  would  give  a  stimulus  to  our 
manufacturing  interests,  would  replenish 
the  Exchequer,  without  sidding  to, — ^but,  on 
the  contrary,  with  an  alleviation  of  the 
burthens  of  the  people.  Now,  in  regard 
to  one  of  the  articles  on  which  a  reduction 
of  duties  was  proposed — vix.  the  subject 
matter  of  the  present  debate — he  regretted 
to  find,  that  the  exciting  question  of  slavery 
had  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the  good 
feelings  and  passions  of  the  public.  He, 
for  one,  yielded  to  none  in  his  detestation 
of  the  slave-trade,  and  of  slavery ;  and  at  a 
period  when  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
those  who  preceded  them  on  those  benches 
in  the  advocacy  of  Tory  politics,  were 
not  over  strenuous  in  their  assistance, 
the  party  to  which  he  was  attached  had 
achieved  this  proudest  conquest  of  human- 
ity, and  in  pursuance  of  the  great  princi- 
ples which  characterixed  the  policy  of  Mr. 
Fox,  and  had  continued  the  cardinal  point 
of  action  with  the  party  down  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  Earl  Grey,  would  continue 
faithful  to  the  end,  and  would  continue  to 
watch  over  the  happiness,  and  new-bom 
liberty  of  the  negro  nopulatbn.  But 
he  was  bound  also  to  aavocate  Uie  lelaxa* 


tion  of  commercial  imposts,  and  to  give,  so 
far  as  he  could  by  legislation,  a  wi&  base 


ogii 
rider 
and  a  more  extended  actioa  to  our  oon- 
meroe.  He  was  bound  to  watch  with  equal 
solicitude  over  the  comforts  and  the  happi- 
ness of  our  own  population ;  and  in  tne 
aflion  of  an  humanity  not  less  fn^tfn^ftd 
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and  not  less  wise  than  that  of  Gentlemen 
opposite,  he  was  bound  to  take  care,  that, 
in  devotedness  to  the  negro  cause,  he  in- 
flicted no  unnecessary  injury,  and  attached 
no  needless  burthens  on  our  countrymen. 
Hon.  Members  should  recollect  that  they 
had  a  population  at  home  which  demanded 
their  anxious  care — that  they  had  consti- 
tuents who  were  deeply  interested  in  trade 
and  commerce,  and  who  called  in  tones  of 
impatience  for  a  change  in  our  commercial 
system.  ^Ironical  Cheers.']  Yes,  he  had 
constituents,  and  he  would  stand  up  for 
them  in  that  House,  whether  electors  or 
non-electors,  whether  directly  armed  by 
the  constitution  with  the  power  of  influ. 
encing  that  assembly,  or  excluded  from 
direct  representation.  He  would  disregard 
the  potent  cheers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Surry,  and  state  his  determination  to  pro- 
cure for  his  constituents,  so  far  as  he  was 
able,  cheap  bread,  cheap  sugar,  and  cheap 
timber,  and  to  vindicate,  for  their  good  and 
the  general  good  of  all^  the  great  principles 
of  commercial  freedom,  so  far  as  those  ob- 
jects could  be  combined  with  safety  to  the 
national  faith,  and  with  advantage  to  the 
revenue.  He  believed,  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  ad- 
mirably constructed  for  those  purposes. 
They  might  be  defeated  on  the  divbion  ; 
he  cared  not  whether  they  won  or  lost; 
but  the  principles  of  the  budget  would  go 
deep  into  the  heart  and  understanding  of 
the  nation,  and  he  no  more  doubted  its 
eventual  success  than  he  did  the  uprising 
of  to-morrow's  sun.  The  party  to  which 
he  was  attached  would  continue  to  advance 
the  cause  of  commercial  freedom.  They 
would  labour  in  it  as  they  had  done  in  other 
causes  for  the  good  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. They  would  triumph  m  it,  as  they  had 
done  against  other  monopolies  in  state  and 
trade.  It  would  be  found  that  their  opin- 
ions would  be  adhered  to  with  constancy  on 
which  side  soever  of  the  House  they  might 
hereafter  sit;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newark  would  discover,  that  though  in  the 
eye  of  his  superior  wisdom,  and  less  fallible 
mindj  their  conduct  misht  savour  of  what 
he  called  "judicial  blindness  or  infatua- 
tion i"  yet,  that  he  would  not  see  amongst 
the  noble  and  right  hon.  Friends  with 
whom  he  (Mr.  Parker)  acted,  any  such 
instances  of  '*  laxity  of  principle,"  as  might 
be  found  in  the  recent  history  of  the  other 
side  of  the  House  in  many  matters  of  great 
moment;  and,  unless  he  was  greatly  de- 
ceived^ would  be  found  again  at  no  distant 
period,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet^  the 
VOL.LVIII.    {SK} 


Member  for  Tamworth,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  was  destined  to  produce  a 
Budget  to  the  House  of  Commons;  and 
had  to  choose  between  the  sound  principles 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  imposition 
of  new  taxes  on  the  country.  The  budget 
rested  on  two  necessities — ^the  want  of  money 
for  our  Exchequer — the  want  of  employment 
for  our  people.  His  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  might  well 
be  congratulated  that  his  remedy  for  both 
was  one  and  the  same,  and  that  instead  of 
raising  money  at  the  expense  of  trade,  and 
hazarding  operations  which  would  necessa- 
rily pull  different  ways,  the  present  scheme 
acted  with  a  confluence  of  advantage  on 
both  these  objects,  and  whilst  it  was  made 
as  dear  to  his  mind  as  demonstration,  that 
it  would  give  the  chances  and  the  begin- 
nings of  an  indefinite  extension  to  our 
trade,  would  also,  by  the  calculations  of 
the  most  able  authorities  of  the  empire, 
supply  the  national  purse  with  adequate 
resources.  Now  what  was  the  state  of 
trade  ?  Had  Government  exaggerated  the 
condition  of  the  working  population,  or 
found,  in  over-statements  of  the  present 
depression  in  the  north  of  England,  argu- 
ments more  plausible  than  sound  for  their 
proposed  remedies.  For  his  part  he  could 
state,  that  he  never  remembered  his  own 
constituents,  or  the  great  manufacturing 
community  with  which  he  was  connected, 
in  so  prostrate  a  condition  of  despondency 
and  distress.  He  could  state,  that  through- 
out the  West  Riding  of  the  county  of 
York,  a  similar  condition  of  things  prevailed. 
He  had  no  sources  of  information  over  and 
above  that  which  hon.  Members  enjoyed  from 
communication  with  their  constituents. 
But  he  would  state  to  the  House,  that  he 
had  conversed  within  a  short  time  with  an 
old  friend  of  his,  well  known  to  many 
Members  around  him,  Mr,  Francis 
Mande,  of  Wakefield,  a  gentleman,  who 
for  fifty  years,  or  not  much  less,  had  prac- 
tised as  a  Commissioner  of  Bankrupts  in  the 
West  Riding ;  and  that  gentleman  had  as- 
sured him,  without  any  reference  to  the 
present  debate,  that  he  never  remembered 
a  state  of  trade  and  commerce  so  distressing 
to  the  parties  engaged  in  it,  or  a  time  when 
the  humbler  classes  were  suffering  equal 
privations  and  adversity.  In  short,  the  uni- 
versal opinion  was,  that  something  must  be 
done  by  Government  and  that  House,  to 
relax  the  fetters  which  bound  down  the 
energies  of  the  country.  It  would  not  do 
to  exclaim  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 

Q 


451 


Sugar  Dutiei*^ 


{COMMONS}        Wayi  and  ATmim—        4«t 


ih^  university  of  Cambrid^ej  "  Let  things 
alone."  That  wag  a  sentiment  worthy  of 
a  Legislator  if  no  fetters  existed  ;  but  in  the 
present  state  of  things^  ''to  let  trade 
alone,"  was  to  say  that  it  shall  be  sacriHced 
to  the  monopolies  under  which  the  few 
were  flourishing,  but  the  many  were  dis- 
tressed. In  such  a  state  of  things  no 
paternal  Government  could  stand  idle.  It 
was  not  consistent  with  their  duty  to  let 
these  fetters  alone — on  the  contrary,  the 
condition  of  things  he  had  described,  super- 
added to  the  wants  of  the  revenue,  was  the 
best  recommendation  of  the  measures  sup- 
ported by  his  noble  Friends  around  him, 
and  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  introduced  from  a  paramount  sense  of 
duty,  and  not  from  the  too  sordid  and  dis- 
creditable motives  attributed  to  her  Majes- 
ty's Government  by  the  Member  for  War- 
wickshire. He,  for  one,  considered,  that 
for  the  reasons  on  which  their  Budget  was 
based,  the  real  philanthropy  was  on  the  side 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
believed,  too,  that  the  country  was  of  the 
same  opinion.  Was  it  not  true,  that  the 
an ti- slavery  movement  was  a  failure? 
The  Liverpool  society  had  repudiated  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Member  for  Liverpool 
—the  Manchester  society  had  discovered 
faim — the  Wakefield  society  had  done  the 
same,  and  even  in  the  vast  assembly  of  Ex* 
eter  Hall  itself,  he  had  heard,  that  on  this 
very  day  symptoms  of  insubordinate  human- 
ity had  exhibited  themselves,  and  that  the 
good  sense  of  the  meeting  under  the  guid- 
ance of  gentlemen  who  had  served  in  the 
Anti-slavery  cause,  somewhat  longer  than 
the  noble  Lord,had  risen  in  refractory  pro- 
testation against  the  hasty  and  ill-advised 
attempts  to  assistToryism  under  the  sacred 
and  holy  name  of  negro  emancipation.  But 
without  following  up  the  course  of  reason- 
ing, by  which  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  this  part  of  the  question,  have  been 
annihilated,  ne  would  remind  the  House 
that  on  various  occasions  the  right  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had  urged 
most  strongly  upon  Government  the  policy 
of  reducing  the  duties  u|X)n  raw  cotton. 
Many  a  time  and  oft,  in  every  budget  for 
several  years,  had  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
urged  this  point ;  last  year,  he  believed,  no 
less  assiduously  than  formerly  i  yet  he  never 
found  the  noble  I^rd  protesting  against 
this  too  secular  advice.  True  it  is,  that 
cheaper  imposts  would  attract  more  cotton 
— that  more  cotton  would  employ  more 
slaves,  that  the  requirement  of  more  slaves 
would  give  an  impetus  to  the  breeding 


grounds  of  the  Southern  States  of  North 
America^  and  that  every  pound  by  which 
we  increased  our  imports  of  that  commodity 
would  pro  tanio  give  strength  and  fresh 
incitements  to  the  abominable  system  of 
those  provinces ;  but  the  noble  Lord  was  as 
silent  as  the  grave — he  remembered  the 
sublunary  interests  of  LiverpooL     The  ex- 
tension of  its  trade,  the  manifest  advantages 
which  would  accrue  to  that  vast  emporium 
from  the  reduction  of  these  duties,  over- 
whelmed the  sublime  consideration  which 
actuated  his  mind  in  this  debate,  and  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  make  an  Anti-slavery 
protest  against  the  secular  recommendation 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     He  seldom  ad- 
dressed the  House,  and  was  always  more 
pleased  to  hear  the  great  principles  to  which 
he  was  attached  vindicated  by  his  Friends 
around  him,  than  to  take  a  prominent  part 
in  their  debates — but  he  remembered  when 
last  year,  under  the  influence  which  he 
owed  to  his  constituents,  he  took  a  very 
humble  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  com 
laws — he  was  reprimanded  bv  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  stating  his  fuU  conviction 
that  the  time  was  come  when  Parliament 
ought  to  consider  this  great  subject  with  a 
view  to  its  settlement — and  that  it  became 
Gentlemen  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to  re- 
move from  agitation   and  acerbity  so  vi- 
tal and  so  dangerous  a  controversy.  He  was 
told,  that  such  a  sentiment  was  in  mutiny 
against  his  Friends,  and  that  he^  an  humbb 
member  of  her  Majesty's  Govcmment,  was 
virtually    pronouncing     a    condemnation 
against  the  Cabinet  under  which  he  was 
proud  to  serve.     Nov,  if  that   was  true 
then,  it  was  true  no  longer  i  but  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  might  see  in  the  union  and 
decision  of  the  Cabinet  the  best  prospect  of 
bringing  at  length  this  most  exciting  subject 
to  a  rational  adjustment,  with  the  oo-opera- 
tion  of  the  great  interests,  falsclv  consi- 
dered in  hostility,  and  to  the  manifest,  and 
incontestable  good  of  the  community.     He 
believed,  that   her  Majesty's  Government 
had  these  great  objects  in  view;  and  he 
was  convinced  that  they  had  pursued  the 
proper  course.     It  was  necessary  to  enlarge 
our  range  of  commercial  action,  to  open 
new  markets,  and  to  endeavour  to  recover 
old  ones.      This  could  only  be  done  by 
arming  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Aflbirs, 
with  power  to  negodate  with  oAer  states. 
With  what  ability  and  energy  the  noble 
Lord  near  him  would  use  sucR  power,  the 
House  well  knew,  and  could  appreciate. 
Did  he  stand  in  any  other  situation,  he 
would  state  the  advantages  which  Ibe  great 
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experience  of  that  noble  Lord  would  ensure 
for  bis  commercial  countrymen  ;    but  the 
more  they  enabled  that  noble  Lord  to  say 
to  other  oountrieSy  *'  we  will  reciprocate  our 
respective  advantages  whether  derived  from 
nature  or  from  art" — the  more  they  enabled 
him  to  say  to  Prussia  and  to  Germany  ^ 
"  We  will  take  your  timber  and  your  corn  ;" 
to  the  United  States;—'*  We  will  take  on 
more   liberal    terms  the  bread-stuffs,  and 
produce  of  your  soil ;"  to  the  Brazils — '*  we 
will  take  your  sugar  and  your   coffee" — 
the  more    the  noble  Lord  could  impress 
upon  foreign  statesj  the  idea  that  we  were 
a  people  whose  Custom-house  was  not  her- 
metically sealed  against  everything  which 
we  could  produce  ourselves :  that  we  wished 
on  fair  and  rational  terms  of  reciprocityi 
to  trade  with  the  whole  world  ;  that  whilst 
we  wished  to  sell,  we  were  not  unwilling  to 
buy-^the  more  they  enabled  him  to  hold 
this  language,  and  to  carry  out  into  his  di- 
plomacy, the  liberal  principles  in  trade  and 
commerce,  which   from   our  vast  natural 
and  acquired  advantages,  it  was  our  mani- 
fest interest  to  inculcate,  and  which  from 
our  extended  connexions  over  the  whole 
globe»  must  bring  to  us  the  wealth  and 
riches  of  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  earth— « 
the  more  they  instructed  the  noble  Lord 
to  take  this  course,  the  more  our  foreign 
diplomacy  would  become  distinguished ;  and 
great  and  sucoessful  as  it    already  was, 
would  make  England  not  only  the  workshop, 
but  more  than  ever  the  admiration  of  the 
world.    [Ironical  cheers,']     He  understood 
the  cheevs  of  hon.  Members  opposite.     He 
r^pretted  to  see  an  anti«commercial  spirit 
on  thoae  benches  |  he  would  rather  have 
inferred  that   they  had   proBted  by  the 
advice  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam« 
worth ;  and  learnt  from  his  speech  of  last 
year,  that  manufactures  and  commeroe  are 
the  principal  sources  of  agricultural  pros- 
perity.     For  his  part«  he  would  rather  see 
gentlemen  contending  with  emulous  rivalry 
to  augment  their  trade  and  commerce^  and 
the  manufacturing  interest  would  then  see 
with    pleasure    any    further    addition    of 
landed  prosperity.     This  was  a  contest  into 
whiph,  if  rightly  understood,  they  could 
s^ely  enter,  for  the  course  which  enriches 
one,  will  not  impair  the   other   interest. 
We    ask    to    be  enriched,   and  to  enrich 
you  also.      We  ask  you  to  suffer  your  own 
resource  to  be  augmented  by  the  augmen- 
tation of  ours.     We  ask  for  a  portion  of 
that  light,  which  wo  wish  to  borrow  from 
the  same  lamp  of  national  prosperity  ;  and 
which,  whilst  it  gives  us  illumination  and 


comfort,  does  not  add  a  particle  of  obscurity 
to  you.  This  might  be  a  selfish  argument, 
but,  n'evertheless,  it  was  a  true  one ;  and 
he  would  put  it  to  them  not  to  suspend 
their  co-operation  till  the  time  was  gone. 
Our  trade  and  commerce  required  more 
space  aod  room.  We  were  not  asking 
for  monopolies,  but  we  petitioned  for 
the  liberty  of  self-development  by  being 
relieved  from  the  monopolies  of  others. 
He  would  thank  the  House  for  its  atten- 
tion, and  had  he  not  felt  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  community  so  active  and 
intelligent  as  his  constituents — so  deeply 
interested  in  the  extension  of  our  commer- 
cial system — so  deeply  suffering  the  priva- 
tions which  our  present  system  has  brought 
upon  them— could  not  do  his  duty  and  be 
silent,  he  would  not  have  troubled  the 
House. 

Mr.  D* Israeli  was  struck  with  one  ob- 
servation which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  SheflReld,  that  it   was  very 
seldom  one  remedy  was  found  sufficient 
to  effect  a  cure  of  two  connplaints ;  but 
that  in  this  instance  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  happily  devised  a  plan  that 
met  the  complicated  evil  they  had  to  deal 
with.     Why,  all  quack  medicines  partook 
of  this  universally  healing  virtue.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  observed,  that  the 
peculiar  characteristic  of  the  present  mea- 
sure was,  that  it  would  not  only  keep  up 
the  revenue,  and  replenish  the  coffers  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  that  it  would  also  in- 
crease the  commerce  of  the  country  and 
keep  in   the  Government.     He  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  might  have 
given  those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  credit   for  having  a 
sympathy  for  something  better  even  than 
that  of  political  power.     With   regard  to 
the  question  immediately  before  the  House, 
he  observed,  that  there  were  two  points 
which,   during  four  nights'  debate,   and 
thirtv  hours'  discussion,  had  been  pretty 
nearly  established.     It  seemed   to  have 
been   proved   to   the  satisfaction  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  and  he  should  say 
of  the  majority   even  of  the  other  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House,  that  the 
supply  of  sugar  from  our  own  colonics 
was  sufficient  for  the  consumption  of  this 
country.    That   was  a  point   much   dis- 
cussed, and  he  believed  established.     He 
thought    also,    that    another    point  was 
established,  namely,  that  in  case  the  pro- 
position of  the  Government  were  adopted, 
Q2 
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the  reduction  of  the  price  of  sugar  to  the 
tontumer,  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  calculate  from  its  smalluess.  If  so,  it 
would  follow^  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northumberland,  who  bad  put  the 
debate  upon  the  right  footing,  had  stated, 
that  the  real  question  at  issue  was,  whe- 
ther the  adoption  of  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  would  open  new  markets 
to  the  British  manufacturer.  This  was  a 
point  of  the  highest  consideration — it  was 
a  consideration  of  the  highest  interest  and 
importance;  but  if  this  were  to  be  the  re- 
sult or  the  discussion,  what  were  they  to 
say  to  the  noble  Lord  and  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  opened  the  de- 
bate with  the  cry  of  cheap  sugar;  and 
with  the  picturesque  description  of  the 
misery  of  the  population  of  this  country 
for  want  of  cheap  sugar,  and  with  the 
lively  description  of  the  great  benefits 
that  must  result  to  that  population  if  the 
price  of  sugar  were  reduced.  He  con- 
fessed, he  was  somewhat  struck  with  the 
want  of  keeping,  in  point  of  argument, 
when  the  noble  Lord  drew  so  touching  a 
picture  of  the  destitute  condition  of  the 
people  for  want  of  cheap  sugar,  while  he 
almost  with  ironical  rhetoric  described 
those  very  people  as  the  great  consumers 
of  that  article  of  trade.  But  if  the  result 
of  this  discussion  should  be,  that  even 
the  adoption  of  the  Government  measure 
would  not  lessen  the  price  of  sugar,  then 
he  must  say,  that  those  noble  Lords  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  dilated  so 
much  on  the  vast  importance  of  the  price 
of  sugar  being  reduced,  had  been  some- 
what liberal  in  their  imputations  of  cant 
and  hypocrisy  on  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  his  (Mr.  D'Israeli's)  side  of  the  Flouse, 
because  they  bad  expressed  sentiments 
which  he  believed  were  felt  by  the  greater 
portion  of  the  community,  and  had  re-as- 
serted opinions  which  they  had  always 
professed  on  the  subject  of  slavery.  The 
right  hon.  the  Judge  Advocate  (Sir  G. 
Grey),  had  been  peculiarly  liberal  with 
his  imputations  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  his  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  dcKribed  them  even  as 
Pharisees,  thanking  God,  at  the  same 
lime,  he  supposed,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  placeman  and  a  sinner. 
lie  would  call  upon  the  House  to  remark 
the  extreme  looseness  of  the  details,  and 
inaccuracy  of  information  respecting  the 
subject  of  the  opening  of  new  markets. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  opened 


his  budget  by  shaking  his  head  at  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tarn* 
worth,  and  dilating  on  the  importance  of 
entering  into  a  commercial  treaty  with 
the  Brazils«  carrying  on,  at  we  did,  with 
that  country  a  commerce  to  the  extent  of 
five  millions  sterling.  Now,  on  reference 
to  the  official  documents,  it  appeared, 
that  the  amount  of  our  exports  to  Braxil 
was  about  one-half  that  sum,  the  differ- 
ence between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  and  the  fact  being  two  millions 
and  a  half*  But  he  would  call  upon  the 
House  to  recollect,  that  there  were  many 
peculiarities  connected  with  the  Brazils 
which  would  render  it  most  probaUe  that, 
as  a  market,  it  never  would  increase.  Our 
trade  with  Brazil  had  been  stationary. 
The  greatest  amount  of  exports  to  that 
country  was  in  1825,  which  was  a  year  of 
extraordinary  mercantile  enterprise  In 
that  year  our  exports  to  the  Brazils  ex- 
ceeded three  millions.  But  while  they 
heard  so  much  said  of  the  Brazilian  peo- 
ple, and  of  the  Brazilian  nation,  and  of 
the  necessity  of  entering  into  a  commer* 
cial  treaty  with  the  government  of  Brazils, 
it  would  be  well  for  the  House  to  recoU 
lect,  that  the  population  of  the  Brazils 
was  only  five  millions,  and  that  three 
millions  of  that  population  were  negio 
slaves,  and  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
were  coloured  slaves.  Now  it  was  gene- 
rally  agreed,  that  the  population  of  slave 
states  did  not  increase.  But  our  exports 
to  the  Brazils  were  peculiarly  adapted  to 
a  slave  population.  The  articles  were 
cheap  and  not  of  a  very  various  charac- 
ter ;  we  should  therefore  very  greatly  err 
if  we  compared  the  commerce  of  a  coan* 
try  which  was,  after  all,  only  a  slave 
country,  with  our  commerce  with  coun- 
tries where  there  was  no  slavery— where 
there  was  an  increasing  population,  and 
where  the  various  wants  of  the  various 
classes  of  society  required  as  varied  arti- 
cles of  consumption.  He  wished,  now 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  taken 
the  foreign  commerce  of  the  country  un- 
der their  auspices,  they  would  extend 
their  palronnge  to  our  commerce  with 
another  country  in  the  same  hemisphere 
with  the  Brazils — he  meant  Mexico,  where 
there  was  an  increasing  popolation,  where 
there  was  no  slavery,  and  where  there 
existed  a  feeling  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
English  people.  He  had  been  informed  on 
the  best  authority,  that  if  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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had   only  condescended  to  consider  the 
remonstrances  made  by  the  Mexican  go- 
Yernment,  the  merchants  of  this  country 
might  now  have  been  trading  with  that 
conntry  to  the  extent  of  a  million  and  a 
half  sterling  in  the  year.     But  instead  of 
that  the  ports  of  Mexico  had  been  block- 
aded, her  chief  fortifications  destroyed, 
her  property  sequestrated,  and  besides  not 
listening  to  her  remonstrances,  the  expe- 
dition that  was  at  length  tardily  sent  out, 
arrived  one  day  after  the  time  it  would 
have  been  of  any  service.     To  show  the 
beneficial  effects  resulting  from  the  rela- 
tions  formed   by   England   with    foreign 
states,   he  would   remind  the   House  of 
what  had  occurred  with  respect  to  Chili. 
Although  one  of  the  lesser  independencies 
of  South  America,  yet  in  consequence  of 
our  commercial  relations  with  that  coun- 
try, our  exports  were  greater  to  Chili 
than  they  were  to  Mexico  and  Peru  taken 
together.  He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  manufactures  and  com- 
merce of  this  country  would  not  take  it  as 
an  offence  if  he  undertook  to  show,  that 
tbey  were   not  absolutely   ruined.      He 
found,  on  tracing  our  past  history,  that 
complaints,  of  the  decay  of  commerce  and 
navigation   had   always  existed    in    this 
country.    In  the  days  of  Sir  Robert  WaU 
pole  the  complaint  was  raised ;  Sir  John 
Barnard  stood  up  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  stated,  that  the  commercial  ener- 
gies of  England  were  completely  exhausted. 
They  all  knew,  that  there  never  was  a 
more  able  minister  than  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole,  or  one  who  more  completely  under- 
stood    the    commercial    genius    of   this 
conntry.      But,  in    fact,   instead   of  the 
commerce  of  the  country   being  at  that 
time  in  a  state  of  exhaustion,  it  was  scarcely 
in  the  swaddling  clothes  of  commercial 
greatness.    Similar  complaints  were  made 
at  the  close  of  the  American  war.    The 
merchants     of    London    petitioned    the 
House  upon  the  subject,  and  one  of  Mr. 
Burke's  strong  arguments  in  support  of 
his  celebrated  motion  on  economical  re- 
form was,  that  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try were  depressed  by  the  terrible  decay 
of  its  trade  and  navigation.    And  yet  did 
not  every  one  at  this  day  know,  that  the 
reign  of  George  the  2nd,  was  the  most 
prosperous  reign  of  any  Sovereign,  that 
ever  ruled  this  country  ?     When  Mr.  Pitt 
first  succeeded  to  power,  and  brought  in  all 
his  great  financial  measures,  tliere  was  the 
fame  despair  for  the  trade  and  commerce 


of  the  country.     The  merchants  of  Bristol 
were,  in  1786,  greatly  alarmed  at  the  de- 
pressed state  of  trade  and  navigation,  and 
had  been  so  at  several  subsequent  periods. 
There  was  not  one  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
House,  whatever  his  age  might  be,  who 
would  not  recollect,  that  even  before  those 
greater  periods  of  commercial  depression 
(he  leading  men  of  commerce  were  always 
talking  as  if  the  commercial  energies  of 
this  country  were  in  a  state  of  decay.  But 
what  were  the  facts?  If  they  referred* to  the 
only  documents  that  were  open  to  them  on 
the  subject  they  would  find,  that  there  was 
no  evidence   whatever  of  this  decay.     He 
knew,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  took  a 
desponding  view  of  our  trade  and  com- 
merce,  would  argue  thus  : — **  It  is  very 
true,  that  the  amount  of  our  exports  is  not 
only  maintained,  but  even  increased  ;  but 
then  the  character  of   those  exports   is 
changed  ;  and  those  exports  were  now  of 
a  description  which  indicated  the  future 
fall  of  our  manufacturing  power."     That 
was   a  grave  question  ;    but  every  one 
must  agree,  that  it  could  only  be  decided 
by  the  profoundest  and  most  searching  in- 
vestigation.    If  they  were  called  upon  to 
debate  this  question  in  a  committee    of 
ways  and  means,  it  was  absolutely  neces* 
sary,  that  they  should  come,  he  did  not 
say  to  a  hasty  or  hurried,  or  even  precipi* 
tate,  but  to  a  decided,  urgent,  and  impera- 
tive decision.     It  was  impossible  that  the 
ways  and  means  of  the  country  should  be 
denied.     But  if  they  looked  to  the  mar- 
kets open  to  the  commercial  enterprise  of 
this  country,  they  would  not  find  a  parti- 
cle of  evidence  to  countenance  the  appre- 
hension of  decay,  or  even  of  decline,  in 
our  foreign  trade.    There  might  probably 
be  a  diminution  of  exports  to  some  of  the 
countries  with  which  we  traded,  but  it  was 
with  those  countries  whose  markets  were 
disturbed.     Those   who  despaired  of  the 
prosperity  of  our  commercial  career,  must 
look  to  the  state  of  the  market  of  China, 
must  look  to  the  state  of  the  market  of 
Turkey,  must  look  to   the  state  of  the 
market  of  Egypt*    They  would  find  a  re- 
duction  of  the  exports   to    those    three 
countries  amount  to  1,100,000/.  sterling; 
but  no  one  could  suppose  that  the  tariff 
of  England  had   produced  those  results. 
The  diminution  of  exports  had  been  occa- 
sioned by  the  policy   of  the  Government. 
It  was  not  just  to  attach  any  responsibility 
to  the  Opposition,  for  the  present  state  of 
Chinese  affairs ;  those  who  recollected  the 
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debate  on  the  Chinese    question,  must 
koowy  that  no  guarantee  was  given  by 
them  for  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  that  country.     Then,  with 
regard  to  the  affairs  of  the  Levant,  the 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  had 
not  said  a  word  upon  the  subject.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  moved  for 
papers  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworlh,  had  said,  that  he 
could    not   give  any  opinion  till    those 
papers  were  produced.     These  were  the 
three  markets  with  respect  to  which  there 
had  been  any  visible  and  large  diminution 
of  foreign  exports  ;  and  he  asked,  was  it 
possible  to  ascribe  that  diminution  to  the 
English  tariff?      He  could  not  believe, 
that  (here  was  any  ground  for  the  general 
idea  which  seemed  to  be  so  prevalent  in 
that  House,  that  the  commercial  energies 
of  the  country  were  at  the  least  on  a  de- 
cline.    There  was  not  only  no  evidence  of 
a  declination  of  exports,  except  with  re- 
spect to  the  three  countries  he  had  men- 
tioned, and  which  he  had  accounted  for, 
but  he  saw  reasons  for  believing  that  our 
commercial  career,  so  far  from  being  in  a 
state  of  decline,  and  as  it  had  been  said, 
the  sun  of  our  prosperity  being  about  to 
set,  we  had  not  even  yet  reached  our  me- 
ridian eminence.     Because,  looking  to  the 
markets  in  South  America,  it  was  impos- 
sJble  not  to  see,  that  they  would  furnish 
immense  demands  for  British   manufac- 
tures.    And  then,  independently  of  the 
three  large  and  important  markets  in  the 
Western  hemisphere,  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred,  we  had  all  the  great  markets  of  the 
olden  world.    There  were,  for  instance, 
France,  India,  and  Australia.     You  had 
actually  doubled  your  exports  to  India 
alone,  without  reference   to  the  contem- 
plated alterations,  which  would   enlarge 
your  commerce  there.     In  Australia,  from 
exports     amounting     to     200,000/.    or 
300,000/.  sterling,  which  was  their  extent 
io  1 829,  you  had  increased  them  now  to 
]>700,000/.;  and  in  France,  while  in  1629 
you  had  exported  some  450,000/.,  you 
were  now  exporting  2,500.000/.     When 
he  saw  these  facts,  he  could  not  all  de* 
spair  of  our  fortunes,  even  in   the  old 
world;  but  not  only   was  the  continent 
supplying  us  with  a  vast  increase  of  de- 
mand, but,  at  this  moment,  we  were  pene- 
trating to  portions  of  the  globe  hitherto 
unexplored  by  our  commerce,  and  were 
extending  the  navigation  of  the  Danube, 
the  Indusi  and  the  Niger,    Who,  under  i 


these  circumstances,  could  despair  of  the 
commercial  fortunes  of  the  country  ?     He 
protested  against  the  principle  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  Grentleman  who  last  spoke* 
and  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
spoken,  and  who  were  acting  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  of  calling  upon  the 
House  to  consider  the  re-construction  of 
the  commercial  policy  of  the  greatest  com- 
mercial nation  in  the  world,  at  a  moment 
of  financial  exigency.     It  was  a  result  not 
to  be  attained  by  the  measures  to  which 
they  had  resorted.      The  measures  they 
insisted  upon  were  founded  on  erroneous 
principles.     The    object  they   aimed    at 
was  one  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  if 
it  were  the  result  of  the  deliberations  of 
a  Cabinet    Council,    they    should   have 
brought  it  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
in   the    usual  manner.      It  should  have 
been  distinctly  adverted  to  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session.     The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  have  brought 
it  on  as  a  Cabinet  measure,  and  should 
have  moved    for  the   appointment   of   a 
committee   of  trade   and   navigation^   in 
order,  that  a  body  of  evidence  might  have 
been  produced  to  have  assisted  them  in 
their  deliberations.     He    was    surprised, 
that  the  noble  leader  of  the  Admioistni- 
tion  in  this  House  had  thought  fit  to  im- 
pute—what ?     Faction,  to  the  right  hon 
Member  for  Tamworth.     Whatever  might 
be  the  attributes  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, he  never  believed,  that  faction  would 
be  charged  against  him,  and,  of  all  per- 
sons in  the  world,  it  came  with  the  worst 
grace  from  the  noble  Lord ;  he  was,  of  all 
persons,  the  last  who  should  have  made  if. 
Why,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  con- 
descended to  be  factious,  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  have  been  sitting  in  the  plaoe 
he  occupied ;  and  that  he  knew,  as  well 
as  many  of  the  friends  by  whom  the  noble 
Ix)rd   was  surrounded.      If^  indeed,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  when  out  of  office, 
had  proposed  certain  abstract  questiooe, 
and  had  asserted,  that  by  carrying  them 
into  practice  a  Government  could  alone 
exist,  and  when  he  had  obtained  the  place 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  had  not  carried 
them  into  practice,  he  would  have  been 
factious.    If  he  had  denounced  as  a  rebel 
an  individual  whom  he  had  subsequently 
found  it  convenient  to  make  an  ally,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  have  been  justly 
termed  factious.      If  he  had  called  out 
lustily  "  Justice  to    Ireland,"    and    had 
nevertheless  always  given  hia  vote  in  fa« 
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▼our  of  measures  tending  to  a  coercion 
bill,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  nnight  have 
justly  been  called  factious.  Most  of  all, 
if  he  had  come  down  last  year,  and  had 
solemnly  declared,  that  there  was  uo 
basis  for  a  system  of  Goyernment  for  the 
country,  but  agricultural  preponderancy, 
and  had  this  year  brought  forward  a  pro- 
position for  a  filed  duty  on  corn,  unde* 
fined  on  the  first  night,  hesitated  about 
on  the  third  night,  and  changed  from 
79.  6(f.  to  8s.  in  the  articulation,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  might  have  indeed  been 
called  fieictious. 

Sir  H,  Vemey  The  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  appear  to 
have  been  lost  on  the  hon.  Member  who 
last  addressed  the  House,  as  he  has  not 
alluded  to  the  statement  made  by  that 
right  hon.  Baronet,  of  the  advantages  to 
the  West  India  colonies  from  the  removal 
which  has  taken  place  this  Session,  of  the 
duties  and  restrictions  on  the  importation 
of  materials  employed  in  the  sugar  manu-^ 
factory.  But  tne  House  will,  I  hope,  not 
have  been  inattentive  to  those  remarks, 
which,  coming  from  such  high  authority, 
have,  t  must  own,  very  much  reconciled 
me  to  the  absence  of  a  proposal  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  the  import  of  West*Indian 
productions  into  this  country.  I  entirely 
concur  in  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone,  as  to  the  impor* 
tance  of  not  neglecting  our  commercial 
intercourse  with  the  independent  republics 
of  South  America,  but  I  must  wholly  dis- 
sent firom  his  opinion  regarding  our  com- 
merce with  Brazil.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
eonsiders  it  as  of  small  importance,  inas'^ 
much  as  the  population  consists  in  so 
large  a  proportion  of  slaves.  But  Sir,  are 
there  none  but  slave-holding  states  who 
seek  British  manufactures  in  the  interior 
of  South  America?  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  whole  nations  exist  there, 
tome  of  them  native  and  aboriginal  In- 
dians, others  of  Spanish  or  Portuguese 
descent,  who  desire  the  productions  of 
Europe,  and  that  if  these  are  not  furnished 
by  us,  they  will  be  furnished  by  our 
European  rivals.  I  have  met  with  Ger- 
man colonies  in  various  parts  of  the  South 
American  continent,  and  heard  Swabian 
aceents  on  the  rivtrs  of  those  countries, 
and  I  have  leafnt  from  British  merchants 
there,  and  Englishmen  in  those  services, 
aod  from  persons  high  in  authority,  that 
at  this  country  reAises  to  receive  the  pro- 
duce of  Brasil|  Brasil  is  entering  into 


commercial  relations  with  the  North  Ger- 
man States.     It  is  remarkable  that  now 
(br  the  first  time  the  interior  of  South 
America,    is  open   and   opening  to  the 
commerce  of  Europe.     Look  at  the  map 
of  that  continent — Mark  its  great  rivers, 
all  rising  in  the  Andes  or  the  high- plains 
East  of  Upper  Peru,  and  pouring  their 
waters  in    an    easterly  direction  to  the 
Atiflntic   Ocean.     How    vast    are    these 
rivers — how   puny    in   comparison    with 
them  are  the  rivers  of  Europe.    See  the 
course  of  the  MaraHon  and  its  tributary 
streams,  the  Madeira  and  Ucayali.    Ob- 
serve the  river  Plate,  and  trace  the  streams 
that  flow  into  it,  the  Parana  and  Paraguay, 
the  Veomejo  and  Pilcomayo.    Who  of 
us  know  even  the  names  of  these  rivers. 
They  are  strange  sounds  to  us,  and  strange 
they  will  remain,  if  this  country  by  an 
unwise  and  restrictive  policy  abandons  its 
commercial  pre-eminence,  and  relinquishes 
the  commerce  of  South  America.     I  wish 
to  hear  from  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AflTairs,  the  diflficulties  he  has  met  with, 
and  still  more  those  which  he  anticipates, 
in  making  commercial  treaties  with  other 
countries,  and  especially  with  Brasil  and 
with   the  States   of  South  America.     I 
know  the  objections  which  those  govern- 
ments will  raiie.     I  know  that  Brazil  will 
no  longer  consent  to  admit  our  manufac- 
tures if  we  pertinaciously  refuse  theirs. 
The  treaty  with  that  country  by  which  it 
admits  British   manufactures,  at  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  15  per  cent.,  while  we  are 
not  bound  to  receive  their  productions, 
expires,  according  to  our  interpretation 
in  1844,  according  to  theirs  1842.     Will 
they  be  willing  to  renew  it  on  such  terms? 
Will  they  renew  it  on  any  terms  unless 
we  admit  their  productions?    Of  course 
they  will  not.    And  shall  the  House  be 
told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  addressed 
you  last,  that  the  natives  are  but  slaves 
who  will  not  consume  our  manufactures? 
Nations  hardly  known  to  us  are  anxious 
to  receive  them.     I  have  seen  the  first 
bale  of  goods  from  Manchester  or  Shefiield, 
opened  and  exposed  to  the  gaze  of  the 
wondering  Indians.    Some  young  clerk 
of  a  merchant's  house  in  Valparaiso,  Are- 
quipa  or  Lima,  starts  with  a  couple  of 
laden  mules  across  the  Andes.    He  seeks 
some  Indian  tribe — he   disposes  of  his 
goods  at  the  interest  of  1,000  per  cent., 
and  the  taste  for  European  commodities 
spreads  far  and  wide  among  the  natives 
and  ripens  into  a  necessity.    Consider 
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that  hitherto  the  British  merchant  has 
sent  his  merchandize  for  the  markets  of 
Couzco  and  Potosi,  and  the  countries  east 
of  the  Cordillera,  by  the  tedious  and  peri- 
lous passage  round  the  Cape  Horn.  The 
great  rivers  to  which  I  have  adverted  seem 
destined  by  nature  to  be  the  highways 
into  the  interior  of  the  continent.  We 
have  rejected  these  advantages  offered  to 
us  by  Providence,  and  in  these  latter  days 
of  commercial  enterprize,  those  rivers  are 
less  known  to  Europe  than  they  were 
200  years  ago.  I  recollect  having  seen 
maps*  on  which  were  marked  the  spots 
where  naval  engagements  had  taken 
place  between  the  Spaniards  ascending 
the  tributary  rivers  of  the  river  Plate, 
and  the  Portuguese,  those  of  the  Ma- 
raflon;  and  the  rival  European  nations 
had  combated  on  the  morasses  and  lakes 
whence  the  head  waters  of  these  rivers 
flow.  The  fact  of  canoes  having  ascended 
from  the  mouths  to  the  sources  of  these 
rivers,  proves  the  absence  of  rapids  and 
falls.  British  naval  officers  and  others  have 
dcMcnded  the  Marafion  through  its  whole 
extent — they  have  found  that  ships  of 
600  tons  may  ascend  that  river  for  4,000 
miles,  and  it  is  well  known,  that  the  coun* 
tries  to  the  south  of  the  Marafion,  those 
watered  by  the  Ucayali  and  Veomejo,  are 
remarkably  healthy  for  Europeans,  and 
that  the  British  name  is  honoured  above 
any  foreign  nation.  The  Brazilian  treaty 
is  expiring.  Now  is  the  time  to  open  the 
rivers  of  Brazil  to  our  commerce.  The 
wars  of  independence,  and  the  jealousy  of 
Francia,  ruler  of  Paraguay,  long  barred  the 
Spanish  American  rivers  to  us.  The  war  is 
terminated, and  Franciais  dead,and  I  would 
fay  most  earnestly  to  British  merchants, 
embark  your  capital  in  these  regions,  carry 
British  commerce  up  the  rivers  of  South 
America,  and  they  will  yield  you  a  richer 
harvest  than  the  rivers  of  Brazil  or  Peru. 
Here,  then,  is  the  question  that  we  are 
called  on  to  decide.  Shall  we  be  the  na- 
tion to  carry  civilization  into  the  interior 
of  South  America,  augmenting,  at  the  same 
time,  the  wealth,  and  glorr,  and  power  of  ■ 
our  country  ?  It  is  possible,  that  we  shall  | 
repljf  to  this  question,  not  on  its  own  ( 
merits,  but  with  a  view  to  drive  the  noble 
Lord  below  me  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  place  the  right  hon.  Baronet  there  in 
bis  stead.  Is  it  not  the  first  duty  of  this 
House  to  legislate  for  the  i^econiary  inter* 
eat  of  the  owneia  of  sugar  plantations  in 
tha  Wftt  Indies  f    If  it  were  so,  who  otn 


say  that  it  has  been  neglected?  We 
purged  our  country  from  the  heinous  na- 
tional sin  of  slavery,  and  cheerfully  paid 
20,000,000/.  to  abolish  it  in  the  coun- 
tries under  our  sway.  We  glory  in  the 
sacrifice — ^but  are  we  now  to  refuse  to  hold 
commercial  intercourse  with  a  country 
because  that  country  has  not  arrived  at 
opinions  respecting  slavery,  that  were  not 
ours  ten  years  ago  ?  Are  we  to  deny  to  our 
manufacturers  and  merchants,  the  mar- 
kets of  Brazil  and  those  further  nationa 
approachable  by  the  Brazilian  rivers  be* 
cause  a  portion  of  their  productions  are 
slave-grown?  No,  Sir,  our  duty  is  to 
confer  on  that  vast  population  committed 
by  Providence  to  our  care  every  advan* 
tage  and  benefit  that  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature can  obtain  for  it,  as  to  secure  for 
them  as  cheaply,  and  in  as  great  abun- 
dance as  possible,  the  productions  of  other 
countries,  and  to  open  as  wide  a  market  as 
possible  to  British  enterprise,  capital,  and 
skill.  And  are  the  growers  of  com  not 
interested  in  this  question  ?  I  do  not  like 
addressing  to  my  agrtcoltnral  brethren  a 
kind  of  argument,  that  I  trust,  would  not 
weigh  too  much  with  myself;  yet  I  would 
ask  them  to  consider,  whether  it  ia  not  of 
importance  to  them,  that  their  best  mar- 
ket, their  home  market,  should  be  as  good 
as  possible,  their  best  customers  as  wealthy 
as  any  legislation  of  this  House  can  ren* 
der  them.  I  would  ask  them,  to  look 
with  me  at  tome  country  that  haa  been 
wealthy  and  now  is  poor — to  consider,  for 
instance,  Spain :  they  will  find  in  the  me- 
tropolis and  provincial  capitals  of  the 
Peninsula,  palaces  far  more  magnificent 
than  any  that  can  be  found  here,  and  vast 
castles  surrounded  by  estates,  in  compari- 
son with  which  our  finest  country  resi- 
dences are  insignificant.  I  have  seen  the 
palaces  and  residences  to  which  I  refer-^ 
they  still  bear  their  owner's  name,  but  he 
and  his  family  occupy  one  story,  or  ft 
portion  of  a  story  of  the  edifice,  while  one 
story  above  him  and  perhaps  two  below 
are  let  to  strangers. — Ask  him,  as  I  have 
done,  the  cause  of  the  change  in  the  cir* 
cumstances  of  his  family.  He  will  tell 
vou,  that  his  palace  was  erected  in  the 
better  days  of  Spain,  that  his  landed  ea« 
tates  then  yielded  a  very  difierent  revenue 
from  the  scanty  pittance  which  they  now 
aflbrd  —  but  coromeroe  has  quitted  the 
shores  of  the  Peninsula,  and  the  agricoU 
turist  is  involved  with  the  merchant  ia  one 
common  ruin*  I  wy  tbeoi  eoeept  Ibe  pro* 


465 


Adjourned  Debate  {Mat  14} 


(Sixth  Day). 


466 


postl  of  Goverament,  and  a  new  era  opens 
on  our  country.  We  shall  send  our  manu- 
factures to  the  distant  ends  of  the  earth, 
and  our  agriculture  and  commerce  will 
stand  on  a  sure-  foundation.  The  Go- 
vernment are  now  opposed  by  all  who 
think  their  monopolies  may  be  affected. 
They  are  banded  together  against  the 
Ministers  who  have  boldly  thrown  down 
the  gauntlet  to  them.  It  may  be,  that 
the  Government  are  destined  to  a  defeat. 
In  deciding  on  this  course  they  cannot 
have  been  insensible  to  its  danger.  It 
may  lead  to  present  discomfiture— -it  must 
terminate  in  future  triumph — and  if  not 
in  that  of  their  party,  it  must  lead  to  that 
which  I  am  convinced  they  value  far  more 
highly,  the  permanent  advantage  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Kemble  :  Sir,  It  is  not  often  that  I 
address  the  House,  and  it  is  always  with 
reluctance  that  I  rise  to  occupy  its  atten- 
tion, and  when  I  consider  the  late  period 
to  which  this  debate  has  been  protracted, 
that  reluctance  is  not  decreased.  How- 
ever, a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  having  alluded  to 
a  cheer  which  I  gave  during  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  1  cannot  avoid 
addressing  a  few  observations  to  the 
House.  The  cheer  which  I  gave,  was 
when  the  hon.  Member  alluded  to  the 
condition  of  the  negroes,  and  contrasted 
it  with  that  of  the  working  population  of 
this  country.  Sir,  I  deplore  as  much  as 
any  man,  the  distresses  of  any  of  our  fel* 
low  subjects,  but  I  think  the  observations 
of  ihe  hon.  Member  would  have  been 
more  appropriate,  at  the  time  when  the 
grant  of  20,000,000/.  for  negro  emanci- 
pation was  before  the  House.  Such  was 
the  state  of  our  finances,  at  the  time 
when  the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed, 
that  although  we  contracted  a  loan  of 
20,000,0002.  yet  the  country  was  not 
subjected  to  any  additional  taxation,  and 
it  appears  to  me,  that  we  are  now  called 
upon  by  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
undo  all  that  we  have  done  in  the  great 
act  of  emancipating  the  slave.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  has  alluded  to  the 
resolutions  agreed  to  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Anti  Slavery  Society  of  Liverpool.  I  have 
read  those  resolutions,  in  the  newspapers 
of  this  morning,  with  the  utmost  astonish- 
ment. I  cannot  understand  how  the  mem- 
bers of  Anti  Slavery  Societies,  can  sup- 
port a  measure,  which  in  June  last,  they 
laid  would  increase  the  slave-trade  to  au 


enormous  extent.  With  respect  to  the 
revenue  that  was  to  be  derived  from  the 
admission  of  foreign  sugar,  whatever  re- 
venue was  obtained,  could  only  be  by  dis- 
placing to  the  same  extent,  sugar  the 
produce  of  free  labour.  When  on  the 
25lh  of  June  last  year,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan,  brought  forward  a  motion  for 
an  alteration  in  the  sugar  duties,  nearly 
the  same  as  that  now  proposed,  he  was 
opposed  by  the  Government,  although  the 
price  of  sugar  was  nearly  20«.  per  cwt. 
higher  than  at  present.  Two  gentlemen 
of  high  respectability  and  great  intelli- 
gence, largely  engaged  in  the  sugar  trade, 
were  examined  before  the  Import  Com- 
mittee and  one  of  them  states, 

"  I  should  think,  that  to  make  sugar  an  ar- 
ticle of  very  general  consumptioo,  the  price 
should  be  from  50t,  to  609.  including  the  auty. 
That  would  be  from  5id»  to  6id,  per  pound. 
I  think  the  consumption  would  go  on  to  al- 
most any  extent  at  those  prices." 

Now,  Sir,  at  the  time  this  evidence  was 
given,  the  gazette  price  of  sugar  was  57s. 
2|d.  or  including  the  duty  81s.  2{d.,  and 
on  Friday  last,  it  was  d6s.  l|d.,  or  in- 
cluding the  duty  6 Is.  3|d.  I  am  there- 
fore surprised,  that  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, should  now  support  what  they  then 
so  strenuously  opposed.  I  am  confident, 
that  the  good  sense  of  the  country  will 
not  be  with  the  Government  in  the  sup« 
port  of  this  measure,  I  never  will  believe, 
that  the  people,  having  consented  to  the 
great  sacrifice  involved  in  the  emancipa 
tion  of  the  slaves,  will  now  shrink  back 
from  the  accomplishment  of  their  own 
measure,  and  undo  all  that  has  been 
done.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dundee,  has  complained  that  a 
most  unfair  character  has  been  given  to 
the  propositions  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excnequer.  I  agree,  that  an  unfair  cha- 
racter has  been  given  to  them,  in  consi-* 
dering  them  measures  of  frei  trade.  The 
Government  has  endeavoured  to  gain  po- 
pularity, by  bringing  forward  measures 
which  they  say  are  based  upon  the  princi- 
ples of  free  trade.  I  deny,  that  this  is  a 
question  of  free  trade;  the  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  parties,  is  simply,  as 
to  the  amount  of  protection.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  of  the  benefit  that  these 
measures  will  confer  by  opening  new  mar- 
kets, but  it  must  be  recollected,  that  there 
will  be  a  great  danger  of  injuring  existing 
markets.  The  Government  takes  great 
credit  to  tbepiselTee  for  bringing  forward 
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these  meaiures  —  the  administration  of 
public  affairs  has  been  in  their  hands  for 
a  period  of  nearly  eleven  years,  and 
why,  if  conYinced  of  their  yalue,  had 
they  not  proposed  them  before  ?  I 
hate  heard  during  this  debate  a  great 
deal  said  in  praise  of  Mr.  Huskisson, 
of  whose  great  abiiities,  there  could  not 
be  two  opinion^^but  there  was  one  prin- 
ciple, always  maintained  by  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  seems  to  hare 
been  entirely  forgotten,  namelyj  that  in  a 
country  like  this,  there  ought  always  to 
be  a  surplus  of  revenue  over  expenditure 
of  from  3,000,000/.  to  5,000,000/.  I  ask 
the  House,  whether  her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  have  acted  upon  that  principle,  or 
have  they  not,  on  the  contrary,  acted  upon 
a  principle  of  a  late  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  now  Governor  of  Canada,  that 
it  was  better  to  allow  the  money  to  fruc- 
tify in  the  pockets  of  the  people?  What, 
I  ask  has  been  the  conauct  of  the  Go- 
vernment (br  the  last  five  years?  Jn 
1838,  there  was  a  deficiency  to  the  extent 
of  1,428,534/.,  and  that  deficiency  had 
been  increased  in  1839  and  1840,  and  on 
the  5th  of  April  1641,  it  aesounted  to 
5,I68»070/.  We  have  been  told  that  our 
expenditure  will  diminish*— thst  the  afiaira 
of  Canada  and  China,  which  had  been  a 
cause  of  increased  expenditure  were  set- 
tled ;  but  since  that  statement  was  made, 
we  have  been  officially  informed,  that  the 
Government  not  having  approved  of  Cap* 
tain  Elliot's  conduct  in  China,  had  re* 
oalled  that  gentleman,  and  appointed  an* 
other  in  his  place—the  China  question  is 
therefore  anything  but  settled.  Taking  all 
things  into  consideration,  I  cannot  think 
that  the  present  is  the  most  proper  time 
for  entering  upon  the  discussion  of  such 
important  commercial  alterations  as  are 
now  proposed.  I  think  that  experiments 
of  this  kind  are  always  attended  with  con* 
aideraUe  risk.  This  does  not  appear  to 
me  a  favourable  op|>orttinitv  to  enaeavour 
to  teaob  the  principlea  or  free  trade  to 
foreign  Powers  i  when  your  measures  are 
not  mtrodttcedy  merelv  from  a  conviction 
of  the  aoundnese  of  tnoee  principles,  but 
ifom  absolnte  neeeasity,  in  consequence 
of  the  etnte  of  your  finanoea,  I  listened 
with  attention  to  the  speech  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  opened  this  debatot 
and  heard  witn  deep  regret  his  description 
of  the  wretched  state  of  the  operatives  of 
Manchester  and  Bolton.  I  recollect  when 
Ibt  Dokf  of  Wetlington  quitted  office^ 


that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  blamed  him 
and  his  Friends  for  the  state  of  affairs  then 
existing.  The  present  Government  have 
been  in  office  for  a  long  time,  and  now 
that  their  period  of  service  is,  as  I  trust, 
nearly  at  its  close,  is  this,  I  ask  the  result 
of  the  policv  which  they  have  pursued  ? 
Is  the  result  of  their  administration  of 
public  affairs,  that  deplorable  condition 
of  the  people  which  the  noble  liord  has 
described?  They  will  doubtless  obtain 
(torn  the  country  for  their  conduct,  all 
the  credit  to  which  they  are  entitled,  and 
that  I  think  is  no  credit  at  alL  It  has 
been  stated  as  a  resson  for  the  preeent 
condition  of  our  finances,  that  our  estab^ 
lishments  have  been  increased  i  and  that 
this  side  of  the  House  has  concurred  In 
that  increase.  True,  when  we  thought 
that  our  army  and  navy  required  aug- 
mentation for  the  security  of  the  country, 
we  did  concur  in  the  increase  proposed 
by  the  Government,  fVoin  a  desire,  that 
those  important  branches  of  the  aervice 
should  be  placed  on  a  proper  footing 
with  respect  to  other  oountries-^but  f 
think,  that  the  necessity  for  that  in 
crease  was  mainly  owing  to  the  eon- 
duct  of  the  Government.  I  recollect, 
that  when  the  Government  entered  office^ 
a  declaration  was  made  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  the  noble  Lord  then  Prime  Mi- 
ntster,  that  non-interference  would  bo  the 
principle  of  his  Government  with  respect 
to  foreign  policy.  I  ask,  was  there  ever 
a  Government  which  has  acted  lose  upon 
the  principle  of  non*>interference  ?  I  never 
can  forget  the  risk  to  which  the  peace  of 
Europe  has  been  exposed,  by  the  occur- 
rences that  have  taken  plaoe  with  respect 
to  the  Eastern  question — it  b  said,  that 
that  question  is  finally  set  at  rest.  1  tmst 
it  is  so,  but  I  cannot  help  entertaining 
lome  doubts  on  the  subject,  for  one  of  i  a 
results  has  been,  that  for  the  powerftil 
government  of  Mehemet  Ali,  has  been 
substituted  the  miserable  weakness  of  the 


Porte.  In  my  opinion  the  Ooveroment 
are  the  main  cause  of  the  floanctal  diffi- 
culties that  at  present  existi  and  certainly 
it  does  appear  to  me,  that  of  all  neiMe 
that  can  be  aelectad,  fbr  Imnging  rorward 
commercial  mattera  of  aoch  importance  na 
the  preeent,  a  period  of  financial  diffienlty 
is  the  least  favoureble.  If  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  groond  their  proceed- 
ings on  the  report  of  the  Import  Commit* 
leci  they  ongfat  to  have  reappointed  that 
Oomniittoe»  and  eoma  Member  of  the  Oo« 
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vemmeai  ought  to  have  taken  an  active 
part  in  it,  when  any  resolution^  were 
adopted — there  were  never  more  than  six 
Members  and  the  Chairman  present.  But 
the  fiact  is,  that  some  of  the  most  import- 
ant information  given  to  that  Committee 
was  furnished  b;  three  gentlemen,  Mr. 
McGregor,  Mr.  Hume,  and  Mr.  Porter; 
and  it  was  open  to  the  Government  at 
any  time  to  put  themselves  in  possession 
of  the  views  of  those  gentlemen ;  indeed, 
they  must  from  official  connexion  have 
known  them ;  surely  then,  if  they  thought 
the  application  of  their  principles  neces- 
sary to  the  prosperity  of  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  country,  they  ought  to 
have  endeavoured  to  carry  them  out  at  a 
much  earlier  period.  I  trust  the  House 
will  pause  before  measures  of  such  im- 
portance are  passed — measures,  some  of 
which  although  they  may  possibly  suc- 
ceed, and  be  productive  of  good  to  the 
countryi  must  in  the  first  instance  be  the 
cause  of  much  mischief,  much  disorder 
and  confusion.  At  all  events,  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  at  present,  is  such  as 
in  my  opinion,  to  render  this  a  most  un- 
propitious  time  for  effecting  such  import* 
ant  changes*  Under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose 
the  measures  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
menty  and  shall  vote  in  favour  of  the  re- 
solution of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Liverpool. 

The  ChaneeUcr  of  the  Exchequer :  I 
cannot  but  regret,  that  some  of  the  lead-^ 
ing  membera  of  that  political  party  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  belongs  have 
not  been  present  in  the  House  during  the 
latter  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  8urrey>  for  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Pembroke,  and 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lanca- 
shire,  who  assisted  in  the  year  1830,  in 
driving  from  office  the  Government  of  the 
noble  Duke,  whom  they  now  have  joined, 
if  they  had  been  present,  they  would  have 
made  auoh  observations  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  would  have  enabled  him  to  have 
given  a  very  different  description  of  the 
state  of  the  country  at  that  period,  from 
that  which  he  has  painted :  and  they 
would  have  refreshed  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
memory  with  a  few  particulars  which  he 
bat  wholly  omitted.  They  would  have 
reminded  him  of  the  state  of  the  funds^ 
which,  I  think,  a  Gentleman  so  much 
connected  with  the  city,  should  have  re- 
collected^ they  would  have  brought  to 


his  recollection  the  fact,  that  the  agricul- 
tural districts  were  in  such  a  state  of  ex- 
citement that  no  man  could  sleep  in  quiet, 
that  there  were  nightly  burnings  —  they 
would  have  reminded  him  that  at  that 
time  the  King  of  England  was  not  ena- 
bled to  pass  through  his  own  city  of 
London  to  dine  with  the  Lord  Mayor — 
and  with  respect  to  foreign  affairs,  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  alluded  in 
his  speech,  they  might  possibly  have 
caused  him  to  recollect,  that  a  noble  rela- 
tive of  my  own  (Lord  Ashburton),  in  1830 
stated,  that  foreign  affairs  were  In  such  a 
condition,  that  he  defied  my  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Palmerston),  to  maintain  peace 
for  six  weeks.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
information  upon  the  sugar  trade  were  as 
correct  as  his  recollection  of  political  cir- 
cumstances, I  am  afVaid,  that  the  House 
will  not  place  upon  him  that  reliance 
which  from  his  position,  and  from  his  con- 
nection with  persons  interested  in  the 
sugar  trade,  they  would  be  disposed  to  do. 
It  is,  however,  strange,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  opportunities  of  acquir- 
ing information  as  great  as  any  man  in 
the  House,  should  have  touched  most 
lightly  upon  that  which  was  the  peculiar 
subject  of  the  present  motion.  He  has 
descanted  largely  upon  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade,  but  when  he  came  to  the 
question  of  the  lugar  duties  he  has  han- 
dled the  matter  most  gingerly,  and  quietly 
slipped  into  the  general  question  of  finance. 
1  will  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into 
the  amount  of  the  3,000,000/.  or  the 
5,000,000/.  surplus,  which  Mr.  Huskisson 
thought  a  country  like  this  ought  always 
to  have.  That,  I  fear,  is  one  of  the  beau- 
tiful dreams  in  which  financiers  sometimes 
indulge  i  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
look  back  into  figures  and  history,  he  will 
find,  that  such  a  surplus  has  never  been 
continued  by  any  Government.  la  the 
few  observations,  however,  which  the  boa. 
Gentleman  has  made  with  respect  to  the 
sugar  duties,  although  he  has  most  lightly 
touched  upon  that  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  has  fallen  Into  the  ttxy  same 
inconsistencies  of  argument  into  which, 
in  listening  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo^ 
site,  the  House  will  have  observedi 
that  they  all  have  fklleo.  In  the  first 
place,  hon.  Gentlemen  say,  that  I  greats 
ly  overrate  the  amount  I  shall  receive* 
They  tell  me,  that  I  rely  upon  foreign 
sugar  for  my  incomes  (hey  say,  that  I 
should  not  be  able  to  get  foreign  sugar  | 
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they  assert,  that  the  West  Indians  would 
be  able  to  sell  sugar  at  so  cheap  a  rate, 
that  no  foreign  sugar  would  come  in,  and 
they  tell  me  that  my  scheme  is  a  bubble, 
and  assert  roundly  that  I  sliall  not  obtain 
the  proposed  amount  of  income  ;  and  yet 
hardly  are  these  assertions  out  of  their 
mouths,  than  they  turn  round  and  tell  me, 
that  my  proposal  would  produce  such  a 
deluge  of  foreign  sugar,  that  such  quan- 
tities of  foreign  sugar  would  come  in,  that 
the  negro  population  in  the  West  Indies 
will  be  thrown  out  of  employment,  that 
the  West-Indian  employers  will  be  ruined, 
and  that  even   the  rich   valley   of   the 
Ganges  will  be  swamped.    It  would  have 
been  very  desirable  if  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, when  they  agreed  to  oppose  this 
motion,  had  met  to  arrange  their  line  of 
argument;  they  should  have  settled  be- 
forehand whether  I  shall  not  be  able  to 
get  my  revenue,  or  whether  I  shall  ruin 
the  West-India  interest ;  but  the  two  as- 
sertions were  utterly  incompatible.     If  I 
can  ruin  the  West-India  interest,  at  least, 
I  must  get  foreign  sugar  to  provide  my 
income.     But,  Sir,  I  feel  satisfied,  that 
the  proposed  amount  of  income  may  be 
secured,  and  a  proper  protection  be  still 
given  to  the  West-Indian  interest.     My 
noble  Friend  near  me  (Lord  John  Russell) 
has  stated  the  mode  in  which  the  sugar 
duties    have    been    arranged.      I    must 
trouble  the  House  again  by  re-stating  the 
figures,  and  think  I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy 
the  House  not  only  that  ample  protection 
will  be  given  to  the  West-Indian  interest, 
but  that  I  shall  secure  the  amount  of  re- 
venue which  I  anticipated.     When  her 
Majesty's  Government  had  satisfied  them- 
selves, that  the  proper  course  to  meet  the 
financial  difficulties  of  the  country  was  by 
taking  a  more  enlarged  view  of  the  inter- 
ests of  trade  and  of  commerce,  by  deal- 
ing with  the  great  monopolies,  by  opening 
new  markets  for  our  manufactures,  and 
giving  a  fresh  impulse  to  the  energies  of 
the  country,  and  not  by  laying  new  taxes 
upon  a  people  already  sufficiently  bur- 
thened,  it  became  their  duty  to  consider 
what  amount  of  reduction  might  be  made, 
with  a  due  attention  to  the  West-Indian 
interests.    The  duty    at    present  levied 
upon  foreign  sugar  is  3/.  d«.  per  cwt.  plus 
the  five  per  cent,  duty ;   it  stands  in  the 
resolution  which  is  printed  at  36s.,  which, 
with  the  five  per  cent,  would  amount  to 
37$,  9d.  and  a  fraction.    Now,  if  I  take 
the  prio*  pf  foreign  muscovado  sugar  as 


it  was  stated  by  my  noble  Friend,  viz., 
23s.,  or  at  21s.  6d.»  as  it  was  according  to 
the  last  return,  the  price  with  the  duty 
added,  would    amount    to  59s.    3d.    or 
60s.  9cf.   I  am  inclined  to  take  the  higher 
of  these  sums,  for  the   moment  foreign 
sugar  is  allowed  to  enter  into  the  British 
market,  the  price  will  naturally  rise,  and 
British  colonial  sugar  was  always  higher 
in  price  than  foreign  sugar.     Is  not  this 
price  a  sufficient  protection  to  the  West- 
India  interests?     They  are  secured  this 
protection,  a  protection  of  fifty  per  cent. 
Surely,  this  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  pro- 
tection to  the  West  Indies  1    If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  look  to  the  papers  which  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
which  are  printed,  and  if  they  will  take 
from  the  year  1820,  up  to    which  high 
prices  continued,  down  to  the  year  1839, 
they  will  find  that  the  price  of  colonial 
sugar  in  the  British  market  has  never  ex- 
ceeded 37s.,  except  in  the  year   1825, 
which  was  a  year  oif  very  high  prices,  and 
in  the  year  1836,  when  it  reached  40s.  3d. 
In  the  last  two  years,  I  admit,  the  price 
was  much  higher,  it  was  in  fact  excessive. 
The  House,  therefore,  will  see,  that  the 
price,  which  by  the  present  measure  will 
be  secured   to  the  British  colonies,  has 
been  only  exceeded  twice  in  the  course  of 
near  twenty  years.     I  have  been  taunted, 
and,  I  am  bound  to  say,  not  without  rea- 
son, with  the  amount  of  this  protection. 
The  noble  Lord,  the   Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  who  spoke  the  other  night, 
said,  that  sugar  had  become  one  of  the 
necessaries   of   life,   and   that   if    there 
were  any  principle  of  free  trade,  it  was, 
that  the  duties  upon  such  a  class  of  arti- 
cles should  be  lowered.    I  admit  the  truth 
of  that  doctrine,  but  I  am  bound  to  say, 
that  the  object  of  the  Government,  amidst 
other  considerations,  has  been,  to  afibrd 
ample  security  to  the  West-Indian  inter- 
ests at  the  time,  and  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  now  placed. 
I  must,  however,  remark,  that  this  pro- 
tection is  not  entirely  all  the  advantage 
which  the  West- Indian  interests  have  ob- 
tained.    My  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  has  introduced 
a  bill  in  the  present  Session,  for  giving 
certain  assistance    to  the  West    Indies. 
In    the    year    1832,    a    committee    sat 
upon    the    state    of   the    West    Indies, 
and    long    calculations   were    made   be- 
fore the  committee  by  the  West-Indian 
proprietors,  showing  that  the  reatrictions 
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imposed  upon  their  trade  and  commerce, 
made  a  heavy  additional  tax  or  duty,  and 
it  was  stated,  that  the  tax  they  paid  in 
consequence  of  these  restrictions  upon 
their  commerce  and  trade  was  equivalent 
to  a  further  duty  of  5s,  6d.  the  cwt.  I  do 
not  wish  to  bind  the  West-Indian  interests 
to  that  exact  calculation,  because  I  know 
that,  when  giving  evidence  before  com- 
mittees, parties  are  apt  to  somewhat  over- 
state their  case.  I  must  observe,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  brought  in  a  bill, 
which  does  not  entirely  remove  all  these 
restrictions,  yet  which  reduces  the  5s,  6d,, 
and  it  must  not  be  lost  sight  of,  that  when 
the  present  measure  was  brought  forward, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  proposed  some  reduction  of 
the  charges  to  which  West-India  produce 
has  been  long  subject.  I  have  been  told 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  that  I  shall 
not  obtain  the  money  which  I  expect  from 
the  proposed  alteration^  and  I  am  asked 
what  are  those  calculations  on  which  I 
ground  my  assurance  that,  by  this  mea- 
sure the  revenue  upon  sugar  will  next 
year,  and  iu  every  future  year,  increase  by 
the  sum  of  700,000/.  Now,  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  observe,  that  the  manner  in  which 
I  deal  with  this  question  is,  to  fix  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  price,  beyond  which  sugar 
should  not  rise.  So  long,  therefore,  as 
colonial  sugar  can  be  sold  at  a  certain 
pricci  foreign  sugar  will  not  come  into 
use ;  but  the  moment  colonial  sugar  rises 
above  that  price,  foreign  sugar  will  enter 
the  market.  The  question,  therefore,  is, 
on  what  quantity  of  sugar  I  can  rely  ?  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  again  turn  to  the 
table  to  which  I  have  already  referred, 
they  will  find,  that  iu  the  year  1825,  the 
price  of  sugar  was  38^.  6d,,  and  the  quan- 
tity imported  for  home  consumption  was 
3,079,848  cwt.  In  1826.  the  price  fell 
to  305.  7d.,  and  there  was  a  consider- 
able increase  in  the  quantity  imported — 
490,000  cwts.  In  1836,  again,  the  price 
was  405.  lOd.  and  the  amount  imported 
for  home  consumption  was  3,308,000  cwts.; 
bul  in  1837,  when  there  was  a  fall  in  the 
price  to  34s.  8(/.,  or  65.  2t/.,  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar  at  home  increased  by  the 
quantity  of  486,000  cwts.  over  what  it 
had  been  in  the  preceding  year.  The 
prices  last  year  and  the  year  before  were 
above  395.  and  4O5.,  and  the  price  I  now 
propose  to  secure  and  calculate  upon  was 
365.,  being  a  fall  from  last  year  not  of  55. 
or  65.  or  8s.  but  to  a  much  greater  extent. 


There  can,  therefore,  be  no  doubt  that  I 
may  calculate  upon  a  much  greater  con- 
sumption next  year,  and  the  revenue  will 
in  proportion  increase.     Looking  to  the 
price  of  last  year,  and  the  proposed  pricCi 
I  estimate  upon  an  increased  consumption 
of  5*23,000 cwts.  of  sugar;  now,  if  I  take 
that  increased  consumption,  the  additional 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  these  duties 
would   be  660,000/.,  and   to  raise   that 
amount,  every  ounce  that  would  be  con- 
sumed would  be  British   colonial  sugar, 
which  would  come  in  under  the  lowest 
rate  of  duty.    There  is  not  one  ounce  of 
the    foreign  sugar  that   would   pay   the 
higher  rate  in  this  estimate.     Now  in  this 
is  not  included  the  duty  upon   another 
article,  molasses;  on  which,  as  1  formerly 
stated,  the  duty  has  last  year  fallen  off 
40,000/.      Taking,  therefore,  the  duty  on 
molasses  the  same  as  in  1839,  it  would 
make   up  the   700,000/.     Thus,  without 
calculating  for  any  increase  upon  foreign 
sugar  or  on  molasses,  I  do  not  doubt  that 
if  we  can  secure  a  low  price  of  sugar,  be- 
cause all  depends  upon  that,  we  may  rely 
upon  an  increase  next  year  of  700,000/. 
in  the  revenue.    1  have  no  hesitation,  how- 
ever, in  declaring,  that  in  putting  the  in- 
crease at  that  amount,  I  believe  I  have  un- 
derstated it.     I  have  in  my  hand  a  paper 
which  has  been  drawn  up,  and  will,  I 
think,  satisfy  the  House  how  great  the  in- 
crease will  be.      It  takes  the  consumption 
per  head  of  former  years,  and  shews  what 
the  increase  will  be  with  the  population 
of  1841   and  the  five  per  cent.     In  the 
year  1830,  the  consumption  of  sugar  was 
1 9*94  lbs  per  head  ;  and  taking  the  popu- 
lation of  1841,  and  supposing  that  there 
was  the  same  rate  of  consumption  per 
head,  instead  of  receiving  an  additional 
revenue  of  700,000/.,  I  shall  have  an  in- 
crease in  the  revenue  of  1,606,000/.  This 
is  at  the  low  duty  of  245.     In  the  year 
1831,  the  consumption,  per  head,    had 
been  at  the  rate   of  20*11  ;  and  taking 
the  calculation  in  accordance  with  this 
amount,  I  find  that  I  shall  acquire  a  re- 
venue amounting  to  1,659,000/.;  in  1832, 
the  consumption  was  at  the  rate  of  191bs. 
per  head,  and  the  revenue  at  that  rate 
would  produce  1,310,000/.;   in   1833,  it 
was  17-99,  which  would  yield  993,000/.; 
taking  the  calculation  in  accordance  with 
the  consumption   of    1834,   the  produce 
would  be  one  million  and  a  fraction ;  tak« 
ing  it  at  the  amount  consumed  in  1836, 
it  would  yield  549,000/.,  and  that  was  the 
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year  in  which  the  coniumption  had  been 
the  lowest ;  taking  it  at  that  consumed 
in  1837,  it  would  yield  l,ll5,000i. ;  at 
that  consumed  in  1838,  it  would  yield 
1,1^8,000/.;  and  at  that  consumed  in 
1839,  it  would  yield  721,000/.  There- 
fore, if  Gentlemen  take  the  consumption 
of  any  one  year,  except  1836,  as  afford- 
ing a  means  of  exhibiting  the  probable 
future  consumption,  they  will  find  that  I 
shall  receive  a  sum  much  larger  than  that 
on  which  I  had  based  my  calculation; 
and  I  must  observe,  that  during  the  last 
two  years,  not  only  have  the  stocks  of  the 
grocers  materially  diminished,  but  the 
people  of  this  country  have  been  com- 
pelled either  to  give  up  sugar  altogether,  or 
to  do  what  was  almost  equally  injurious  to 
the  revenue,  namely,  to  use  an  adulterated 
article.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  has  lx>rne  high  testimony  to  the  cha* 
racter  of  two  of  the  witnesses  who  were 
examined  before  the  committee  upon  the 
import  duties,  and  I  am  glad  that  he  has 
done  so,  because  it  prevents  the  necessity 
of  my  saying  anything  further  upon  that 
siibject.  what  did  those  Gentlemen  state? 
They  stated,  that  the  moment  their  sugar 
rose  above  60s.,  that  moment  the  con- 
sumption begi(T)  to  fall  off,  but  that  if 
they  90uld  keep  it  between  56s.  and  60$. 
they  might  look  for  an  almost  unlimited 
consumption ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newarki  in  the  observations  which  he  had 
made,  has  expressed  the  same  opinion. 
[Chews.]  I  well  know  what  that  cheer 
means,  for  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Cambridge,  would  sny,  **  Let 
the  sugar  alone;  1  do  not  quarrel  with 
you  about  your  700,000/.;  you  will  eet 
more  than  that."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admits,  that  I  shall  get  the  money. 
It  h  admiUed,  then,  that  the  revenue 
would  be  700,000/. ;  but  if  that  is  the 
Ciise,  what  becomes  of  all  the  taunts 
whirh  I  have  heard  ?  of  the  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
fjincashire  ?  and  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  told  me  that  I  should  not  get  the 
money  ?  what  liecomes  of  all  their  denun- 
ciations of  my  proposal  as  a  financial 
bubble?  Surely  a  bubble  which  brings 
700,000/.  to  begin  with,  would  not  have 
been  unworthy  the  attention  of  the  first 
merrhant  of  the  city  of  London  in  the 
good  old  times.  But  I  am  told  that  there 
is  a  complete  answer  to  my  proposition. 
It  is  said,  '*  You  will  get  the  money,  but 
not  on  foreign  sugar;  you  wdl  get  it  from 


the  home  market — ^the  home  market  will 
be  able  to  supply  you ;  you  are  sure  of 
vour  money,  and  therefore  you  should  let 
It  alone."  This  language  shews  me  that 
Gentlemen  are  not  aware  of  the  views  of 
the  Government.  My  object  never  was  to 
ruin  the  West-Inditn  merchants,  or  to 
prevent  them  from  having  fair  prices.  The 
protection  was  fixed  to  give  fair  and  rea- 
sonable prices  to  the  party  protected,  and 
so  long  as  he  was  content,  and  was  able 
fairly  to  sell  his  produce  within  the  price 
fixed,  he  is  protected  by  the  duty  imposed. 
The  moment  he  goes  beyond  that  price, 
the  foreign  sugar  will  come  into  the  mar- 
ket ;  while  then  I  fix  a  fair  price  for  West- 
Indian  produce,  I  take  a  securitv  on  the 
part  of  the  pufailic,  that  they  shgfl  not  be 
again  subjected  to  the  inconveniences 
which  they  have  already  suffered  by  reason 
pf  the  high  rates  at  which  the  commodity 
has  been  sold.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the^  University  of  Cambridge  had  en« 
tered  into  a  calculation  as  to  produce, 
and  asked  the  House  to  place  entire  re- 
liance on  it.  Now,  in  the  first  olace  I 
told  the  House  that  the  quantity  of  sugar 
likelv  to  be  produced  and  imported  from 
the  british  colonies,  and  the  East  Indies, 
would  be  amply  sttflBcient  to  supply  the 
consumption.  The  right  hop.  Gentleman 
estimated  what  be  considered  sufficient 
for  the  consumption  ;  but  I  shall  prefer  to 
les^ve  it  to  the  consumers  of  this  country 
to  judge  for  themselves  what  is  the 
amount  which  they  require  for  their  con- 
si^mption.  The  whole  object  and  princi|de 
of  tnis  measure  has  been  to  fix  the 
price  at  such  a  fair  and  reasonable 
amount  that  the  consumption  shall  go  on 
without  any  limit  but  that  afforded  by  the 
capabilities  and  wishes  of  the  public  and 
the  consumers.  But  even  if  it  were  a 
matter  of  calculation,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  doubt  how  far  his  calculations  can  be 
relied  on.  In  those  which  are  before  the 
House,  there  is  a  difference  of  30,000 
tons,  beinff  more  than  the  increase  on 
which  I  calculate.  But  if  I  were  to  search 
the  records  of  the  office  of  mv  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  I 
believe  I  shall  be  able  to  find  repeated  re- 
monstrances, and  those  too,  of  a  very  late 
date,  from  some  of  the  very  colonies 
which,  it  is  now  said,  are  able  to  give  this 
country  good  and  ample  supplies  of  sugar, 
in  which  the  produce  is  declared  to  h.ive 
fallen  off.  Now  it  was  stater! ,  that  the 
supply  was  ample.     But  these  colonies 
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must  not  blow  hot  and  cold.  They  must 
not,  when  they  fi^ar  the  results  of  any  new 
reguiatioQt  complain  that  it  will  ruip  them, 
because  their  crops  are  decreasing ;  and 
then  come  forward  and  declare  that  they 
shall  be  ^ble  to  meet  the  coiisupption  with 
a  sufficient  supply.  But  thiq  is  not  all. 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  receiving  in- 
formation upon  this  subject  from  the 
trade  ;  I  have  received  a  most  respectable 
deputation  from  the  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  East  Indies.  Their  statements 
by  no  means  corroborated  the  declarations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There  are 
hon.  Members  who  can  contradict  what  I 
say,  if  I  misrepresent  what  occurred.  I 
asked  the  deputation  what  was  the  amount 
of  price  at  which  they  considered  that 
they  could  export  sugar  with  a  fair  remu*- 
nerating  return  to  them  ?  and  they  said, 
*'  we  will  not  deceive  you ;  we  will  not  give 
you  an  exaggerated  statement,  but  if  you 
look  to  us,  40s.  roust  be  our  price."  But 
if  gentlemen  came  to  me  with  that  state- 
ment, I  must  answer,  that  that  was  an 
enormous  price  to  pay,  and  if  that  is  my 
opinion,  I  shall  do  my  work  exceedingly 
ill — nay,  I  must  be  a  madman,  if  I  trust 
to  the  promise  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ar« 
gue  on  the  other  side  of  (he  House,  and 
take  no  other  security  for  a  supply  being 
guaranteed  to  the  public,  always  remem* 
beriug  that  this  secnritv  ia  a  mere  waste 
of  words,  if  what  the  House  was  told  is 
true.  If  there  is  a  considerable  surplus 
in  the  supply  from  our  own  cploniea,  as 
the  House  is  promised i  no  foreign  sugar 
can  ever  find  its  way  into  the  market  at 
allj  and  no  hprm  can  be  dope ;  but  when 
uncertainty  exists,  I  aip  bound  to  take 
such  a  security  that  the  interests  of  the 
people  shall  not  suffer*  When  this  point 
was  argued  the  other  evening,  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  triiimphaotly  to  the 
prices  current,  and  had  tqld  the  House 
'*  since  the  verv  time  when  this  measure 
was  iptroduceq,  prices  have  actually  fallen 
below  the  limit  proposed."  Will  hon. 
Gentlenncn  stand  upon  the  prices  cnrrent 
DOW  :  Are  prices  continuing  to  fall  ?  The 
momept  that  p£\rties  connected  with  the 
trade  saw  what  was  going  on  in  the  House 
and  the  probable  result  of  the  proposal, 
prices  rosf:.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have  told 
me,  that  Ittst  year  prices  were  high,  and, 
that  then  was  the  time  when  this  measure 
should  have  been  introduced.  But  if  I 
had  acted  upon  this  principle,  did  the 
House  suppose,  that  I  should  not  have 


been  answered,  and  most  properly  too, 
<^  do  not  make  this  change  now ;  this  ia 
not  a  proper  time ;  but  whep  prices  are 
more  equal,  then  you  may  venture  upon 
it,  but  do  not  take  such  a  step  at  this  in- 
convenient period,"  I  have  proposed  this 
measure,  I  admit,  at  a  time  when  the 
amount  of  the  produce  is  great ;  I  have 
proposed  it  when  (  may  be  taunted  that 
the  immediate  reduction  would  be  com- 
paratively small  \  but  I  have  proposed  it 
at  a  time  when  it  will  interfere  the  least 
inconveniently  with  the  West-Indian  in* 
terests.  If  West-Indian  interests  were 
safe  this  year — if  from  the  large  produce 
the  increase  will  have  little  effect  for  this 

?ear,  it  will  act  as  a  notice  for  the  future, 
f  it  it  true  that  this  law  will  be  mere 
waste  paper  for  one  year,  the  only  result 
is,  that  it  has  bean  proposed  and  adopted 
with  thatoautious  discretion  consistent  with 
a  careful  attention  to  their  interests,  and 
they  have  no  right  to  complain  of  such,  p 
course  being  taken.  While  I  am  dealing 
with  the  question  of  protection,  I  beg  tq 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  point 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  other  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  to  which,  \  must  say,  that 
nq  satisfactory  answer  has  been  given,  and 
to  which  it  ia  necesss^ry  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men oppofitQ  should  be  called  upon  to-af- 
ford  sqn^e  ei^planation.  In  1820,  Mr. 
Charles  Grant,  nqw  Lord  Gleoelg,  brought 
forward  a  proposal  respecting  sugf^r  duties, 
He  slated,  that  Mr.  Hu^ki$son,  when  Pre-* 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had  pledged 
himself  to  re.consider  the  sugar  duties ; 
that  Mr,  Huskiason  had  left  office,  and 
that  he  had  succeeded  him ;  that  he  qon- 
yidered  himself  bound  hj  that  pledge 
which  had  been  given  by  his  predecessor ; 
that  he  hsid  given  his  best  attention  to  the 
question;  that  in  concurrence  with  Mr. 
Huskisson  he  had  laid  before  the  Cabinet 
to  whif  h  he  belonged  a  certain  scale  of 
duties.  He  said,  that  after  many  sug- 
gestions having  been  made  to  him,  and 
after  many  discussions  with  idl  parties,  he 
had  at  last  submitted  to  his  colleagues  a 
plan  which  ipvolved  a  redqction  of  duties, 
a  plan  which  they  had  favourably  received* 
but  it  had  been  postponed  on  the  ground 
of  revenue.  That  such  was  the  case, 
h^  been  stated  twice  in  the  course 
of  debate,  and  it  had  never  been  de« 
nied ;  so  far  from  it,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  the  day  declared,  that 
the  difference  between  him  and  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   was   not  a   difference. 
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of  priDcipk.  What  was  the  icala  of  du- 
ties then  proposed  ?  Upon  British  plan- 
tation sugar  a  doty  of  20f.,  upon  East- 
India  sugar  a  doty  of  25s.,  and  upon 
foreign  sugar  a  duty  of  2B$  only.  That 
was  not  quite  50  per  cent — 8s.  upon  20s. 
Now,  I  know  the  answer  that  will  be  made 
to  this,  because  an  answer  has  been  at* 
tempted  on  a  former  night.  It  will  be 
said,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark  has 
said,  that  that  occurred  before  the  experi- 
ment of  the  abolition  of  slavery.  At  that 
time,  however,  the  discussions  upon  the 
question  of  slavery  and  the  slave-trade 
were  going  on.  But  what  were  the  duties 
imposed  ?  20s.  upon  West-India  sugar 
— sugar  which  was  then  cultivated  by 
slave-labour ;  and  25s.  upon  East-Indian 
sugar,  the  produce  of  free  labour.  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  these  duties;  at  that 
time,  the  opinions  respecting  East-India 
sugar  were  not  so  general  as  they  were  af- 
terwards; but  what  was  the  difference  made 
between  free  labour  sugar  and  the  sugar 
of  Brazils  and  Cuba?  An  additional  pro- 
tection of  ds.  only  was  given  to  the  free 
sugar  labour  of  the  East  Indies,  in  com- 
parison with  that  which  was  the  produce 
of  slave-labour  in  Cuba  and  the  Brazils. 
I  do  not  quarrel  with  you  for  changing 
your  opinion  as  ta  the  amount  of  protec- 
tion, but  I  must  ask  the  House  this  ques- 
tion :  How  could  those  who  were  consent- 
ing parties  to  this  proposal  be  prepared  to 
condemn  the  introduction  of  the  sugar  of 
Cuba  and  the  Brazils  altogether  t  I  pro- 
pose a  protection  of  50s.  per  cent,  and  yet 
these  very  parties,  who  themselves  admit- 
ted a  protective  duty  of  3s.  only,  now 
declare,  that  by  the  proposition,  slavery 
will  be  encouraged,  and  would  endeavour, 
by  raising  those  very  arguments  which  they 
had  before  opposed,  to  ride  into  power  on 
the  anti-slavery  cry.  Hon.  Gentlemen  may 
be  sure,  that  the  people  of  England  take 
considerable  interest  in  this  matter,  and 
they  may  be  assured,  that  they  will  ask 
the  question  how  it  came,  that  those  who 
had  been  prepared  to  admit  Brazilian  and 
Cuba  sugar,  with  only  ds.  protection  over 
free  labour  suffar.  when  they  were  in 
power,  should  have  forgotten  those  views 
which  they  had  before  advocated,  and 
have  adopted  others  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  upon  which  they  had 
formerly  acted.  But  there  is  another 
answer  which  may  be  eiven.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Newark  had  said,  that  it  was 
then  a  question  of  price^a  mere  nominal 


thing ;  and,  that  the  produce  was  large, 
and  no  effect  will  be  produced.  But,  if 
there  is  a  surplus  of  pit>duce  now,  above 
the  wants  of  the  consumer,  as  is  stated, 
the  two  cases  are  the  same.  With  regard 
to  its  being  a  matter  of  slight  importance 
in  the  year  1829,  it  was  not  so  considered 
by  Mr.  Huskisson ;  Mr.  Huskisson  argued 
the  question  with  his  usual  ability,  and 
anticipated  great  benefits  from  its  adop- 
tion. Mr.  Powell  Buxton  raised  the  same 
ground  of  objection  which  is  now  raised, 
nor  was  the  question  of  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade  omitted.  He  said,  that  he  was 
afraid,  that  by  the  proposition  which  was 
made,  the  House  was  going  to  encourage 
the  continuance  of  the  system  of  the  slave- 
trade.  Mr.  Grant,  in  his  speech,  alluded 
to  and  answered  this  objection.  Mr 
Grant  was  aware  of  the  objection ;  he 
must  have  brought  it  before  his  col- 
leagues; but,  at  that  time,  it  was  not 
considered  of  much  weight,  though  now 
it  is  so  paramount,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  prepared  to  make  it  the 
standard  under  which  they  would  do 
battle  on  this  great  question.  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say,  that  he 
never  considered  this  objection — that  he 
had  not  taken  those  things  into  consider- 
ation? But  if  he  did,  how  does  it  hap- 
pen that  his  virtue  was  then  at  3s.,  and 
that  he  now  objects  to  any  importation  of 
foreign  sugar.  [Mr.  Ooullmm  said,  that 
he  had  not  assented  to  this  proposition.] 
The  statement  to  which  I  refer  has  been 
made  twice  in  the  House,  and  no  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  ventured  to  contradict  it,  and 
I  am  unable,  therefore,  to  comprehend  the 
meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observation.  Mr.  Grant  made  it  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Huskisson  and  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  if  incorrect,  it  should 
have  then  been  set  right.  It  was  clear 
also  that  much  attention  had  been  given 
to  the  question  by  the  then  Cabinet.  It 
was  remarkable  that  Mr.  Grant  stated, 
that  an  objection  had  been  raised  on 
financial  grounds,  but  that  his  opinion 
was  so  strong,  that  though  he  yielded  to 
the  financial  grounds  of  objection  taken 
by  the  cabinet,  he  reserred  to  himself  the 
right  of  stating  to  the  House  of  Commons 
the  arrangement  which  he  had  proposed. 
I  now  turn  to  my  right  hon.  Fneno,  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  HamleU;  I  trust 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  is  convinced  of  the 
sincere  respect  I  entertain  for  htm,  and 
hope  that  no  words  which  I  might  ase  in 
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reference  to  bim  will  belie  my  feeling.  I 
can  assure  my  right  bon.  Friend  I  am 
fully  persuaded  of  tbe  bonesty  of  the 
opinions  which  he  has  advanced,  and  of 
the  pain  with  which  he  has  felt  himself 
compelled  to  take  the  course  which  he 
has  taken.  But  1  confess  that  1  entirely 
differ  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  as  to 
the  effect  that  would  follow  from  the  in- 
troduction of  foreign  sugar.  My  object 
that  there  should  be  a  sound  and  fair 
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competition  between  the  free  labour  sugar 
of  the  East  and  West  Indies,  and  the 
sugar  that  was  the  product  of  foreign  la- 
bour. It  is  my  sincere  and  honest  belief, 
that  if  it  is  wished  to  strengthen  and  pro- 
mote the  growth  of  free  labour  sugar,  we 
can  only  do  so  by  recurring  to  those  prin- 
ciples which  were  true  in  every  matter  of 
trade,  and  that  the  only  means  of  having 
a  healthy,  steady,  fair,  and  strong  produce 
of  free  labour  sugar,  is,  by  allowing  com- 
petition with  other  sugar,  and  not  by  bol* 
stering  it  up  with  protective  duties.  I 
will  beg  to  refer  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
those  principles  which  he  has  advanced 
on  other  occasions,  when  not  misled  by 
the  better  feelings  of  his  nature ;  and  if 
he  will  bear  these  principles  in  mind,  then 
he  must  concur  with  me,  that,  looking 
back  to  the  history  of  our  commercial 
policy,  there  was  nothing  more  true  than 
the  pririciple  of  Mr.  Huskisson,  that  if 
you  wished  to  improve  trade  you  must 
admit  some  principle  of  competition ;  and 
that  the  worst  possible  thing  that  you 
could  do,  and  that  which  would  inflict 
the  greatest  possible  injury  on  commerce, 
was  to  bolster  and  cocker  it  up,  in  order 
to  prevent  any  other  party  from  com- 
peting. I  must  appeal  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  to  say  why,  when  he  is  prepared 
to  prohibit  slave-grown  sugar,  he  does  not 
object  to  the  introduction  of  coffee  and 
tobacco.  The  only  possible  answer  is 
that  which  has  been  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  when  he  says,  that  he  is  a 
practical  man,  and  he  got  what  he  could 
— that  he  was  against  slaverv,  but  as  he 
could  not  get  all  he  wished,  he  would  be 
content  with  what  he  could  get.  But 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  able 
to  satisfy  his  own  mind,  and  that  of  many 
of  his  friends,  how  will  he  deal  with  fo- 
reign powers  ?  If  he  said  to  the  Brazils, 
'*  admit  my  cottons,^  their  answer  would 
he,  ^*  admit  our  sugar;*'  and  if  he  said, 
^'  I  object  to  take  produce  which  is  the 
growlJi  of  slave-labour,"  the  answer  direct- 
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ly  would  be,  '^  where  do  you  get  yout 
cotton?"    Would  it  be  satisfactory  for 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  reply,  "  I  am 
a  practical   man,   I  get  what  I  can,  I 
know  I  cannot  prevent  the  importation  of 
cotton,  but  I  will  do  my  utmost  to  prevent 
the  importation  of  sugar."   Such  an  argu- 
ment may  be  all  very  well  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  if  put  into  the  mouth  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  I  fear  it  will  only  expose  this 
country  to  the  ridicule  and  contempt  of 
foreign  nations.     But  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  has  chal- 
lenged me  to  prove,  that,  in  the  consump- 
tion of  Brazil  produce,  we  are  encouraging 
slave-labour,  and  has  defied  him  to  show 
that,  by  continuing  the  present  trade,  we 
are  encouraging  it.     Does  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  argue  that,  if  we  send  whatever 
amount  of  exports  to  Brazil  or  Cuba,  and 
they  are  paid  for,  not  immediately  in  the 
produce  of  those  mines  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Antrim  has  referred,  but  by 
the  produce  of  the  sugar  sold  elsewhere, 
the  effect  is  not  precisely  the  same  as  if 
the  sugar  is   sent  to  England  ?     If  the 
sugar  produced  by  slave-labour  is  sold  to 
other  countries,  and,  with  the  money  pro« 
duced  our  exports  are  paid  for,  is  not  that 
precisely  in  effect  the  same  as  a  direct 
encouragement  to  slavery  ?     It  reminds 
me  of  what  we  have  all  read  in  our  child- 
hood, the  story  of  the  cherry  orchard  of 
Miss  Edgworth,  Some  children  are  tempted 
with  the  sight  of  some  cherries  which  are 
brought  to  their  home  to  sell ;  anxious  to 
obtain  them,  they  set  to  work  plaiting 
straw,  which  they  sell  to  a  third  party, 
and  with  the  produce  buy  the  cherries. 
So,  if  you  send  your  cherries  to  the  Bra- 
zils, you  excite  the  desire  there  to  pur- 
I  chase  them,  and  if  you  refuse  to  take 
their  sugar  in  exchange,  they  will  send  it 
to  foreign  markets,   and  so  obtain   the 
means  of  paying  you  for  your  cherries. 
Those  were  the  principles  and  the  reason- 
ings of  Mr.  Huskisson ;  they  are  the  prin- 
ciples of  common  sense,  though  I  admit 
that  they  are  not  those  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  noble  Lord,  however,  particularly  re- 
ferred to  refined  sugar.     Now,  you  take 
a  certain  quantity  of  sugar  from  abroad, 
which  you  refine  in  this  country,  and  you 
export  it  to  the  West  Indies.     Does  the 
noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  this  was  not 
an  encouragement  to  slave-labour  I     Yet 
this  is  the  doctrine  laid  down  with  consi- 
derable emphasis  last  evening  by  the  no- 
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ble  Lord  opposite,  who  appeared  before 
the  House  as  a  disciple  of  Mr.  Huskisson, 
who  expounded  what  free  trade  was,  and 
what  it  was  not;  and  certainly  announced 
some  propositions  which  excited  in  me 
some  astonishment.  If  the  West  Indies 
send  all  their  produce  to  England,  and  if 
in  lieu  of  using  their  own  sugar  they  buy 
refined  sugar,  the  produce  of  Cuba,' does 
the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  the  effect 
is  not  the  same  as  if  a  similar  amount  of 
slave-grown  sugar  were  allowed  to  be 
admitted  into  England  direct!  Even  as 
to  the  refined  sugar,  which  was  exported 
to  Hamburg  and  Amsterdam,  I  cannot 
but  consider  that  the  application  of  Eng- 
lish capital,  and  the  facilities  and  cheaper 
fuel  of  our  refiners,  has  the  tendency  to 
reduce  the  price — that  reducing  the  price 
in  the  foreign  market  increases  the  con- 
sumption and  so  far  has  a  tendency  to 
increase  the  produce,  and  according  to 
the  notions  of  hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite,  to 
encourage  slavery  and  the  slave- trade.  1 
have  been  challenged  to  deal  with  these 
points,  and,  therefore,  I  have  troubled  the 
House  on  the  subject.  I  should  hardly 
have  supposed  it  necessary,  but  the  noble 
Lord  came  forward  as  the  pupil  of  Mr. 
Huskisson ;  he  stated  his  pride  in  his 
master,  but  if  by  any  possibility  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson could  now  look  down  upon  those 
who  called  themselves  his  pupils,  he  would 
not  feel  very  proud  of  them.  To  the  one 
other  point  I  must  address  myself,  because 
it  is  immediately  connected  with  my  own 
particular  department.  I  have  been  taunted 
with  having  now  introduced  a  budget, 
founded  on  a  principle  different  from  that 
of  last  year.  My  hon.  Friends  appear  to 
have  laboured  under  some  difficulty  in 
defending  me  from  this  imputation,  but 
I  must  say,  that  as  I  do  not  consider 
myself  fairly  open  to  the  accusation,  so 
also  I  am  not  wholly  entitled  to  the  ground 
of  defence  that  has  been  set  up  for  me. 
When  considering  the  financial  state  of 
the  country  last  year,  I  was  not  able  to 
conceal  from  myself  that,  independent  of 
the  financial  difficulty  of  raising  an  addi- 
tional revenue,  we  had  also  to  look  to  an- 
other great  consideration,  which  was,  the 
very  strong  feeling  which  I  believed  existed, 
both  at  home  and  in  foreign  countries, 
that  no  ministry  could  exist  in  the  coun- 
try, and  that  no  reformed  House  would 
consent  to  lay  direct  taxation  on  the 
people.  This  opinion  existed  to  a  very 
great    extent,    not    merely   among  hon. 


Gentlemen  opposite,  but  also  among 
many  of  my  own  political  friends.  It 
appeared  to  me  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  both  friends  as  well  as  enemies 
should  learn  that  whatever  party  might 
be  in  power — whatever  might  be  the 
change  in  the  representative  system,  there 
existed  in  the  country  a  determination 
to  find  resources  to  keep  up  the  public 
faith,  and  to  protect  the  honour  and  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  I,  therefore, 
not  so  much  as  a  financier,  as  with  a  view 
to  the  real  general  interests  of  England, 
resolved  at  once  to  bring  forward  a  pro- 
position that  should  be  in  the  nature  of 
direct  taxation,  in  order  that  what  would 
be  the  roost  serious  calamity  might  not 
attach  to  the  country.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  attack  the  motives  or  the  policy 
of  that  course  now  ;  but  what  was  the  re- 
sult ?  The  vessel  had  answered  the  helm, 
and  no  Minister  need  again  fear  that  the 
country  will  not  answer  the  appeal  now 
frankly  and  necessarily  made  to  it ;  but 
when  I  came  a  second  time  to  consider 
the  subject — when  1  found  that  I  was 
again  called  upon  to  have  recourse  to  the 
country  to  raise  additional  means,  in  order 
to  meet  the  public  expenditure,  relieved 
as  I  then  was  from  the  weighty  considera- 
tions which  had  pressed  upon  me  on  the 
former  occasion,  m  conjunction  with  my 
Colleagues,  I  resolved  upon  the  course 
which  I  have  since  recommended  to  the 
House.  I  was  not  unprepared  for  the 
opposition  which  I  was  to  meet.  But 
while  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite attack  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  neglect  to  offer  any  other 
in  lieu  of  it.  Indeed,  it  is  impossible  ex- 
actly to  find  out  what  their  opinions 
really  are.  It  is  admitted  on  all  hands, 
even  by  themselves,  that  a  great  commer- 
cial crisis  has  arrived — that  it  is  the  duty, 
not  only  of  the  Government,  but  of  the 
House  also,  to  provide  some  mode  by 
which  to  meet  that  difficulty.  I  have 
ventured  to  propose  a  means  b^  which 
the  deficient  revenue  can  be  raised  — 
which  avoids  imposing  additional  burthens 
on  the  over- taxed  people  of  this  country. 
I  have  proposed  the  adoption  of  a  scheme 
which  does  not  exclusively  pay  attention 
to  the  interests  and  rights  of  particular 
classes,  but  points  to  the  general  interests 
of  the  community.  That  scheme  has 
been  opposed  by  an  immediate  junction 
of  interests,  but  I  am  surely  entitled  to 
ask,  if  I  am  wrong,  and  if  my  proposi- 
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tton  is  not  adopted,  what  course  are  you 
prepared  to  pursue  in  lieu  of  it  ?  I  can 
very  well  see,  from  the  course  which  the 
debate  has  taken  up  to  this  time,  that 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  shrink  from  giving  an  answer  to  this 
question.  But  this  has  not  been  the 
course  in  other  times.  When  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  was  in  the  House,  though  not  in 
the  Ministry,  and  he  disapproved  of  the 
financial  measures  of  the  then  existing 
ministry,  he  had  the  manliness  and 
straightforwardness  to  state,  not  indeed 
the  particular  measures  which  he  would 
be  prepared  to  propose,  but  the  general 
line  of  commercial  policy  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  pursued.  When 
Lord  Spencer,  in  a  small  and  at  that 
time  hopeless  minority,  opposed  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  on  the  financial 
measures,  be  stated  the  course  which  he 
would  be  prepared  to  pursue,  and  there 
was  no  shrinking  or  concealment  in  him. 
When  my  noble  relation.  Lord  Ashbur- 
ton,  year  after  year  made  his  comments 
on  the  financial  affairs  of  the  country  he 
stated,  to  do  him  justice,  boldly  and 
openly  his  opinions.  But  the  question  of 
the  Budget  has  now  been  a  week  under 
discussion.  There  exists  in  this  House  a 
great  party  who  opposes  it;  yet  1  defy 
any  one,  whether  friend  or  foe,  to  tell 
what  the  principles  of  the  opposite  party 
are  on  this  subject.  I  defy  them  to  show, 
from  their  speeches,  what  their  opinions 
are.  They  have  carefully  avoided  the 
general  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Stamford,  indeed,  did 
enter  largely  into  the  finances  of  the 
country,  and  talked  a  great  deal  about 
ihem-^probably  looking  to  some  position 
which  he  was  to  hold  in  the  embryo  go- 
▼emment.  For  one  whole  hour  he  talked, 
mingling  together  the  Sugar  Duties,  the 
GornJaws,  and  the  Post-office,  and  dis- 
turbing causes,  and  moral  friction;  yet, 
during  the  whole  hour  in  which  it  was  my 
misfortune  to  hear  him,  such  was  the  in- 
genuity with  which  he  compounded  his 
address,  that  no  one  decided  view  or 
opinion  could  be  gleaned  from  it.  If  in 
one  sentence  you  thought  you  had  caught 
a  glimpse  of  meaning,  in  the  next  he  lefl 
a  loop-hole  out  of  which  he  could  slip. 
And  80  with  all  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site who  had  spoken  on  the  subject.  I 
can  well  understand  how  these  tactics 
suit  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  the 
purpose   of  keeping    united    the   power- 


ful party  that  are  now  opposed  to  these  pro- 
positions. This  policy  of  concealment  has 
so  far  succeeded  that  no  hon.  Member 
can  possibly  tell  what  will  be  their  course 
if  they  were  to  come  into  office.  It  left 
them  the  opportunity  of  hereafter  adopt- 
ing any  course  which  might  seem  fit.  But 
this  course  was  not  the  old  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, and  I  do  not  believe  it  will  an- 
swer, in  the  long  run,  with  the  people  of 
England.  The  mode  in  which  it  has  been 
usual  to  carry  on  the  public  service  has 
been  for  both  parties  to  lay  their  princi- 
ples before  the  country,  and  leave  the 
country  to  approve  of  Ine  one  set  of  prin- 
ciples or  the  other.  I  have  been  taunted 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  with 
being  a  plain-spoken  man.  Whether  that 
was  intended  as  a  sneer  or  a  compliment^ 
I  cannot  return  it  in  either  sense.  I  ask 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  not  that 
kind  of  information  which  was  wrung  from 
me  last  year,  to  the  inconvenience  of  the 
public  service — not  particular  details,  but 
the  general  course  which  they  are  pre- 
pared to  adopt.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  provide  for  the  public  service, 
and  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
what  mode  they  would  perform  tnat  duty, 
I  do  not  call  on  them  to  specify  the  actual 
taxes  they  would  propose,  but  the  general 
course  of  policy.  Are  they  prepared  to 
have  recourse  to  additional  direct  taxation 
to  make  up  the  public  revenue  if  they  re» 
ject  my  motion?  I  have  proposed  to 
raise  the  means  for  the  public  service 
without  laying  additional  burthens  on  the 
people  of  this  country-^  if  you  oppose  me, 
are  you  prepared  to  assert  a  further  taxa- 
tion. I  propose  to  open  new  markets  to 
the  industry  and  trade  of  the  country — if 
you  oppose  me,  are  you  prepared  to  lay 
down  principles  which  will  for  ever  take 
away  all  hopes  for  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest. I  propose  to  open  the  doors  to  com- 
mercial intercourse  with  foreign  countries, 
and  to  bind  them  to  us  by  ties  of  mutual 
interest  and  advantage,  stronger  than  all 
the  ties  which  my  noble  Friend  can  cre- 
ate by  the  parchment  and  seals  of  treaties. 
If  you  oppose  me,  will  you  tell  foreign 
powers,  that  you  will  insist  on  their  re- 
ceiving your  goods,  but  theirs  you  will 
not  receive.  Upon  what  principles  are 
you  prepared  to  ride  into  office  ?  1  feel 
sure  — I  see  I  shall  get  no  answer.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  will,  as  usual,  make  an 
able  and  intelligent  speech,  but  he  is 
never  more  able  than  when  he  avoids  ex- 
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pressing  his  opinions.  Even  the  noble  L/>rd 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  who 
could  not  be  accused  of  showing  anT  of 
the  peculiar  caution   of  the   right  hon. 
Baronet,  had  not  adranced  one  single 
proposition,  or,  if  he  had  done  so  in  the 
one  sentence,  had  taken  especial  care  to 
withdraw  or  neutralize   it   in   the    next. 
Howcfer  this  may  be,  I  feel  perfectly  coa- 
fident  that  all    these    propositions    and 
principles  must,  at  a  future  and  no  dis- 
tant period,  govern  the  financial  system 
of  this  ccuntry.     I  am  not  ashamed,  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  regret  that  I  have  laid 
these  propositions  openly  and  at  once  be- 
fore the  country  for   its   adoption,  and 
whether  the  country  shall  be  of  opinion 
that  those  who  had  brought  forward  these 
propositions  should  carry  them  into  exe- 
cution, or  whether,  on  the  contrary,  the 
country  should  think  that  the  execution 
of  them  ought  to  pass  into  other  hands— 
whether  you  will  follow  the  course  which 
we  have  proposed,  or  prefer  the  policy, 
the  honest,  nobl^,  and  generous  policy 
pointed  out  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock, not  attacking  these  questions  of 
monopoly  in  a  body,  but  attacking  them 
one  by  one ;  whether  I  shall  contrive  to 
cany  them,  or  whether,  sitting  on  the 
opposite  benches,  I  shall  have  to  support 
these  measures  one  by  one,  and  to  hear 
the  taunts  addressed  to  those  who,  having 
collected    and     blended    together    these 
single  interests,  to  give  battle  to  a  Govern- 
ment to  which  they  were  opposed,  would, 
when  they  had  used  them,  fling  them 
aside  one  by  one,  was  to  him  a  matter  of 
comparative  indiflference. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  May  17,  1841. 

MfNOTMbl    DUli.    R«id  a  thlfd  Ume :— Exchequer  Bilb  t  * 
Rube  CollcetkMi  and  Uvutittami  \  Bankbif  Copertner- 

•hipi. 
PtdUom  pnMRt^.     By  ttw  Duke  of  Devamlitie,  ftom 
Bath,  fbr  the  MlnMarial  propoiltlon  for  the  Reduction 
or  the  Dttttei  OD  Corn,  Thnber*  and  Siifw.— By  the  Mar- 
quMt  of  Wertmlntter,  fkom  ShUlhal.  Ibr  an  AlteiBtlon 
•r  the  Cor»>lawt.~By  the  Marquen  of  Eseter,  and  the  ' 
Duke  oT  Rutland,    ftom  Lckiitcr  and   Uneolnahire.  , 
■^•iiMt  eny  Alteration  of  the  Coro-laniL— By  Lord  Re- 
dndale,  ftom  SkMne^treet,  Chelaea,  ror  the  AhoUtloB  of 
Ute  Tolls  on  Uie  Brtdfea.— By  Uw  Earl  oT  MountoHhcl.  ! 
from  Uw  Colonial  AModatkm,  aSB^Mtaay  AHetation  to 
the  Tlinhw  Dtttleit 

CoRir-LAWsO  The  Duke  of  Rutland 
presentetl  three  petitions  from  l^icester, 
against  any  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws. 


Earl  FkzmUBam  was  denraiit  of  apeak* 
ing,  and  particulariy  of  spfkiwg  on  thoae 
petitions,  because,  in  the  fint  place,  no 
person  had  a  greater  right  to  be  heaid  on 
this  subject  than  the  noUe  Doke,  from  Us 
knowledge  of  it ;  and  the  noble  Dokc  had 
a  still  further  title  to  their  L4)idship8'  con- 
sideration in  consequence  of  the  mivary* 
ing,  sedulous,  and  watchful  attentioo  whidi 
he  had  ever  paid  to  the  interests  of  those 
with  whom  tiie  noble  Duke  was  immedi- 
ately connected.     That  was  one   reason 
why  he  wished  to  address  thdr  Lordships 
at  that  moment.     But  a  second  reason  was 
to  be  found  in  the  expression  quoted  by 
the  noble  Duke  as  contained  in  one  of  those 
petitions.     The  expression  was  to  this  ef- 
fect— that  the  petitioners  prayed  thdrLord* 
ships  to  make  no  alteration  in  the  laws 
which  now  r^ulate  the  importation   of 
foreign  com.     It  was  to  this  point  that  he 
was  particularly  dearous  of  drawing  their 
Lordships*  attention  as  extennve  landown- 
ers, and  also,  of  course,  as  l^;ia3ators.     He 
confessed,  that  he  had  heara  with  great 
astonishment  the  paragraph  which  he  had 
just  quoted.     It  surprised  him  very  much, 
that  persons,  not  perhaps  identically  the 
same,  but  standing  in  the  same  situation 
as  the  petitioners,  should  have,  within  a 
very  few  years,  come  before  their  Lord* 
ships  with  petitions  of  a  completely  oon« 
trary  nature  and  description.     On  tfie  oe» 
casion  to  which  he  referred,  he  foirad  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land   earnestly 
praying,  that  an  alteration  might  be  made 
m  Uie  Corn-laws.   They  spoke  of  the  great 
distress  to  which  they  were  subjected,  and 
they  besought  their  Lordships  to  take  thehr 
case  into  immediate  consideration.    It  was 
roost  remarkable,  that  the  same  persons 
who,  five  years  ago,  called  on  their  Lord- 
ships to  take  their  case  into  connderation^ 
with  a  view  to  an  alteration  of  the  Cora- 
laws,  should  now  oome  forward  praying 
their  Lordships  to  make  no  alteration  in 
those  laws.     In  1835,  -it  waa  renuufable 
that  they  requind    alteration,  while   in 
1841  they  loudly  expressed  their  opposi- 
tion  to  any  alteration.    The  reason  was, 
not  that  they  disliked  the  law  (in  1835), 
or  that  they  particularly  liked  the  law 
now.     No,  it  was  because   they  disliked 
the  low  price  in  1835,  and  they  liked  the 
present  high  price.     They  were  greatly 
alarmed  at  an  average  of  39i.  per  quarter 
for  wheat;    but    they   clearly   saw,   and 
wished  to  ms  in  tain,  the  advantage  of  an 
average  of  70s  per  quarter.     The  great 
mass  of  the  people  were  contented  with 
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tbe  prices  of  1834,  1835,  and  1836.  An 
immense  rise  had  since  occurred,  and  they 
now  came  forward  to  complain  of  those 
high  prices,  which  the  petitioners  wished 
to  be  continued.  In  the  meantime,  it  was 
proper  for  their  Lordships  to  consider  what 
efiect  the  duties  on  com  produced  with 
reference  to  our  foreign  trade.  They  must 
admit,  that  the  present  state  of  tbe  com- 
merce of  this  country  required  their  most  se- 
rious consideration ;  but  whether  the  distress 
that  existed  was  to  be  ascribed  to  Corn- 
laws  alone  was  another  question.  It  would 
be  most  unphilosophical  to  ascribe  to  an 
individual  cause  a  state  of  things  that 
might  be  ascribed  to  many  causes;  but 
when  such  effects  were  generally  attri- 
buted to  the  Corn-laws,  it  would  be  but 
fair,  at  least,  to  institute  an  inquiry  into 
the  subject.  The  exports  of  the  country 
presented  some  circumstances  of  a  very  re- 
markable character.  It  was  well  known, 
that  the  exportation  of  what  were  deno- 
minated our  perfect  manufactures  (except 
to  our  own  colonies)  had  been  very  much 
diminished,  while  the  exportation  of  what 
might  be  described  as  our  imperfect  manu- 
factures had  considerably  increased,  these 
latter  branches  of  export  being  afterwards 
perfectly  manufactured  by  foreign  states. 
If  this  were  the  case,  as  no  doubt  it  was, 
it  became  still  more  the  duty  of  their 
Lordships  to  take  care  that  no  act  of  theirs 
gave  an  additional  impulse  to  the  growth 
of  those  foreign  manufactures.  The  situ- 
tion  of  our  manufacturing  population  could 
not  be  contemplated  without  serious  alarm ; 
and,  if  their  Lordships  were  not  disposed 
to  adopt  the  measure,  with  respect  to  the 
Corn-laws  proposed  to  the  House  of  Corn* 
mona,  they  surely  ought  not  to  resist  the 
appointment  of  a  committee,  to  inquire 
into  what  were  the  real  causes  which  pro- 
duced the  present  state  of  the  manufactur- 
ing population.  The  prosperity  of  the  ag- 
ricultural interest  must  necessarily  depend, 
ia  a  very  great  measure,  on  the  prosperity 
of  the  manufacturing  interest,  and  any- 
thing that  diminished  the  expenditure, 
and  consequently  the  enjoyments  of  the 
latter,  must,  without  doubt,  have  a  per- 
nicious effect  on  the  interests  of  the  landed 
proprietors.  What  efiect,  then,  did  the  duties 
on  com  produce?  A  very  curious  state- 
ment had  been  put  into  his  hands  by  a 
gentleman  connected  with  a  manufactur- 
ing town  in  Lancashire.  That  gentleman 
stated,  that  the  workmen  employed  by  him 
had  expended  upon  agricultural  produce, 
in  the  year  1835s  t^e  sum  of  12,000/., 


while  in  the  last  year  they  had  expended 
18,000/.  Now,  it  might  be  said,  that  in 
the  mean  time  the  agriculturists  got  the 
benefit  of  the  increase  of  price ;  but  was  it 
to  be  expected,  that  the  manufacturing 
workman  could  go  on  expending  at  that 
rate?  There  was  a  most  erroneous  idea 
prevalent,  that  a  rise  in  the  price  of  the 
necessaries  of  life  would  necessarily  be  ac- 
companied by  a  rise  in  wages.  The  gene- 
ral and  natural  efiect  of  a  rise  in  the  price 
of  provisions,  so  far  from  leading  to  an 
increase  of  wages,  had  a  contrary  tend- 
ency; so  much  so,  that  in  1835  the  manu- 
facturers' wages  were  raised,  whereas  in 
1840  they  were  diminished.  A  rise  in  the 
price  of  provisions  necessarily  increased  the 
expenditure  of  the  working  classes,  but  it 
was  not  met  on  the  part  of  the  employers 
by  a  rise  of  wages.  Taking  long  periods 
in  the  history  of  the  country— -centuries, 
for  instance— no  doubt,  as  the  price  of  pro- 
visions gradually  rose,  there  was  also  a 
rise  in  wages  beyond  the  rate  of  the  pre- 
vious century.  But  this  was  a  very  dif- 
ferent proposition  from  the  statement  that 
a  temporary  rise  in  the  price  of  provisions 
was  also  accompanied  by  a  corresponding 
rise  in  the  rate  of  wages.  On  the  con- 
trary, such  temporary  rise  in  the  price  of 
provisions  only  tended  to  cramp  the  re- 
sources of  the  operative  classes  of  society  ? 

Lord  Kenyon :  Does  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  apply  his  argument  to  the  state  of 
wages  in  the  agricultural  districts  ? 

£arl  Fitzrvuliam  undoubtedly  intended 
to  apply  it  generally. 

Lord  Kenyon  :  I  did  not  intend  to  inter- 
rupt the  noble  Earl,  but  I  wished  to  have 
the  remark  distinctly  understood.  I  must 
say  that  it  is  quite  contrary  to  all  my  ex- 
perience. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  was  glad  to  hear  it; 
but  he  was  afraid  that  his  remark  applied 
as  well  to  the  agricultural,  as  to  the  manu- 
facturing classes.  When  the  price  of  corn 
had  risen  two  or  three  years  ago,  there  had 
been  no  rise  in  wages.  [OA,  oh,^  Well, 
then,  if  his  statements  were  doubted  why 
did  they  not  appoint  a  committee  and  in- 
stitute an  inquiry?  He  certainly  had 
known  some  places  where  wages  had  been 
raised,  but  he  also  knew  many  others  where 
this  had  not  been  the  case.  This  was  a 
principal  cause  of  the  clamour  raised  against 
their  Lordships,  and  the  reason  why  he 
objected  to  the  present  system  was,  that  it 
placed  them  in  a  position  which  he  did  not 
like  to  see  them  occupy.  But  supposing 
that  the  experience  of  the  noble  Lsrd  ap- 
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plied  to  all  dassoi  and  all  places,  «nd  tlial 
a  rise  of  wages  followed  a  rise  of  provisioiis, 
would  it  enable  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  to  meet  on  an  equal  footing  foreign 
manufacturers  in  foreign  markets.  The 
increase  of  wages  muct  necessarily  produce 
an  exactly  opposite  effect.  The  foreign 
manufacturers  had,  and  always  would  have, 
great  advantages,  but  their  Lordships  ought 
not  to  increase  their  advantages  by  unwise 
legulation.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  ex- 
ports of  our  manufactures  had  increased, 
but,  as  he  had  already  said,  it  was  only  an 
increase  of  the  articles  of  imperfect  manu- 
facture* All  woollen  articles  had  dimin- 
ished in  exportation  to  foreign  countries 
(though  not  to  our  own  colonies,  for  in  our 
colonies  we  had  a  monopoly).  Of  cotton 
and  wo3llen  yams  the  exportation  had  in- 
creased, but  when  these  yams  had  been 
converted  into  cloths  then  the  exportation 
had  diminished.  These  were  facts  well 
worthy  of  their  Lordships*  attention.  He 
would  not  on  the  present  occasion  enter 
more  fully  into  the  important  and  compli- 
cated subject  of  our  commercial  embarras»- 
ments,  or  of  the  effects  which  the  existing 
Corn-laws  had  produced  in  relation  to  them, 
but  would  at  once  conclude  with  calling 
their  attention  to  the  subject,  and  present- 
ing a  great  number  of  petitions  with  which 
he  had  been  intmsted  respecting  it. 

The  Earl  of  Ripan  assured  their  Lord- 
ships, that  he  did  not  intend  to  enter  upon 
the  discussion  of  the  Corn-laws,  which  he 
thought  too  large  a  question  to  be  debated 
incidentally ;  but  he  wished  to  refer  to  the 
state  and  condition  of  our  export  trade, 
which  had  been  represented  as  progressively 
declining.  The  noble  Earl  was  too  philo* 
sophical  to  ascribe  all  the  evils  of  the  coun- 
try to  the  Cora-laws,  but  he  (Lord  Ripon) 
thought  he  had  both  seen  and  heard  tnem 
attributed  to  that  source.  But  were  the 
allegations  about  the  progressive  diminu* 
tion  of  our  trade  consistent  with  the  fact  ? 
Ho  took  the  fact  to  be  exactly  the  reverse, 
not  only  in  reference  to  the  general  export 
trade  of  the  country,  but  also  in  reference 
to  those  very  countries  which  were  most 
especially  concerned  in  this  question  of  the 
Com-laws,  He  would  point  out  one  or 
two  matters,  which  he  trusted  the  noble 
Earl  would  take  into  consideration  before 
this  subject  was  again  discussed.  An  ao- 
oount  had  been  moved  for  by  him  in  1839, 
*'  of  the  offidal  and  declared  value  of  all 
British  and  Irish  produce  and  manufactures 
exported  from  the  united  kingdom  in  each 
of  the  last  ten  years,  distinguishing  the 


exports  to  Russia,  Prussia,  Germaoy*  and 
Holland,  and  distinguishing  wooUena,  cot- 
tons, nlks,  cutlery,  and  hardware,  from 
other  goods;  and  a  similar  return  had  also 
been  made  for  the  last  two  years.   In  these 
papers  the  export  tnde  was  estimated  in 
two  different  ways — by  the  official  value 
and  by  the  actual  and  declared  value;  and 
it  appeared  that  this  tnde,   which  was 
stated  to  be  in  a  condition  of  decay,  was 
according  to  the  official  value,  which  mea- 
sured the  quantity,  and  therefore,  to  a  great 
degree  the  amount  of  the  capital  employed, 
and  to  a  still  greater  degree  the  amount  of 
industry  set  in  motion,  in  a  state  oi  in- 
crease*    In  1829,  the  official  value  of  all 
our  exports  was,  56,217,000/.;  in  1830, 
61,152,000/.;  in   1831,  60,686,000/L;  in 
1832,  65,025,000/. ;  in  1833, 69,987,000/.; 
in  1834, 73,835,000/.;  in  1835, 78,360,000t; 
in  1836, 85,220,000/.;  inl837, 72,544,000/.; 
in  1 838, 92.459,000/.;  in  1 339,  97,394,000^; 
in  1840,  102,705,000/.    The  same  rewU 
was  exhibited  if  the  export  trade  was  cod- 
sidered  with    respect  to  the  real  value, 
though  the  total  in  figures  was  not  so  laroe. 
In  1829,  the  real  value  was  35,842,000?. ; 
in  1830, 38,27 1,000/.;  in  1831,37,164,000/.; 
in  1832, 36,450,000/.  ;in  1833,39,667,000/^ 
in  1834,41 ,649,000/.;in  1835,47,372,000/.; 
in  1836,  53,293,000/.;  in  1837,  there  was 
a  falling  off,    the    declared  value  being 
42,069,245/.;  in  1838»  it  was  50,000,000/.; 
inl839,53,222.000/.;in  1840,51,406,000/. 
This,  then,  showed  a  progressive  increaae 
in  our  export  trade*     Then,  how  stood  the 
case  with  respect  to  the  particular  countries 
to  which  the  exports  went?     He  found 
that  the  official  value  of  our  exports  to 
Russia,  Prussia,  Germany,  Holland,  and 
Belgium,  had  also  progressively  increased. 
During  the  last  four  years,  the  amount  of 
our  export  trade  to  those  countries,  in  offi. 
cial   value,    was    as    follows  :«*In   1837, 
17,597,000/.;  in  1838,  18,162,000/.;  in 
1839,  19,347,623/. ;  in  1840,  20,549,000/. 
Practically,  then,  Uie  export  tnde  of  the 
country  was  in  a  state  of  progressive  in- 
crease.    The  noble  Earl  said,  that  mi^t 
be  true,  but  this  cireumstanoe  ought  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  that  the  increaae 
had  taken  place  in  articles  of  imperfect 
manufacture ;  and  that,  therefore,  the  pro* 
At  to  the  exporter  was  less.    To  a  very 
small  degree  this   might  be   so*    QEari 
Fitzmlliam  the  profit  mi^ht  be  more.] 
He  had  shown  that  the  increase  in  the 
export  of  the  two  soru  taken  together  vras 
enormouSf  though  the  decrease  oo  articks 
perfectly  manufactured  was  in  no  proper* 
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tioa  to  the  increase  on  the  other  sort 
Now»  he  could  not  see  what  particular 
ground  of  complaint  a  spinner  employed  in 
spinning  cotton  had^  if  there  should  be  a 
certain  diminution  in  the  export  of  woollen 
manufactures  to  the  particular  place  to 
which  his  cotton  twist  went.  The  increase 
in  the  export  of  cotton  yam  was  exceed, 
ingly  great  during  the  whole  period  of 
twelve  years  he  had  referred  to,  had  the 
diminution  in  the  export  of  perfectly  manu- 
factured goods  comparatively  trifling ;  and 
it  was  a  remarkable  factjthat«  on  dividing 
that  term  into  three  periods  of  four  years 
each,  it  appeared  that  the  second  period,  when 
the  export  was  highest,  comprised  the  years 
1833,  1834,  1835,  and  1836,  when  the 
average  price  of  com  was  lowest:  when 
the  duty  was  the  highest,  and  when  the 
importation  was  next  to  nothing.  He  did 
not  wish  to  draw  inferences  at  the  present 
moment  from  these  facts ;  but  he  thought 
he  had  stated  enough  to  induce  their  Lord- 
diipa  not  to  place  too  much  confidence  in 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  noble  EarL 
As  far  as  he  was  individually  concemed,  he 
could  say 9  that  he  had  never  supported  any 
hill  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws  on  any 
other  principle  than  the  strong  necessity  of 
Jiot  allowing  this  country  to  be  depen- 
dent on  foreign  nations  for  the  supply  of 
the  first  necessary  of  life.  The  evils  at- 
tending this  course  were,  in  his  mind,  far 
leas  than  those  that  must  result  from  a  con- 
trary line  of  proceeding.  The  noble  Earl 
had  complimented  the  noble  Duke  for  the 
excellent  manner  in  which  he  administered 
the  large  property  of  which  he  was  pos- 
sessed, and  he  trusted,  that  those  who  were 
inferior  to  thatnoUe  Duke  in  wealth,  rank, 
and  station,  and  could  not  be  like  that  no- 
ble Duke,  the  dispensers  of  great  bounty 
derived  from  great  possessions,  were  never- 
dieless  influenced,  not  by  the  miserable, 
wretched,  and  selfish  ol^ects,  that  were 
sometimes  ascribed  to  them,  but  by  a  sin- 
cere anxiety  to  do  their  duty  to  those  who 
called  upon  them  for  support  and  protec- 
tion. 

The  Duke  of  Ruiland  said,  he  should 
always  attribute  the  political  conduct  of 
the  BoUe  Earl  opposite,  who  had  intro- 
duced this  discussion,  to  pure  patriotism, 
and  the  desire  of  public  benefit ;  but  before 
he  could  change  the  opinions  he  had  inva- 
riably held  on  this  subject,  the  noble  Earl 
must  adduce  very  different  areuments  from 
those  he  had  ever  heard  him  bring  forward 
IB  that  House,  for  he  did  not  think  they 
could  enact  any  better  lystem,  as  regarded 


this  law,  than  that  of  the  inverse  ratio  of 
price ;  so  that  when  the  price  in  this  coun- 
try was  high,  the  duty  should  fade  into 
nothing  ;  and  when  the  price  was  low,  the 
duty  should  be  such  as  should  equally  pro- 
mote the  interests  of  the  home-grower  and 
consumer.  At  that  moment  the  labourers 
in  that  part  of  the  country  where  he  re- 
sided were  getting  from  13;.  QdL  to  14^.  a 
week,  and,  he  had  no  doubt,  they  would 
prefer  having  com  at  a  remunerating  price 
to  their  employers,  with  a  high  rate  of 
wages,  than  low  wages  without  corn  being 
at  such  remunerating  price.  He  hoped, 
also,  notwithstanding  what  had  been  said 
by  some  noble  Lords  ,  that  it  might  never 
be  supposed  that  he,  or  those  who  thought 
with  him  on  this  subject,  would  be  other- 
wise  than  anxious  to  hear  the  opinions  of 
all  classes  of  her  Majesty's  subjects  on  so 
important  a  question  as  the  Corn-laws. 

The  Earl  of  Stradbrokt  said,  he  could 
state  most  positively,  that  in  the  eastern 
parts  of  England,  wages  had  risen  with  the 
price  of  com.  In  the  years  1834  and  1835, 
when  the  price  was  low,  wages  were  only 
%s.  per  week;  but  when  the  price  rose, 
wages  .had  also  risen  to  their  present 
amount  of  ll^.  and  12«.  a  week. 

Earl  Filzmlliam  said,  the  case  as  quoted 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  very  much  con* 
firmed  what  he  had  himself  stated— which 
was  this,  that  the  exports  from  this  country 
of  half-manufactured  goods  had  increased^ 
but  the  exports  of  complete  manufactured 
goods  to  those  countries  of  Europe  in  which 
we  had  not  a  monopoly  were  diminished. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  You  are  quite 
mistaken. 

Earl  FUzwUliatn  proceeded.  If  our  co- 
lonies increased  in  population,  and  we  had 
a  monopoly  of  the  colonial  markets,  it  was 
obvious,  that  the  markets  for  our  manufac- 
tures must  increase,  and,  therefore,  he  said, 
that  the  markets  where  we  had  not  a  mo- 
nopoly of  articles  into  which  the  greatest 
quantity  of  labour  entered;  had  diminished. 

The  Duke  of  Wellinglon  said,  that  from 
the  year  1829  to  the  present  year,  the 
exports  from  this  country  had  increased 
in  o£Elcial  value  from  56,217,000^  to 
102,705,372/.  The  noble  Eari  was  mis- 
taken, too,  as  to  the  exports  of  complete 
manufactured  goods,  for  those  also  had  in- 
creased. Whatever,  then,  might  be  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  Corn-laws,  the  re* 
turns  from  which  he  had  just  quoted,  proved 
distinctly,  that  our  manufactures  ana  com* 
roerce  could  not  be  considered  as  in  a  very 
unfortunate  statOi  either  in  reference  to 
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quantity  or  value.     But»  although  he  dif- 
fered from  the  noble  Earl  in  some  points^ 
he  cordially  concurred  with  him  in  the  feel- 
ing, that  the  prosperity  of  the  agriculturist 
must  depend  on  the  general  prosperity  of 
the  manufacturer,  and  of  commercial  inter- 
ests in  general.    There  could  be  no  doubt 
about  that,  and  these  Corn-laws  were  8up« 
ported,  not  with  a  view  to  the  advantage 
of  any  particular  interest  or  class  of  men, 
but  with  a  view  to  render  the  whole  coun- 
try independent  of  foreign  countries  in  re- 
spect of  its  supply  of  food.     He  believed, 
that  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  every  in- 
dividual resident  in  it,  were  interested  in 
this  subject.     And,  although,   what  the 
noble  Earl  stated  a  few  nights  ago  was  per- 
fectly true,  that  it  was  impossible  that 
agriculture  could  prosper   without    their 
Lordships  deriving  great  advantage  from  it, 
yet  he  gave  their  Lordships  credit  for  pro- 
moting the  objects  of  this  law  for  the  sake 
of  the  people  at  large,  and  not  for  any  dirty 
object  of  private  interest. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  if  the  object 
of  these  laws  was,  as  stated  by  the  noble 
Duke,  to  make  this  country  independent  of 
others  for  the  supply  of  food,  they  had  not 
answered  the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
intended.    During  the  eleven  years  pre- 
vious to  1839,  we  had  imported  more  com 
than  in  any  eleven  years  before ;   it  had, 
therefore,  not  rendered  us  independent  of 
foreign  countries  for  our  supply  of  food. 
In  fact,  we  had,  during  those  eleven  years, 
imported  on  an  average  900  quarters  of 
wheat  per  year,  exclusive  of  the  importa- 
tion of  flour  and  other  species  of  grain. 
The  noble  Duke  (Rutland)  had  said,  that 
the  price  of  wages  had  risen  with  the  price 
of  com,  but  that  had  not  been  the  case  in 
the  South,     fie  knew,  that  in  the  southern 
and  western  parts  of  England,  wages  were 
on  the  same  footing  now  as  when  the  price 
of  corn  was  much  lower  $   and  very  natu- 
rally so,  for  wages  did  not  depend  on  the 
price  of  com,  but,  like  other  articles,  on 
the  supply  in  the  market     With  respect 
to  the  exports,  the  fact  was,  as  had  been 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend,  that  the  export 
of  finished  goods  had  diminished  in  propor- 
tion to  the  unfinished.     In  1829,  the  pro- 
portion was  61,000^  of  perfect  goods  to 
39»000/.  of  unfinished.     In  1839,  the  pro* 
portion  was  exactly  the  reverse.    It  was 
68,000/.  imperfect  to  32,000/.  of  perfect. 
This  was  a  great  injury  to  the  operative, 
who  lost  the  employment  which  would  be 
derived  from  finiahing,  and  that  too  the  most 
valuable  part  of  th«  employment*  No  man 


who  looked  at  the  retums  upon  the  Table  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  or  who  took  theleast 
trouble  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
what  was  passing  in  the  country,  could  for 
a  moment  doubt,  that  the  manufacturers  of 
England  were  in  a  distressed  state,  and 
one  of  the  proofs  of  this  was  to  be  found 
in  the  fact,  that  many  of  the  manufactories 
were  now  working  only  half  time.  Their 
Lordships,  he  was  afraid,  were  not  sensible 
of  the  great  distress  which  existed  in  the 
manufacturing  districts.  He  would,  there- 
fore, beg  leave  to  read  an  extract  of  a 
letter  he  had  received  from  Manchester, 
dated  May  16  th.    It  was  as  follows  :— 

"The  cotton  mills  in  Stockport, Slaly bridge, 
and  AahtoD,  are  nearly  all  workiog  short  time 
— four  days  per  week.  Two  mills  jast  beside 
where  I  live,  will  commeDce  working  five 
days  per  week,  in  the  morning.  The  cotton 
trade  is  in  a  truly  awful  state." 

He  hud  received  other  letters  from  the 
manufacturing  districts,  describing  the  dis- 
tresa  which  existed  theret  the  result  of 
which  was  that  :— 

**  In  Bolton,  every  eighth  hoose^  shop,  or 
factory,  is  vacant. 

'*  In  Stockport,  about  the  same.  Of  the 
houses  occupied,  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent, 
pay  no  rent. 

*'  In  Ash  ton  and  Oldham,  the  unoccupied 
property  is  ten  per  cent,  of  rental. 

''In  Manchester  township,  the  proportion 
is  eieht  per  cent. 

"In  Salford,  ten  percent." 

His  informant  also  stated : — 

*<  I  lately  walked  through  a  street  with  less 
than  a  hundred  houses  in  it,  of  which  two 
years  ago,  every  one  was  inhabited,  and 
counted  twenty  vacant. 

"At  Rinffley,  between  Manchester  and 
Bolton,  stands  a  large  factory,  the  owner  of 
which  offers  it  rent  free,  with  a  bonus  otlfiOOl. 
a-year,  to  anyone  who  will  work  it,  keep  his 
machinery  in  order,  and  enable  the  tenants  of 
his  cottages  to  pay  rent. 

**  A  factory  at  Carton,  erected  a  few  years 
ago,  at  an  expense  of  120,000/.  was  valued, 
eighteen  months  since,  at  96,000/.,  is  now  on 
sale,  and  is  not  expected  to  fetch  more  than 
45,000/. 

He  had  also  been  informed,  that  it  ap« 
peared  from  an  inquiry  instituted  by  the 
mayor  of  Manchester,  into  the  state  of  the 
poor<— that  amongst  2.000  fmmQies,  there 
appeared  to  be  21,417  pewn-tiekeCs,  for 
property  of  the  value  of  2,780/.,  and 
amongst  other  2,000  families,  pawn«ticketi 
for  2,830/*,  whidi  would  give  for  10,000 
^fnilitffj  tho  whole  number  wboio  cam 
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were  investigated,  upwards  of  200,000 
tickets,  for  property  worth  41,700/.  He 
belieredy  therefore,  that  the  distress  which 
existed  was  almost  unexampled,  and  he 
had  no  doubt,  that  it  was  caused  by  the 
Com«]aws,  which  excluded  our  manufac 
tures  from  the  foreign  market,  and  cer- 
tainly/as  the  conditionof  our  peopleshowed, 
did  not  extend  the  home  market.  While 
he  was  on  his  legs,  he  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  statements  which  he  had 
made  on  a  former  occasion,  with  reference 
to  the  consumption  of  wheat  in  Ireland  and 
Scodand.  He  had  since  then  examined 
the  returns  laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table, 
and  had  found,  that  what  he  had  stated, 
was  quite  accurate.  He  could  but  express 
some  surprise,  that  noble  Lords  opposite, 
should  have  felt  indignant  at  his  having 
made  statements  which  they  must  now 
know  were  perfectly  true. 

The  Earl  of  Haddingian  strongly  denied 
that  any  such  sentiment  had  been  expressed 
at  his  side  of  the  House  as  the  noble  Earl, 
who  spoke  last,  appeared  to  suppose:  on 
the  contrary,  he  heartily  rejoiced,  that 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  able  to  retain 
such  increased  quantities  of  wheat  for  their 
own  consumption. 

Lord  Ashhurlon  wished  to  refer  to  one 
or  two  points  which  had  arisen  out  of  the 
present  discussion.  The  official  returns,  in 
the  first  place,  he  would  state  clearly 
proved,  that  there  was  no  progressive  or 
habitual  distress  or  decay  in  our  commerce, 
and  knowing,  that  great  misery  existed  in 
the  manufacturing  districts,  he  was  cer- 
tainly surprised  at  this  fact,  and  could  not 
account  for  it.  But  admitting,  that  this 
distress  existed,  he  believed,  that  they 
would  enormously  add  to  it  bv  the  adoption 
of  the  measures  which  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (  Earl  Fitzwilliam  )  recommended. 
Distresses  at  Manchester  and  Birmingham, 
especially  at  the  latter  place,  had  been 
more  justly  attributed  to  the  disturbed  state 
of  the  currency.  The  report  of  the  Liver- 
pool Chamber  of  Commerce  established 
this  point.  The  prosperity  of  the  manu- 
facturing interest  had  grown  up  under  and 
was  cotemporaneous  with  the  present  Corn- 
laws.  It  had  risen  from  and  (with 
occasional  fluctuations)  had  gained  its 
strength  under  the  very  laws,  which,  it 
was  fuleged,  caused  its  ruin.  AH  the  large 
speculations  were  entered  into  by  the 
manufieicturers— the  principal  wealth  of  the 
oonntry  flowed  from  the  manufacturing 
towns.  The  mat  part  of  the  capital, 
Utb  of  the  rauways  in  his  own  oounty, 


and   of  the  eastern  counties  railway  be- 
longed to    Manchester  and   Birmingham, 
and   he   ventured   to   assert,  that  of   the 
60,000,000/.  invested  in  railway  qpecula- 
tions,  50,000,000/.  came  from  manufactur- 
ing towns.     In  his  opinion,  therefore,  it 
was  both  the  grossest  folly  and  injustice  on 
the  part  of  the  manufacturers  to  endeavour 
to  put  down  the   other   interests  of  the 
country,  and  at   the  same  time  by    this 
means  to  destroy  their  own  home  markets. 
If  the  Government  had  never  agitated  this 
question,  if  the  Corn-laws  had  not   been 
put  forward  as  the  cause  of  the  existing 
commercial  distress,  such  an  idea  would 
never  have  crossed  the  minds  of  the  mer- 
chants or  manufacturers.      The  question 
was  one  which  caused  the  strongest  excite- 
ment and  suspense  in  the  feelings  of  large 
classes  of  the  people,  and  the  noble  Vis- 
count, in  opposition  to  his  own  declarations 
and  the  Government  with  whom  he  acted, 
incurred  a  most    serious  responsibility  by 
again  causing  its  general  agitation.     The 
report  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  to 
which  he  had  already  alluded,  concluded 
by  stating,  that  all  speculations  would  be 
stopped,  and  trade  severely  checked,  until 
the  question  was  settled.     He  would  only 
refer  to  one  other  point  connected  with  this 
question.     It  had  been  alleged  that  this 
country  was  unable  to  provide  a  supply  of 
com  equal  to  the  demand,  and  that  there  was 
a  constant  necessity  for  the  admission  of  fo- 
reign grain.    But  how  were  the  real  facts 
of  the  case  as  proved  by  the  Parliamentary 
returns?    Why,  it  was  there  shown,  that 
in  the  years  1838  and  1839,  a  supply  from 
foreign  countries  was  wanted,  but  that  in 
the  six  preceding  years,  1837,  1836,  1835, 
1834,  1833,  and  1832,  the  supply  of  Eng- 
land and  her  colonies  was  sufficient  for  her 
consumption.    In  the  four  years  preceding 
1832,  there  was  also  a  necessity  for  a  smafi 
assistance  from  abroad,  but  in  the  seven 
previous  years  no  such  necesrity  existed, 
and  the  supply  was  amply  sufficient.  These 
facts  proved,  that  in  the  long  run  of  years, 
and  under  ordinary  circumstances,  our  own 
supply  was  sufficient ;  and  the  very  ground 
on  [which  all  the  arguments  against  the 
Corn-laws  were  founded,  was  thereby  cut 
from  under  the  feet  of  their  opponents.  As 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  entered  at  length 
into  the  various  points  connected  with  the 
I  question  he  (LokI  Ashburton)  should  not 
feel  himself  justified  in  doing  so;  but  if 
the  noble  Earl  had  considered  the  subject 
in  all  its  bearings  and  ramifications,   he 
should  have  been  prepared  to  follow  hia»| 
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and  to  prove,  that  the  present  Corn-laws 
fully  answered  the  purposes  for  which  thej 
were  enacted. 

Earl  FUzwiUiam  said,  it  was  ^uite  true* 
when  we  had  more  than  an  ordinary  sup* 
ply  of  com,  that  we  did  not  want  a  foreign 
supply.  When  he  had  spoken  of  these 
Corn-laws  as  being  new,  he  had  been  found 
fault  with  as  mis-stating  the  case.  But 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashburtoo)  said, 
that  they  must  look  back  to  the  year  1815, 
when  the  new  law  was  introduced. 

The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  stated,  that  this 
was  the  first  time,  that  a  Government 
came  down  to  Parliament  and  proposed  to 
impose  a  direct  tax  on  bread.  He  con- 
tended, that  this  was  the  case,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  stated,  that  he  ex- 
pected to  raise  700,000/.  by  means  of  his 
com  duties. 

Lord  Aihburion  said,  that  on  a  former 
occasion  he  had  mentioned  the  very  extra- 
vagant and  absurd  opinions  which  were  to 
be  found  in  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
export  duties.  He  had  before  complained 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  inquiry  had 
been  conducted.  None  but  free-trade  phi- 
losophers were  on  the  committee,  and  they 
only  examined  persons  whose  opinions  were 
in  accordance  with  their  own.  He  might 
mention  Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  McGregor,  and 
Mr.  Porter,  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government, 
in  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  have,  at 
least,  one  of  its  Members  on  the  committee 
to  watch  the  proceedings,  and  it  was  most 
unfair  that  this  report  should  be  circulated 
throughout  the  country  in  the  way  it  was, 
evidently  to  answer  a  party  purpose,  that 
of  exciting  agitation  on  the  subject  of  the 
Corn-laws. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  defended  the  gen- 
tlemen alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and 
oontended,  that  more  efficient  and  aUe 
public  servants  were  not  to  be  met  with, 
than  Mr.  M'Gre^i  Mr.  Hume,  and  Mr. 
Porter.  The  evidence  given  by  these  gen- 
tlemen before  the  committee  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to,  wasof  the  most 
valuable  nature,  and  he  was  satisfied, 
would  produce  the  strongest  effects  through, 
out  the  country.  He  did  not  find  any 
opinions  of  these  gentlemen  In  favour  of 
free-trade  at  all  stronger  than  those  given 
on  the  same  subject  a  few  years  ago;,  hf 
the  noble  Lord  himself. 

Lord  AshburioH  denied*  that  he  had 
made  any  attack  on  the  three  gentlemen 
alluded  to;  on  the  contrary*  he  believed, 
that  tl^y  were  most  efficient  public  ser^ 


vants.  At  the  same  time,  they  weie 
strongly  biassed  in  favour  of  certain  opin* 
ions,  and  they  were  examined  by  gentle- 
men  who  ^entertained  similar  opinions  to 
themselves.  The  consequence  was,  that 
their  evidence  before  the  Import  Duties 
Committee,  was  altogether  of  a  partial 
nature.  He  could  not  help  strongly  coo- 
demnin^  the  conduct  of  the  Oovemment, 
in  sending  persons  about  the  country  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  excitement  by 
means  of  the  exaggerated  statements  oon* 
tained  in  that  report. 

The  Earl  of  Ciarendan  felt  bound  to 
rise  and  give  the  most  unqualified  contra- 
diction to  the  unwarrantable  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Government  had 
sent  persons  about  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  up  agitation  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  noble  Lord  might  assume,  that 
the  committee  of  the  other  House,  lo 
which  he  had  alluded,  had  put  forth  the 
most  absurd  and  ridiculous  opinions,  but 
he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
country  took  a  very  different  view  of  the 
report,  and  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
that  committee,  and  which  he  was  satis* 
fied  would  not  only  be  found  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  documents  ever  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  but  one  which 
would  produce  the  most  important  results. 
It  had  not  only  been  extensively  circu- 
lated throughout  this  country,  but  had 
also  been  circulated  in  great  numbers  on 
the  continent,  and  had  been  reprinted  in 
several  different  languages.  Upwards  of 
forty- six  thousand  copies  of  it  had  been 
circulated  at  home,  and  these  had  not 
been  distributed  by  means  of  either  pub- 
lic or  private  subscription,  but  bad  been 
regularly  sold  to  persons  who  booghtthem 
for  the  purpose  of  reading  them.  The 
noble  Lord  might  designate  the  opinions 
expressed  in  that  report  as  absurd,  empi- 
rical, and  ridiculous  |  but  be  contended, 
that  the  report  was  nothing  more  than  a 
fair  embodiment  of  the  opinions  of  the 
chief  witnesses  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee. Nothing  in  that  evidence  went 
so  far  in  favour  of  free-trade  as  were  the 
opinions  formerly  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  himself,  in  his  speeches  m  another 
piece  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws. 
Those  speeches  were  a  most  valuable  re- 
pository of  evidence  in  favour  of  free- 
trade,  although  tbev  were  diametrically 
opposed  to  every  opinion  on  the  subject 
now  professed  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  b  ISIS,  and  tttbie^aeatl|9 
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gate  utterance  to  opinioos  which  were 
infinitely  moie  extravagant  than  anything 
thai  was  to  be  met  with  in  the  evidence 
before  the  import  duties  committee.  The 
noble  Lord  saidp  in  1815,  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  the  proposed  Corn-law 
would  impose  a  tax  on  corn  to  the  amount 
of  eighteen  millions  and  a  half  a  year, 
and  he  complained  in  the  strongest  terms 
that  this  tax  was  not  to  be  levied  for  the 
purposes  of  revenue,  but  merely  with  the 
view  of  putting  the  amount  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landlords.  Although  this 
took  place  in  ISIS*  the  noble  Lord  now 
pleaded  his  excessive  youth  for  the 
opinions  he  then  expressed.  Now,  this 
was  twenty-five  years  ago,  and  if  they 
took  the  estimate  of  the  noble  Lord,  it 
would  make  between  three  and400,000,000 
that  the  landlords  of  England  had  taken 
from  the  pockets  of  the  people  by  means 
of  the  Corn-laws.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  any  opinion  nearly  so 
extravagant  as  this  was  given  before  the 
import  doties  committee  ? 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  might  rely  upon  it  that  much 
weight  would  not  be  attached  to  his  con- 
tradiction as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment, when  it  was  recollected  what 
had  taken  place.     It  was  well  known  to 
the  country ;  it  was  well  known  to  every 
man  that  had  paid  any  attention  to  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament,  that  the  noble 
Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
made  a  speech  last  year,  in  which  he  con- 
demned, in  much  stronger  terms  than  had 
been  used  by  any  one  else,  the  agitation 
of  the  subject,  or  the  proposition  for  such 
changes  as  her  Majestjf's  Ministers  now 
proposed.    After  this  it  was  impossible 
for  any  man  not  to  believe,  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had    taken    up  the 
subject  as  a  party  question,  and  as  that 
alone*    He,  however,  would  tell  the  Go- 
'vernment,  that  they  would  totally  fail  in 
their  object,  for  conduct  so  unworthy  of 
the  character  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
most  ruin  the  character  of  the  Govern, 
ment  in  the  estimation  of  the  people.    He 
should  not  have  troubled  the  House,  but 
he  felt  bound  to  say  this  much,  after  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  EUenborough  observed,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  stated,  that  the  report  of 
the  import  duties  committee  had  been  ex- 
tensively circulated,  as  well  on  the  conti- 
nent as  in  this  country.  If  this  was  the 
caaei  it  wai  very  unfortunate  that  the  e;(« 


aminalion  before  it  had  beenc  onducted 
in  the  way  in  which  it  was.  The  wit- 
nesses entertained  strong  opinions  in 
favour  of  one  view  of  the  subject,  and  they 
were  examined  by  persons  who  enter- 
tained similar  opinions  to  themselves. 
There  had  been  no  cross-examination  of 
the  witnesses.  He  could  not  tell  why 
persons  of  opposite  opinions  did  not  at- 
tend the  committee,  but  such  was  the 
case.  That  was  not  ihe  mode  of  examin- 
ation calculated  to  elicit  the  truth. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  contended,  that  the 
committee  was  fairly  appointed.  If  the 
noble  Lord  thought,  that  the  report  was 
so  extravagant  and  absurd,  why  did  he  not 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee, 
when  he  could  rebut  the  erroneous  opin- 
ioos, and  counteract  the  efiect  of  the 
poison  which  he  alleged  was  to  be  met 
with  in  the  import  duties  report.  If  the 
noble  Lord  did  this,  he  might  not  only  call 
fresh  witnesses,  but  the  public  would 
have  the  advantage  of  his  cross-examin- 
ation of  Messrs.  Macgregor,  Hume,  and 
Porter. 

Lord  Ashburton  said,  that  the  com- 
mittee had  been  agreed  to  upon  the  usual 
parliamentary  understanding  that  it  should 
be  fairly  composed.  There  were  put  upon 
the  committee  two  or  three  gentlemen  op- 
posed to  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
But  no  notion  was  entertained  that  any 
design  of  taking  evidence  against  those 
laws  existed.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  a  case  of  so  much  import- 
ance, to  take  care  that  the  committee  was 
attended  by  some  one  or  two  persons  at 
least  connected  with  the  Administration. 
The  noble  Earl  must  know  that  it  was 
never  the  habit  of  any  committee  to  sit 
upon  a  subject  of  this  magnitude  without 
the  Government  proposing  to  bring  for- 
ward some  measure.  The  noble  Earl  had 
taunted  him  with  the  desertion  of  opinions 
which  he  had  entertained  when  a  very 
young  man,  twenty- five  years  since.  The 
course  which  he  took  upon  that  occasion 
had  been  misrepresented.  The  real  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  were  these : — Sir 
H.  Parnell  proposed  86s.  as  the  price  at 
which  foreign  corn  might  be  imported; 
the  Government  proposed  80s.;  and  he 
moved  that  the  price  of  76s.  be  substi- 
tuted. He  might  have  expressed  himself 
strongly  as  to  the  danger  which  might  re- 
sult from  an  excess  of  protection  to  the 
landed  interests.  The  principle  which  he 
wished  to  establish  was  that  of  fair  pro* 
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lection.  If  a  fair  protection  was  proposed 
for  any  branch  of  commerce^  trade,  or 
manufactures,  and  the  protection  could  be 
properly  conceded  without  injury  to  other 
interests,  he  was  as  ready  to  extend  it  as 
any  man  in  public  life.  But  if,  on  the 
contrary,  a  measure  was  brought  forward 
which  he  did  not  think  consistent  with 
the  general  interests  of  the  country,  he 
would  feel  it  his  duty  then,  as  now,  to  op- 
pose it.  If  the  noble  Earl  could  profe  to 
him  that  an  unlimited  free  trade  would  be 
consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  country 
and  the  large  interests  at  stake,  he  would 
then  become  an  advocate  for  it,  not  caring 
one  straw  for  what  might  be  said  about 
his  consistency. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  was  de- 
sirous that  the  House  should  not  be  un- 
aware of  the  mode  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Wicklow)  had  risen  to  make 
what  he  considered  a  most  unfair  and  un- 
candid  attack  upon  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Administration,  who  hap- 
pened then,  for  the  first  time  during  the 
evening,  to  be  absent  from  his  place.  The 
discussion  which  had  arisen  upon  the  pre- 
sentation of  a  petition  had  been  protracted 
for  two  hours,  and  the  noble  Viscount  re- 
tired in  the  conviction  that  the  discussion 
had  terminated.  The  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site, who  was  also  a  most  regular  attendant 
at  their  debates,  had  likewise  left  the 
House  in  the  same  conviction.  He  begged 
to  remark,  that  no  recent  change  whatever 
had  been  made  in  the  intentions  of  the 
Government.  Every  item  in  their  plan 
had  been  determined  upon  by  them  long 
before  the  Easter  recess,  and  in  no  single 
respect  had  the  slightest  change  arisen 
from  any  of  the  events  which  had  since 
taken  place.  Why  choose  the  period 
when  his  noble  Friend  happened  to  be 
absent  to  bring  forward  a  charge  which  he 
must  characterize  as  neither  very  fair  nor 
very  candid  ? 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  he  had 
not  taken  any  part  in  the  present  discus- 
sion until  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had 
spoken  and  had  attempted  to  justify  the 
Government,  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
for  their  conduct  with  respect  to  the  pre- 
sent measure.  It  had  been  in  answer  to 
that  defence  that  he  had  made  the  obser- 
vations against  the  noble  Viscount,  who 
was,  though  in  his  opinion  he  ought  not 
to  have  been,  absent ;  and  these  observa- 
tions, he  must  say,  were  directed  against 
the  Qorernment  generally,  and  not  par- 


ticularly against  the  noble  Viscount.  This 
had  been  the  first  year  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  up  the  subject  as  a 
Government,  and  it  was  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  against  the  Government 
alone,  that  his  remarks  were  made.  But 
with  regard  to  the  noble  Viscount  himself, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  a  more 
inconsistent  line  of  conduct  he  had  never 
read  or  heard  of  in  the  whole  course  of  his 
political  experience,  and  this  he  would  as 
readily — in  fact  a  great  deal  more  readily 
— repeat  when  the  noble  Viscount  was 
present  than  in  bis  absence.  It  was  un- 
fair on  the  part  of  the  noble  Marquess  to 
say,  that  his  observations  were  made  in 
consequence  of  the  absence  of  the  noble 
Viscount.  He  could  positively  declare 
that  it  was  not  the  case,  and  he  appealed 
to  his  conduct  ever  since  his  entrance  into 
public  life  as  a  proof  of  his  assertion.  He 
had  said,  and  he  would  again  repeat  it, 
and  the  country,  he  believed,  entertained 
the  same  opinion,  that  never  was  a  more 
inconsistent  line  of  conduct  pursued  by 
any  politician  than  by  the  noble  Viscount 
on  the  present  question ;  and  that  the  ex- 
planation which  the  noble  Viscount  had 
offered  had  still  further  lowered  him  in 
the  estimation  of  their  Lordships  and  of 
the  country. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  did  not 
complain  of  the  noble  Earl's  motives,  but 
his  acts.  He  must  repeat,  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  seized  a  most  unfortunate  oppor- 
tunity, and  had  made  what  he  considered 
an  uncandid  attack. 

Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  having 
heard  both  the  original  remarks  of  his 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Wicklow)  and  the  reply  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  could  not  think  that  the  lan- 
guage used  by  the  noble  Marquess  was  at 
all  suited  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  It  could  not  be  fairly  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  **  had  taken  an  opportunity" 
at  all.  His  noble  Friend  bad  expressed 
his  opinion  on  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Go^ 
vernment  connected  with  it ;  and  surely 
the  accidental  circumstance  of  the  noble 
Viscount's  absence  ought  not  to  have 
prevented  him  from  so  doing.  The  ge« 
neral  conduct  of  his  noble  Friend  on  all 
occasions  proved  that  he  would  expreM 
his  opinions  at  all  times,  and  to  all  men  ; 
and  the  just  censure  which  he  had  passed 
upon  the  Government  could  not  for  a  mo* 
ment  be  supposed  to  have  been  in  the 
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slightest  degree  influenced  by  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Viscount. 

Conversation  ended. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  17,  1841. 

Minmrsa.]  Bilb.  Read  a  aeoood  time :— VicttNria  Park  { 
School  Sites. 

Petitkmf  presented.  By  Mr.  Hume,  Mr.  Wiltxraham,  Mr. 
BrothcrtoDt  Mr.  F.  Maule»  Mr.  Grote,  Mr.  Macaulay, 
Mr.  Ward.  Mr.  Humphreys,  Lord  Powersoourt,  and 
other  hon.  Members,  ftom  Lincohishire,  ForfSu',  Uxbridge, 
Salford,  Edinburgh,  Southwark,  Bath,  various  Parishes 
in  London,  and  many  other  places,  for  the  Government 
measure  for  the  Alteration  of  the  Tariff,  and  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.— By  Sir  C.  Burrell,  Mr.  Hodg- 
son, Sir  R.  Tnglis,  the  Marquen  of  Granby,  Mr.  G. 
Heathcote,  Sir  E.  FUmer,  Mr.  Ingham,  Mr.  Pusey,  and 
several  other  hon.  Members,  ftom  Ecdes,  Ounse,  Wel> 
ford,  Bozfotd,  Ashton,  Wolverhampton*  and  many  other 
places,  against  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 

Sugar,  Duties — Ways  and  Means — 
Adjourned  Debate  (Seventh  Day).] 
Sir  £•  Knatchbully  who  was  in  posses- 
sion oF  the  chair,  said,  that  the  subject  ap« 
peared  to  him  to  be  pretty  nearly  ex- 
hausted, and  therefore  he  should  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  observations 
upon  it,  more  particularly  as  he  under- 
stood  there  were  twelve  or  fourteen  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  were  very  anxious  to  speak. 

Sir  C.  Grey  was  of  opinion  that  those 
who  opposed  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
mentj  had  not  taken  a  fair  and  regular 
course.  The  right  hon.  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  pledged  the 
House  to  any  particular  course  by  the 
proposition  he  had  made,  because  the 
question  in  detail  was  to  be  considered  in 
committee.  The  noble  Viscount,  however, 
had  proposed  a  measure  by  which  he 
called  upon  the  House  to  refuse  to  accede 
to  any  reduction  of  the  duties  on  foreign 
sugar  for  two  reasons,  viz.,  first,  that  our 
example  in  abolishing  slavery  in  our  own 
colonies  had  not  been  followed  bv  its  final 
extinction  in  foreign  countries,  and  se- 
condly, that  a  sufficient  supply  of  sugar 
ibr  home  consumption  could  be  furnished 
by  the  West  Indies.  The  latter  assertion 
had  been  most  flatly  and  positively  con- 
tradicted by  a  remonstrance  which  had 
been  presented  to  that  House  from  five 
West- Indian  agents,  who  had  stated  that 
the  supply  would  not  be  sufficient  even 
for  the  ensuing  year.  He  l>elieved  that 
those  who  opposed  the  measure  of  the 
Qovernment  were  distressed  to  find  argu- 


ments against  it.  He  could  not  under- 
stand  why,  because  Cuba  and  Brazil  em- 
ployed s1ave*labour,  they  should  object 
to  the  House  having  an  opportunity  to 
consider  from  what  other  countries  sugar 
might  be  obtained.  The  amendment  of 
the  noble  Viscount  had  no  solid  foothold. 
No  sound  argument  had  been  advanced 
to  support  it.  It  was  said  that  the  West- 
Indian  interest  would  be  destroyed  if  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  were  car- 
ried; but  he  had  not  heard  anything 
which  demonstrated  the  certainty  or  pro- 
bability of  such  a  result.  For  the  first 
time,  he  believed,  in  that  House,  an  hon. 
Member  (the  hon.  Member  for  Beverley) 
had  spoken  avowedly  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  East- India  Company,  a  body 
whose  opinions  were  entitled  to  attention 
both  in  and  out  of  the  House,  because  of 
their  great  power  and  influence.  But  he 
must  confess  himself  much  surprised  at 
the  sentiments  uttered  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Beverley  as  the  representative  of 
the  East-India  Company,  because,  as  the 
House  must  recollect,  that  same  body  had 
protested  against  the  monopolizing  spirit 
of  the  West-India  body,  and  claimed  to 
be  put  on  the  same  footing.  But  no 
sooner  was  that  concession  obtained,  than 
they  became  the  loudest  in  opposing  a 
measure,  not  for  putting  other  countries 
on  the  same  footing,  but  for  relieving 
them  of  those  prohibitory  duties  which 
prevented  their  produce  from  coming  into 
our  markets.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kil« 
marnock  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire,  and  other  hon* 
Members,  had  declared  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  this  a  party  measure ;  he 
did  not  80  regard  it,  but  thought  it  one 
which  was  calculated  to  place  this  country 
in  its  proper  position — at  the  head  of  the 
commerce  of  the  world.  He  thought  the 
proposal  of  Government  had  not  been  met 
in  a  spirit  of  fairness.  In  the  time  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  the  principles  of  free  trade 
were  promulgated  and  defended  in  the 
clearest  and  most  forcible  manner  by  some 
of  those  who  now  most  violently  opposed 
them.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  accused  on  the  one  side  of  undue 
precipitancy  in  bringing  forward  this 
scheme,  on  the  other  of  inconsistency  in 
not  having  supported  the  motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  sugar  duties  made  last 
Session  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan. 
With  respect  to  the  charge  of  undue 
haste,  it  was  well  known  that  the  founda- 
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tion  of  the  Qovernment  measare  was  the 
report  of  the  Import  Duties  Committee, 
which  sat  last  Session,  and  examined  a 
great  number  of  persons,  collecting  a 
large  mass  of  most  valuable  information. 
That  report,  in  which  were  best  explained 
the  reasons  which  had  prevailed  with  Go- 
vernment to  bring  forward  the  measures 
which  thej  had  announced  to  the  House, 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  Members  for 
months,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  had  neg- 
lected to  read  and  study  it,  they  had  no 
right  to  say  that  they  were  taken  by  sur- 
prise on  this  occasion.  With  respect  to 
the  reduction  of  duty,  he  was  convinced 
that  it  was  an  error  in  political  economy 
to  say,  that  an  import  duty  was  paid  by 
the  consumer.  No  import  duty  could 
long  exist  without  coming  directly  or  in- 
directly out  of  the  rent  of  the  land  from 
which  the  taxed  produce  was  grown.  If 
that  were  so,  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar 
would  be  paid,  not  by  the  population  of 
this  country,  but  by  the  proprietors  of  the 
slaves  of  Cuba  and  Brazil.  The  present 
aspect  of  foreign  affairs,  combined  with 
the  active  competition  of  rival  nations, 
rendered  it  imperative  on  us,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  adopt  every  measure  for  the  de- 
velopement  of  our  resources.  He  alluded 
to  the  vast  field  for  British  industry  and 
enterprise  which  was  presented,  not  by 
Brazil  and  Cuba  merely,  but  by  the  other 
states  of  South  America,  as  well  as  by  the 
tribes  of  Africa  and  Central  Asia.  Three 
C3ntinents  were  holding  out  their  hands 
to  us,  whose  inhabitants  were  eager  to 
establish  with  us  relations  of  friendship 
and  of  reciprocal  benefit,  and  were  they 
to  be  repulsed  with  a  cold  and  sullen  de- 
nial ?  He  called  on  the  House  to  interfere 
and  get  rid  of  that  heap  of  miserable  con- 
trivances called  monopolies  and  prohibi- 
tions, which,  for  whatever  purpose  they 
were  established,  had  wrought  nothing 
but  general  mischief  to  the  mass  of  our 
population.  By  adopting  a  more  wise 
commercial  policy,  and  establishing  that 
liberal  system  which  was  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  exigencies  of  our  age  and  si- 
tuation, they  would  double  the  produce  of 
the  customs,  and  open  a  boundless  career 
to  the  activity  of  our  countrymen.  Let  hon. 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  restrictions  in  our  colonial  trade 
call  to  mind  the  Spanish  colonies,  the  sys- 
tem pursued  in  which  had  reacted  with  fatal 
eflTeot  on  the  mother  country,  and  had  led  at 
length  to  the  breaking  up  of  the  colonial 


empire  of  Spain.  He  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Antrim  was  not  now  in 
his  place,  or  he  would  have  entered  upon 
the  objections  the  hon.  Member  had  raised 
to  the  Government  proposition ;  but  he 
must  express  his  surprise  that  such  a  body 
as  the  East-'India  Company,  now  no  longer 
a  trading  community,  but  the  governors 
of  a  vast  territory,  and  who  recently  had 
received  such  large  concessions,  should,  on 
this  occasion  Join  with  their  old  opponents, 
and  contend  for  prohibition.  It  had  been 
said,  that  upon  the  result  of  this  debate 
would  depend  either  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament,  or  the  resignation  of  Minis- 
ters. If  that  were  so,  it  became  the 
bounden  duty  of  those  who  sought  to 
drive  the  Government  from  power,  to  let 
the  country  know  what  course  they  meant 
to  pursue  if  they  came  in.  It  became  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  as  the  head  of  his  party  in  this 
great  country,  to  tell  the  House  and  the 
people  plainly,  the  principles  upon  which 
the  present  opposition  was  maintained*- 
at  present,  nothing  to  that  purport  could 
be  collected  from  the  amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  or 
from  the  varying  arguments  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  as  yet  followed  him. 
He  had  not  the  most  remote  idea  or  con* 
ception  upon  what  grounds  the  party  op« 
posite  were  to  come  into  power,  and, 
whatever  calamities  might  ensue  from  that 
fact,  all  that  the  country  would  know  was, 
that  the  parties  in  office  were  ehanged— ^ 
that  one  Ministry  had  been  superseded  by 
another,  after  a  very  partial  and  imperfect 
discussion  of  the  topics  which  induced 
that  change.  He  had  himself  been  asked 
by  intelligent  foreigners,  from  almost  all 
nations,  what  it  was  that  was  now  going 
on  ?  Was  he  to  answer,  that  a  change  of 
the  English  Ministry  had  taken  place,  be- 
cause the  party  opposite  had  taken  fright 
at  the  intimation  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  he  meant  to  pro* 
pose  to  reduce  from  63s.  to  36s.  the  import 
duties  on  foreign-grown  sugar  ? 

Mr.  Smythe  said,  that  he  would  not  dc* 
tain  the  House  many  minutes  in  explain- 
ing his  reasons  for  the  vote  which  he 
intended  to  give  upon  the  question  now 
before  the  House.  He  was  wilting  to 
admit  that  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  calculated  undoubtedly  to  be  a  con- 
siderable benefit  to  the  coiisumer  in  this 
country;  and  he  thouglit  it  had  been  well 
put  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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that  they  could  not  at  the  same  time  say 
that  he  was  ruining  the  West-Indies,  and 
that  he  would  not  get  bis  money.  He 
folly  believed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  succeed  in  fulfilling 
the  anticipations  of  revenue  stated  in  his 
budget;  but  the  ground  on  which  he 
should  support  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  was  this 
— that  the  detriment  to  our  colonies,  and 
the  damage  which  would  be  done  to  our 
national  character  by  such  a  measure  as 
this,  would  more  than  countervail  any 
benefit  to  the  consumer,  or  the  revenue 
of  the  country.  He  believed,  that  the 
proposed  reduction  would  produce  that 
amount  of  revenue  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  anticipated,  because  it 
was  an  axiom  in  the  history  of  commer« 
cial  taxation,  that  the  reduction  of  duty 
upon  articles  of  such  general  demand,, 
invariably  increased  the  consumption  to  a 
much  more  than  proportionate  extent.  By 
the  gradual  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
coffee^  the  demand  and  the  produce  had 
been  quadrupled.  As  to  the  East-Indies, 
they  had  just  passed  a  measure  placing 
that  country  on  an  eauality  with  our  other 
colonies;  and  he  asked  the  House,  with 
tome  confidence,  whether  they  would  to- 
day confer  the  greatest  boon,  and  to* 
morrowy  not  merely  take  it  away,  but 
actually  place  tiiat  country  in  a  worse 
position  than  before  ?  In  this  very  Session 
they  had  equalixed  the  duties  on  East  and 
West-India  rutn;  and  could  the  House 
suppose  that  a  trade  like  that  of  the  West 
Indies,  still  staggering  under  the  effects 
of  the  great  experiment  of  emancipation, 
Qould  survive  these  repeated  and  peculiar 
difficuUies  ?  The  reasons,  therefore,  which 
induced  him  to  eome  to  the  conclusion 
which  be  had  expreased  were,  that  the 
proposed  measure  would  be  highly  detri- 
menul,  both  to  the  East  and  West 
Indies,  and  that  it  would  likewise  be  in- 
jurious to  the  character  of  this  great 
nation,  which  he  should  regret  to  see 
atultify  itself,  as  it  would  do  if  it  adopted 
sneh  a  measure  as  the  present,  after  its 
reeent  sacrifices  and  exertions  to  put 
down  slavery  in  its  own  possessions.  He 
begged  to  apologize  to  the  House  for  hav- 
ing taken  up  its  time. 

Mr.  Atnswarth  said,  as  the  attention 
of  this  House  had  been  repeatedly  called 
to  the  distress  in  the  borough  of  Bolton, 
and  as  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  had  thought  proper  to  allude 


to  that  distress,  in  his  developement  of 
the  plan  of  the  Government,  he  trusted 
he  might  be  permitted,  for  a  short  space, 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  sup- 
ported the  noble  Lord's  proposition.  From 
the  result  of  an  investigation  made  in 
Bolton,  he  learned  that  there  were  1,500 
unoccupied  houses  in  that  borough,  and 
that  the  pressure  of  distress  which  had 
existed  so  long,  still  continued  undimin* 
ished.  He  considered  it  to  be  the  duty 
of  every  representative  of  a  large  commer- 
cial community  to  endeavour,  under  such 
circumstances,  to  ascertain  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  such  a  depression  in 
trade.  He  found  that  whilst  our  home 
trade  had  flourished,  that  with  foreign 
nations  had  been  crippled  in  consequence 
of  our  not  being  able  to  exchange  the 
productions  of  our  manufacturing  industry 
for  the  staple  commodities  of  other  coun- 
tries. It  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into 
the  question  of  slavery ;  that  had  already 
been  ably  disposed  of  by  hon.  Members 
who  had  preceded  him,  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  the  advantages  we  might 
expect  from  a  treaty  arranged  on  a 
broader  commercial  basis  with  the  Brazils. 
It  appeared  from  the  declared  value  of 
our  exports,  that  our  trade  with  that 
country  amounted  to  from  two  to  three 
millions  sterling  annually  i  but  according 
to  the  custom-house  returns  of  the  Bra- 
zils, the  amount  rose  to  nearly  five  mil- 
lions; taking  the  average  between  the 
two,  we  might  reckon  the  trade  equal  to 
between  three  and  four  millions  yearly. 
Now,  what  did  we  receive  from  Brazil  m 
return?  Cotton,  the  produce  of  slave* 
labour  came  direct  to  this  country. 
Coffee,  which  was  obliged  to  go  to  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  to  be  colonized  before  it 
could  be  received  here,  and  sugar,  which  was 
taken  to  Hamburgh  to  be  sold,  and  from 
whence  bills  in  payment  were  remitted  to 
our  merchants  in  England  at  a  consider- 
able loss  to  them.  Now,  he  had  no 
doubt,  that  if  a  system  of  liberal  free 
trade  policy,  such  as  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment contemplated  were  adopted  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  Brazils,  our 
trade  in  that  quarter  would  increase  ra- 
pidly ;  be  carried  on  upon  more  advan- 
tageous terms,  and  enable  us  to  find  em- 
ployment for  a  vast  proportion  of  the 
masses  of  our  suffering  population ;  for, 
whatever  might  be  the  case  with  countries 
whose  ports  were  on  the  Baltic,  who,  it  had 
I  been  argued  would  not  receive  our  manu- 
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factures  in  exchange  for  their  corn  ;  here 
was  a  nation  ready  to  meet  us  fairly  in 
the  market,  and  to  exchange  commodities 
on  equal  terms.  In  confirmation  of  his 
assertion,  he  would  refer  to  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Import  Duties  Com- 
mittee. 

**  Mr.  Saunders,  was  asked, 

«<  Q.  Is  there  anything  else  you  wish  to 
state  to  the  committee? — A,  I  would  point 
out  the  great  obstructions  generally  to  which 
we  are  exposed  in  not  getting  earlier  returns, 
and  vvhich  forbids  us  turning  over  our  capital 
ofiener.  Were  we  able  to  take  Brazilian  pro- 
duce and  consume  it  here,  it  would  enhance 
the  price  in  Brazil,  and  enable  them  to  con- 
sume more  of  our  manufactures. 

''  Q,  Have  the  merchants  trading  to  Brazil 
any  apprehension  that  the  duty  on  British 
goods  imported  into  the  Brazils  will  be  ad- 
vanced.— A.  They  have — from  the  non-ad- 
mission  of  their  products  for  consumption  in 
England. 

**  Q,  Are  you  of  opinion  that  an  adherence 
to  our  protective  system  will  endanger  our 
exports  to  the  Brazils  ?^A.  At  the  expiration 
of  our  treaty,  when  they  will  be  able  to  re- 
taliate.*' 

**  Mr.  McGregor  was  asked, 

<'  C2.  Does  not  the  refusal  of  England  to 
take  coiTee  from  the  Brazils,  limit  very  much 
the  introduction  of  British  manufacture  into 
that  country? — A,  Within  the  last  three  or 
four  years  the  limitation  has  been  going  on, 
not  that  the  amount  of  exports  have  been  de- 
creased, but  that  they  have  not  iiicreated,  ac- 
cording to  that  which  would  naturally  take 
place  in  all  new  countries  like  Brazil.  The 
Brazilians  now  are  consuming,  and  will  go  on 
increasing  their  consumption,  to  the  exclusion 
in  proportion  of  British,  for  the  goods  of  Aus- 
tria, France,  and  Switseriand." 

The  present  treaty  with  the  Brazils  ex- 
pired next  year,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  policy  of  hon.  Members  repre- 
senting manufacturing  districts  refusing 
to  extend  our  trade  with  Brazil.  His 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newark  had 
asked  what  the  poor  weavers  of  Bolton 
would  gain  by  a  reduction  of  It.  6d,  per 
cwt.  on  the  price  of  sugar.  So  far  cer- 
tainly they  would  not  gain  much,  but  the 
poor  weavers  of  Bolton  well  knew,  that 
if  the  Government  carried  this  question 
they  would  ultimately  abolish  all  mono- 
polies, and  that  thej  (the  weavers)  would 
then  be  enabled  not  only  to  purchase  their 
sugar,  but  all  the  other  neceasaries  of  life 
on  fair  and  reasonable  terms.  He  con* 
tended  that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of 
this  House  to  watch  over  and  protect  the 
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interests  of  the  poorer  classes.  He  wu 
surprised  at  the  hon.  Member  for  Wilt- 
shire calling  this  a  ''paltry  6scal  ques- 
tion.^ Did  the  hon.  Member  know  any- 
thing of  the  depressed  and  suffering  state 
of  the  manufacturing  towns  in  the  north, 
and  of  the  relief  which  an  arrangement 
of  the  6scal  burthens  of  the  country  such 
as  that  proposed  by  the  Government 
would  am>rd  ?  There  was  scarcely  a 
manufacturing  town  in  the  kingdom 
which  was  not  suffering  under  the  de- 
pression of  trade,  and  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  at  this  moment  to  support  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  believing  that 
the  effect  of  them  would  be  to  increase 
the  demand  for  manufactures  and  to 
place  our  export  trade  upon  a  broader 
and  more  satisfactory  basis. 

Mr.  Hodges  regretted,  that  the  three 
questions  of  the  sugar,  timber,  and  com 
duties  had  been  combined,  for  he  could 
trace  no  necessary  connection,  or  even  simi- 
larity between  them.  The  measure  regarding 
sugar  had  been  so  well  argued,  that  he  would 
ofi&  no  observations  upon  it  In  r^ard  to 
the  question  of  the  timber,  although  the 
importation  of  foreign  timber  had  caused 
great  loss  to  the  growers  of  English  timber, 
and  to  himself  as  one  of  them,  he  believed 
that  this  country  did  not  produce  timber  sof- 
ficient  for  its  own  wants,  and  certainly  not 
sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  IreUmd ;  and 
considering,  therefore,  that  benefit  would  be 
derived  to  the  public  at  laree,  by  allowing 
better  timber  to  be  importea  than  hiAerto 
was  the  case,  he  should  vote  also  in  favour 
of  that  measure.  In  respect  to  the  Corn- 
laws,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  take  a  dif- 
ferent course.  It  had  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Corn- 
wall, as  an  instance  of  the  suooeasfiil  com- 
petition of  foreign  manufactores,  that  fire 
arms  could  be  purchased  in  Bdgiom  one- 
third  cheaper  tlum  in  England.  Are  we  to 
infer  then,  that  it  is  intended  tlMt  die 
average  price  of  com  in  England  should 
be  reduced  one-third  in  amount?  If  the 
price  of  home-grown  eom  was  lednoed  one- 
third  of  the  present  average  price,  if  it  was 
reduced  from  60s.  to  40i.  a  quartert  he  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  it  was  possible  lo 
keep  land  of  average  quality  in  Eng^d 
in  cultivation  ?  It  was  imposaible.  He 
dreaded  the  effect  of  any  agricultural  panic 
which  might  arise  from  Uie  proposed  re- 
duction in  the  import  duty  on  Kureign  eom ; 
many  thousands  of  labourer!  must  be 
thrown  out  of  work,  and  it  would  be  a 
very  diflkult  matter,  under  such  drcum* 
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Btances^  to  maintain  tranquillity  throughout 
the  country.  He  thought  the  regulsff  and 
constant  supply  of  com  in  the  market,  de- 
rived from  the  British  threshing  floors,  a 
source  of  security  to  the  consumer  against 
undue  speculation  in  com — it  was  well 
known,  that  the  farmers  in  general  could 
not  afford  long  to  retain  their  com^the 
constant  demands  upon  them  for  rates, 
tithe,  rent,  and  labour,  compelled  them  to 
be  as  constantly  taking  their  produce  to| 
markets  thus  causing  a  regular  supply. 
He  thought  that  system  a  danoerous  oue 
which  would  throw  the  supply  of  food  into 
the  hands  of  great  capitalists,  who  would 
acquire  the  power  of  controlling  the 
price  at  which  the  public  would  hive  it. 
We  saw  very  plainly  the  effects  of  monopoly 
in  the  hands  of  the  great  monied  capitalists, 
by  what  was  going  on  in  regard  to  rail-road 
travelling,  which  would  becoqie  intolerable, 
unless  Parliament  efiectually  interfered  in 
protecting  the  public.  His  opinion  was, 
that  no  fixed  duty  sufficient  to  protect 
the  home-corn  grower  could  be  main- 
tainedj  especially  in  those  seasons  when 
it  was  most  required.  He  considered, 
that  it  was  incumbent  on  any  Minis- 
ter prc^odng  an  alteration  in  the  present 
corn-laws,  with  a  view  to  reduce  the  price 
permanently,  at  the  same  time  to  re- 
gaid  the  burdens  now  by  law  imposed  on 
the  land,  with  a  view  to  a  corresponding 
abatement  of  them,  and  among  them,  the 
recent  aet  for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes, 
had  essentially  altered  the  situation  of  the 
landowner  and  occupier;  before  that  act 
passed^  if  by  any  alteration  of  the  ex- 
isting oom-law8»  or  from  any  other  cause, 
the  fanner  ceased  to  grow  com  and  laid 
down  his  land  for  pasture,  he,  by  so  doing, 
ceased  to  pay  a  com  tithe,  but  by  the  Act 
for  converting  payments  for  tithes  into  a 
rent  charge  for  ever,  although  com  might 
cease  to  be  grown^  and  the  land,  then  con- 
verted to  pasture,  as  generally  would  be 
the  case,  turn  out  of  very  Uttle  value, 
still  the  same  rent-charge  must  be  paid, 
as  if  still  yielding  a  com  crop.  But  a 
serious  national  evil  must  arise  from  the 
abandonment  of  the  cultivation  of  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  present  arable  land  of 
England;  for  the  capital  after  great  loss 
had  been  sustained  thus  withdrawn,  from 
the  cultivation  of  British  soil,  would  in- 
evitably be  transferred  to  the  cultivation  of 
foreign  soil.  It  was  well  known,  that  British 
capital  went  to  aid  the  production  of  what- 
ever was  required  for  British  consumption  ; 
it  went  to  France  to  aid  the  wine-grower ;  to 
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America,  to  aid  the  cotton-grower:  the  Island 
of  Madeira  had  long  been  understood  to  be 
mortgaged  to  the  English  merchants ;  and 
there  could  not  be  a  doubt  that  our  capital 
would  go  out  to  large  amounts  to  promote 
the  cultivation  of  that  immense  tract  of  rich 
alluvial  land,  stretching  from  the  Black- 
sea  to  the  Baltic,  thus  enriching  Russia  by 
the  impoverishment  of  our  own  soil ;  and 
our  principal  supply  of  com  therefore  being 
derived  from  the  northern  ports,  the  main 
staple  of  our  food  would  be  entirely  within 
the  power  and  fiscal  control  of  great  and 
rival  nations,  who  might  be  tempted  to 
inflict  upon  us  the  severest  calamities, 
when  they  became  conscious  of  their  ability 
to  do  so.  These  were  a  few  of  the  reasons 
which  would  lead  him  to  vote  against  the 
proposed  fixed  import  duty  on  wheat  of 
foreign  growth.  The  present  sliding  scale 
of  duties,  though  never  yet  fairly  carried  out 
by  reason  of  the  notorious  frauds  in  taking 
the  averages,  had,  on  the  whole,  maintained 
as  steady  a  price  of  corn  as  could  under  any 
other  plan  be  effected,  and  as  such  had 
equally  benefitted  the  manufacturer  and 
the  landowner. 

Mr.  Trotter  was  understood  to  say,  that 
he  regretted  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  had  brought  forward  the 
question  of  timber  duties,  more  especially 
when  Lord  Sydenham  had  informed  him, 
that  any  alteration  would  be  productive  of 
great  discontent  in  Canada.  He  thought 
that  a  judicious  alteration  of  the  sugar 
duties  might  open  new  fields  for  our 
manufactures,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  for  the  proposals  of  Government  on 
this  point.  In  regard  to  the  Corn-laws, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  existing  distress 
of  the  manufacturers  was  attributable  to 
the  present  system  of  duties  on  foreign 
grain.  Indeed,  the  year  in  which  the  ex- 
port of  manufactured  goods  was  greatest, 
was  a  year  in  which  there  was  no  import 
of  corn,  and  during  six  vears,  when  wages 
were  most  depressed,  there  was  an  aver- 
age excess  of  exports  of  upwards  of 
11,000,000/. 

Mr.  William  Roche  sM,  that  his  posi- 
tion did  not  call  upon  nor  enable  him  to 
enter  minutely,  like  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  into  the  statistics 
of  manuuctures ;  but  whether  they  are 
progressing,  stationary,  or  declining,  it 
must  surely  be  admitted,  that  in  propor- 
tion as  new  and  extensive  outlets  are 
afforded  them,  they  will  largely  and  incaU 
culably  advance,  and  consequently  bring 
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mn  mcrease  of  esployiiieiit  and  fCMmoet 
to  this  cooDtry,  calcaiated  as  Englaixl  is, 
beyood  all  other  oations,  to  avail  herself 
of  such  advantages.  The  boo.  GeotleioaD, 
too,  who  spoke  last  at  this  side  of  the 
Houfe,  indulged  pretty  largely  in  expres- 
sions of  despondency  in  reference  to  the 
influence  of  the  proposed  change  in  the 
Corn-laws;  but  he  (Mr.  Roche)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  appre- 
hensions were  quite  imaginary,  and  the 
result  of  those  fears  generated  by  that 
habitual  sensibility  which  actuated  the 
landlord  and  the  farmer  ^but  wearing  away 
pretty  rapidly  as  regarded  the  latter), 
whenever  the  com  question  was  ever  so 
slightly  touched  upon.  But  surely,  whe- 
ther the  price  be  aflected  a  little  or  not, 
something  like  steadiness  of  price  and 
supply,  when  needed,  was  a  vastly  greater 
boon,  for  it  would  enable  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  to  adopt  a  more  steady  and 
certain  principle  of  negotiation  in  their 
respective  relations.  The  one  would  better 
know  what  be  ought  to  ask,  and  the  other 
what  he  ought  to  give ;  and  as  regarded 
supplies,  when  required, they  would  proceed 
in  a  regular  even  stream,  instead  of  com- 
ing, as  thev  now  did,  like  an  **  avalanche*' 
on  the  market*  Our  moneury  system,  also, 
was,  every  year  or  two,  thereby  placed  in 
the  most  perilous  predicament,  paralysing 
every  species  of  commerce  and  trade,  from 
the  coniequences  of  which  the  agriculturist 
himself  most  materially  suffer.  Must  not 
also  the  home  market  of  corn  always  com- 
mand a  great  preponderance  over  foreign 
grain,  saddled  as  it  would  be  by  all  the  ex- 
penses of  transit,  agency  and  waste  ?  Be- 
sides that,  it  must  cause  some  rise  in  those 
foreign  markets  themselves,  when  the  de- 
mand was  rendered  steady  and  continuous. 
The  disparity  of  present  and  future  prices 
was  not  therefore  likely  to  be  material,  but 
it  would  render  international  commerce  in 
grain  of  a  steady  character,  and  divest  it 
of  those  perilous  coniequences  to  our  mo- 
netary and  industrial  system  in  general 
whichatiended  the  present  lottery-like  state 
of  things,  causing,  as  it  would,  corn  to  be 
paid  for,  not  as  now,  by  exhausting  our 
coin,  but  by  promoting  our  manufactures; 
and  surely  the  agriculturists  would  ever  find 
their  best  customers  in  a  body  of  wealthy, 
well-employed  manufacturers.  Then,  with 
regard  to  timber,  could  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eschequer  touch  it  more  lightly  than 
he  dkl— very  many  thought  inexcusably 
light  r  He  (Mr.  Roche)  built  a  good  deal, 
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and  had  often  leaaon  to  tam^kmm  of  tho 
desmesa  of  soowd  timber  and  the  perisb- 
able  natare  of  the  cheap  aad  fisvowrod 
deacfiptioa;  bat  ooold  anyexeeption  be 
fairly  taken  to  the  charge  when  so  large  a 
preponderance  was  still  left  in  favovr  of 
colonial  prodoce  ?  It  was,  however,  with 
regard  to  the  sugar  question  in  reference 
to  its  bearing  on  slavery,  that  he  princt- 
pally  wished  to  express  his  opinion  and 
feeling  To  slavery  he  ever  enteitaineil 
the  deepest  indignation  and  the  liveliest 
abhorrence,  as  a  stain  on  humanity  and  a 
still  greater  atain  on  Christianity — ^as  the 
greatest  outrage  man  could  inflict  opon 
bis  fellow  man,  and  the  moat  flagitiows 
assumption  of  superiority  that  one  human 
being  could  exercise  upon  another,  alike 
the  image  of  the  same  Creator  whether 
bom  under  a  torrid  or  a  temperate  sone, 
and  whether,  in  consequence,  his  com- 
plexion be  black,  brown,  or  fair.  It  was 
this  very  abhorrence  that  influenced  him 
in  voting  for  the  proposition  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Eicheqoer,  and  for  the  fol- 
lowing reasons: — first,  because  he  was 
confident  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  frooi 
the  many  and  magnanimous  proofs  they 
had  given  of  their  nDcompromisiog  boa* 
tility  to  slavery,  had  long  and  deeply 
considered  the  infloeoce  of  this  roeaaara 
on  that  qncalM>n,  and  that  they  had 
arrived  at  the  naatara  opiiikw,  that  ao  far 
from  retarding,  it  would  greatly  accelaiaf 
the  overthrow  of  that  oMral  tarpilnda  a»d 
sodai  peatilence.  BqoaUy  anre  waa  ha 
that  they  never  will  relax  their  exerlioM, 
but  grapple  with  alavery  oaiil,  ao  far  aa 
their  influence  can  extend,  every  vastiga 
of  it  shall  cease  to  exist.  But,  indapand* 
ently  of  this  personal  eonfidenee,  did  wok 
experience  amply  prove  that  free  labo«r,lipaa 
trade,  and  free  agency  of  evory  kind  wmm 
not  promoted  but  kept  doww  and  crippled 
by  miscalled  protection?  and  tMa  very 
evening  was  not  a  petitkm  preasnied  Ima 
ailk  manufacturers,  repndiating  its  aop- 
poaed  advantage?  In  faet,  ezeesaivn  pio* 
tection  paralysed  the  energy  and  elaaiieity 
inherent  in  freedom  of  action,  which,  like  a 
hardy  plant,  flourished  better  in  the  keen 
breeze  of  competition,  than  in  the  hothowae 
atmosphere  of  protection.  Might  iMil,  too, 
the  slave-employer  say  lo  oa— yes,  yon 
boast  the  superiority  of  ftee  over  Ibfced 
labour,  but  does  your  conduct  square  with 
your  assertions  ?  for,  if  so,  why  do  you 
bolster  it  up  with  vast  proteciioo,  and  op- 
pose slave- labour  with  similar  prohibitioaa? 
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Plaee  both  on  an  equal  footing,  let  there 
be  a  clear  stage  and  no  favour,  and,  if 
tben  we  find  your  opinions  realised,  why, 
ve  will  for  onr  own  interests  acknowledge 
onr  error,  abandon  our  ideas,  and  adopt 
yours.  Now,  convinced,  as  we,  the  ad- 
vocates of  free  labour,  are  of  its  supe- 
riority, would  it  not  be  well  and  reasonable 
to  meet  its  opponents  on  their  own  terms, 
and  thus  convince  them  by  the  evidence  of 
facts,  and  by  the  influence  of  self-interest, 
so  much  more  persuasive  with  such  per- 
sons than  volumes  of  moral  homilies  ?  He 
saidy  he  valued  little  the  piety,  humanity, 
or  consistency,  of  those  who  singled  out 
one  article,  sugar,  for  their  attack,  while 
Ihey  allowed  a  multitude  of  others,  alike 
obnoxious,  to  remain  untouched  and  un- 
reproved,  or  who  allowed  themselves  to 
share  the  profit  of  foreign  consumption 
while  they  affected  to  deprecate  the  crimi- 
nality of  home  enjoyment,  forgetting  the 
maxim  ' '  qui  facU  per  cUium /acit  per  se" 
It  put  him  in  mind  of  a  mercantile  house 
in  the  city,  to  which  he  belonged,  which 
house  scrupled  to  make  op  provisions, 
beof  and  pork,  directly  for  the  Govern- 
ment, because  then  engaged  in  the  late 
French  war«  yet  hesitated  not  to  sell  these 
provisions  to  those  who  they  knew  wanted 
tbtm  for  Government  purposes.  Every 
one  beard  it  rumoured,  that  Ministers 
•iiouM  or  would  resign  in  case  they  failed 
to  carry  their  present  measures,  but  with 
hm  opinion,  thai  these  measures  were  cal- 
culated to  expand  the  resources,  to  extend 
the  commerce,  and  increase  the  employ- 
ment and  comforts  of  the  people,  he  could 
not  but  aay^  that  if  they  did  under  such 
circumstances  retire,  it  wonid  be  like  the 
wtttng  sun,  ere  long  to  rise  again  with  re- 
newed lustre*  He  would  conclude  with 
reaiarking,  that  if  his  opinions  were  cor- 
rect in  an  abstract  and  moral  point  of 
view,  how  much  more  fortified  and  grati- 
fied by  the  reflection,  that  these  measures 
would  so  essentially  contribute  to  the 
coaifort  and  improvement  of  the  mass  of 
the  people^ — a  people  so  praiseworthily 
Iraaquil  under  many  trying  privations, 
bttt  whose  patience  and  forbearance  it 
would  be  alike  ungenerous  and  impolitic 
to  test  too  severely.  Then,  if  he  looked 
to  bis  own  country,  Ireland,  and  saw  the 
great  and  glorious  conquest  they,  its  peo- 
ple, achieved  over  the  deepest*rooted  of 
their  passions  and  prepossessions,  by  the 
relinquishment  of  the  exciting  but  infuri- 
ating iofluenoe  of  ardent  spirits,  excusable. 


if  anything  could  excuse  it,  by  the  utter 
privation  of  every  comfort  under  which 
they  existed.  Should  we  not,  then,  anx- 
iously promote,  and  strive  to  perpetuate 
this  great  moral  and  social  improvement 
and  example,  by  rendering  attainable  to 
them  '*  the  cup  which  cheers,  but  not 
inebriates,"  and  facilitating  every  other 
innocent  substitute  and  comfort,  towards 
which,  he  was  of  opinion,  these  and  similar 
measures  were  calculated  to  contribute, 
and  should,  therefore,  have  his  warm  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  Tufnell  said,  that  he  should  have 
been  content  to  have  given  a  silent  vote 
on  the  present  occasion,  had  not  the  great 
maritime  borough  which  he  represented, 
felt  the  deepest  possible  interest  in  the 
decision  to  which  the  House  might  arrive 
on  the  momentous  question  now  before 
them.  He  was  forcibly  reminded  of  the 
intense  interest  his  constituents  entertained 
on  this  topic,  from  having  a  short  time 
since,  when  coming  forward  as  a  candi- 
date, witnessed  the  conversion  of  his  op- 
ponent (the  connection  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  and  he  believed  as  good 
a  monopolist  as  any  of  the  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,)  to  the 
doctrine  of  free  trade  in  corn.  He  had 
seen  that  Gentleman,  unable  to  resist  the 
intreaties  of  the  distressed  artisans,  and 
the  universal  wish  of  the  electors,  declare 
that  he  could  not  refuse  to  grant  them 
cheap  bread.  When  he  recollected,  that 
in  the  year  1828,  Mr.  Dawson  had  either, 
with  a  wonderful  degree  of  prescience, 
or  at  any  rate  by  some  happy  accident, 
proved  a  marvellous  true  prophet  of  the 
conversion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
the  question  of  Catholic  Bmancipation, 
he  confessed  he  had  been  led  to  entertain 
some  hopes  that  such  might  also  prove 
the  case  on  the  present  occasion.  What- 
ever hopes,  however,  he  had  entertained, 
had  been  entirely  destroyed  by  the  tune 
adopted  by  some  of  the  Gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House,  who  represented  pecu- 
liarly the  agricultural  interest,  and  also 
had  boldly  stated  that  they  objected  to 
any  alteration  in  the  sugar  monopoly  be- 
cause it  might  indirectly  affect  the  ques  • 
lion  of  the  Corn-laws.  Now  this  appeared 
a  weak  and  dangerous  line  of  argument. 
I  tow  could  they  say  to  the  people,  *' We 
oppose  the  present  measure,  which  may 
be  calculated,  in  itself,  to  benefit  the  com- 
munity, not  on  its'own  merits,  but  because 
it  may  lead  to  the  downfall  of  another 
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monopoly^  in  the  benefits  of  a  bill  we  par- 
ticipate.**    He  derived  every  shilling  him- 
self from  land,  bat  he  should  be  ashamed 
on  a  crisis  like  this,  when  other  interests 
were  called  on  to  make  sacrifices,  were  he 
not  also  himself  prepared  to  contribute 
his  own  share  in  order  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  country.     He  intreated  hon. 
Members  connected  with  the  agricultural 
interest,  tb  consider  in  what  position  they 
placed  themselves — they  had  passed  the 
Poor-law  Bill,  and  taught  the  labouring 
man  to  rely  on  his  own  resources  for  sub- 
sistence— and  were  they  not  bound,  then, 
to  afford  him  every  means  in  their  power 
to  save  his  own  independence  by  cheapen- 
ing the  necessaries  of  life,  and  exerting 
themselves  to  open  fresh  markets  for  his 
labour.     By  the  operation  of  the  Poor- 
law  Bill,  they  had  been  able  to  save  mil- 
lions,  which  had  been  formerly  spent  in 
providing  for  the  poor ;  it  might  be  said 
that  it  had  been  improperly  spent,  but  still 
the  money  had  come  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  agriculturists,  and  they  had  benefitted 
by  the  change.      How  could   they  now 
come  forward,  when  measures  were  under 
discussion  calculated  to  benefit  the  poor 
to  an   immense  extent,  and   meet  them 
with  a  decided  negative.     Would  it  raise 
their  character,  or  render  their  cause  more 
popular  in  the  country.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  obtained  their  support  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  as  the  advocate  of  all  mo- 
nopoly— as  the  defender  of  one  which  the 
agricultural  interests  in  its  wisdom  con- 
sidered as  the  outwork  of  others.     If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  accepted  their  support 
on  any  other  ground,  he  was  bound  to  ex- 
plain himself  fully,  or  he  will  be  clearly 
receiving  their  confidence  under  false  pre- 
tences.    Unless  he  was  prepared  strictly 
to  adhere  to  the  principle  of  sustaining 
every  important  monopoly  in  the  country, 
he  was  not  entitled  to  receive  their  votes. 
By  the  present  measures  before  the  House, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  object 
was  to  guarantee  a  moderate   price  of 
sugar,  an  article  of  such  universal  con- 
sumption, as  any  material  rise  in  which 
afiecied  so  materially  the  labouring  classes. 
He  proposed  to  do  this  by  reducing  the 
protective  duty  on  foreign   sugar,   from 
about  200  per  cent,  at  which  it  at  present 
stood,  to  50  per  cent.,  so  that  when  the 
price  of  West- India  sugar  rose  so  high,  it 
would  be   immediately  checked  by   the 
competition  of  the  foreign  sugar,  and  the 
distress  of  the  great  body  of  consumari 


immediately  alleviated.  Some  hoo.  Gen* 
tiemen  opposite  seemed  to  consider  that 
the  present  distress  would  be  only  tenpo- 
rary.  He  trusted  that  it  might  be  so,  bat 
when  he  reflected  on  the  circumstances 
that  had  for  a  very  long  time  led  to  this 
state  of  embarrassment,  and  the  rapidity 
with  which  foreign  rivals  were  everyday 
starting  up  to  compete  with  our  own  ma- 
nufacturers, he  confessed  that,  without 
some  great  change,  he  coulcT  hardly  hope 
for  relief.  It  should  also  be  remembered, 
that  the  only  alternative  we  had  to  adopt, 
were  the  present  measures  for  meeting  oor 
financial  difficulties  not  adopted,  would 
be  the  imposition  of  fresh  taxes  on  a  po- 
pulation already  overbarthened,  or  depres- 
sing, to  a  still  greater  extent,  the  springs 
and  sources  of  industry.  The  questioa 
was  not  merely  whether  the  present  mea* 
sure  was  in  itself  good,  bat  whether  the 
only  alternative  would  not  produce  the 
most  frightful  consequences— heightening 
the  price  of  the  necessaries  of  life  to  a 
people  already  scarcely  able  to  find  the 
means  of  subsistence,  depressing  the  ma- 
nufacturing interest,  which  could  hardly 
now  keep  its  ground  against  foreign  com* 
petition,  and  spreading  dismay  through 
every  branch  of  industry,  which  was  al- 
ready too  much  dejected.  The  noUe 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
had  taunted  Ministers  with  having  brought 
forward  these  measures  when  they  wene 
tottering  to  their  fall.  Whether  the  noble 
Lord  was  right  in  his  prediction  or  not,  it 
remained  for  that  House  and  the  country 
to  decide.  But,  whatever  might  be  the 
result  of  the  present  and  future  divisions, 
he  (Mr.  Tufnell)  rejoiced  to  perceive  that 
another  system  was  tottering  to  its  fall* 
namely,  that  system  of  monopoly  which 
had  so  long  weighed  down  the  energies 
and  productive  industry  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  E,  G.  Cavendish  declared  him- 
self a  decided  friend  to  what  was  termed 
the  agricultural  Interest,  and  said,  that 
unless  it  had  been  proposed  to  make 
some  alteration  in  the  commercial  system 
of  the  country  generally,  and  establish  a 
more  equal  adjustment  between  the  landed 
and  manufacturing  interests,  he  did  noi 
think  it  would  have  been  either  fair  or 
politic  to  ask  the  agricoltural  interest  to 
abandon  the  protection  they  enjoyed ;  but 
finding,  that  a  great  change  was  to  be 
made  in  our  fiscal  regulations,  that  must 
materially  benefit  not  only  the  landed 
interest,  but  all  classes  and  intereats  in 
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the  State,  he  certainly  felt  bound  to  give 
his  support  to  her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
In  voting,  however,  against  the  amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  and  in  favour  of 
going  into  committee  on  the  proposition 
of  the  Government,  he  did  not  consider, 
that  he  was  at  all  pledging  himself  for 
this  or  that  fixed  amount  of  duty.  The 
present  was  not  the  time  for  going  into 
details.  He  would  not  now  say  whether 
or  not,  if  any  change  took  place,  it  ought 
not  to  be  made  to  spread  over  a  certain 
number  of  years.  No  one  was  more  op- 
posed to  sudden  changes  in  the  existing 
system  of  commerce  than  he  was,  or  less 
disposed  to  give  a  sudden  blow  to  any 
large  interests  that  had  grown  up  under 
the  sanction  of  the  Legislature.  But, 
however  averse  he  might  be  to  sudden 
changes,  he  could  not  consider  the  pre- 
sent  deficient  revenue  without  being  wil- 
ling to  make  up  that  deficiency,  and  more 
especially  if  it  could  be  done  without 
increasing  the  burdens  of  the  people ;  and 
this,  he  thought,  the  measures  proposed 
by  the  Government  would  accomplish. 

Captain  Maihew  said,  Sir,  I  must  in- 
trude for  a  few  moments  upon  the  time  of 
the  House,  if  it  be  merely  to  notice  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  the  Master-gene- 
ral of  the  Ordnance  on  a  previous  night. 
The  gallant  Officer  left  the  House  so  im- 
mediately after  his  speech  (which  was,  I 
must  add,  far  more  to  the  question,  and 
far  more  marked  by  real  argument,  than 
any  speech  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House),  that  I  have  not  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  noticing  it,  and  only  do  so  now 
in  his  absence,  lest  a  division  coming  on 
may  deprive  me  of  the  opportunity.  The 
gallant  General  read  an  advertisement  re- 
specting the  meeting  in  Palace-yard  of 
some  societies,  of  whom  he  spoke  as 
**  banded  by  selfish  motives  to  oppose  the 
Government,"  and  as  "  gladly  seizing  a 
pttblic  pretence  to  work  their  self-inter- 
ested views,  and  to  gratify  party  feeling 
against  her  Majesty's  Ministers."  Sir,  I 
am  proud  to  avow  myself  a  member  of  the 
committees  of  three  of  those  societies :  I 
am  a  member  of  the  committee  of  the  Co- 
lonial Society ;  of  the  Society  for  the  Pro- 
tection of  Agriculture ;  and  a  member  of 
the  West-Indian  Committee,  and  I  can 
only  corroborate  the  gallant  General's 
assertion  of  their  union,  whilst  1  must  de- 
clare, that  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  I 
have  heard  from  his  lips,  that  union  for 
felf'preaervatioo,  that  Uie  joining  of  men 


in  legal  appeals  to  the  Legislature,  against 
a  measure  which  is  ruin  to  all  that  is  near 
and  dear  to  them,  is  deserving  of  cen- 
sure ;  when,  in  a  far  different  cause,  and 
with  different  and  not  perhaps  equally 
loyal  sentiments,  masses  of  people  banded 
together  for  Reform,  the  noble  Lord,  by 
his  letters  and  his  words,  held  it  to  be 
matter  of  praise.  Let  me  now  congratu* 
lale  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  has  intro- 
duced measures  which  have  formed  the 
bond  of  union  to  so  many  different  inter- 
ests, whom  feelings  of  indignation,  and 
the  necessity  of  self-preservation,  have 
aroused  to  strew  some  thorns  upon  his 
last  bed  of  roses.  But,  Sir,  I  could  not 
bring  myself  to  give  a  totally  silent  vote 
upon  this  measure,  for  I  stand  in  a  pecu- 
liar position  before  the  House  respecting 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal ;  for, 
as  a  West- Indian  proprietor  to  some  ex« 
tent,  inheriting,  under  grant  from  Charles 
2nd,  lands  in  the  oldest  colonies,  I  have 
ever  warmly  advocated  the  abolition  of  the 
slave- trade,  and  have  voted,  nay,  can- 
vassed in  this  House,  for  the  termination 
of  the  apprenticeship.  1  was  not  led  to 
this  conclusion  by  the  forged  and  discrc 
ditable  statements  so  sedulously  circu- 
lated ;  I  was  not  a  believer  in  the  shameful 
falsehoods  so  actively  promulgated  re- 
specting the  West-Indian  proprietors  and 
their  treatment  of  the  slaves ;  but  I  voted 
thus  from  an  inherent  detestation  of  the 
word  slavery,  coupled  with  the  subjects  of 
the  Crown  of  England.  I  did  so,  I  must 
add,  in  full  reliance  that  the  pledges 
which  those  great  measures,  and  the  re- 
corded asseverations  of  all  who  took  a 
part  in  those  debates,  gave  me,  that  a  fair 
trial  to  the  national  experiment  should  be 
given  ;  and  that  the  colonies  should  meet 
from  England,  the  feelings  and  attach-- 
ment  that  should  mark  a  mother  country's 
conduct  to  her  first-born  offspring.  In 
these  feelings.  Sir,  did  the  Legislature  of 
the  West-Indian  colonies  act.  When 
these  great,  and,  as  I  hold  them,  glorious 
acts,  had  passed  your  House  (although 
against  the  opinions  of  the  greater  num- 
ber of  the  colonists),  they  warmly  entered 
into  their  spirit,  and  by  an  extended  and 
expensive  Church  establishment,  by  the 
erection  and  endowment  of  schools  and 
other  institutions  well  fitted  to  advance 
their  new  social  order,  they  evinced  their 
desire  to  second  your  views,  to  the  aban- 
donment of  their  own,  and  their  reliance 
upon  the  assurances  of  support  and  pro« 
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teclion  the  British  Parliament  had  so 
freely  held  out  to  them.  They  fairly 
warned  yoo  of  the  natural  consequences 
of  so  brief  a  transition  from  slarery  to 
freedom;  you  were  prepared  for  it,  and 
what  they  predicted  has  occurred-^a  great 
derangement  of  the  social  order  ensued, 
and  some  time  necessarily  was  requisite 
ere  the  cultivation  of  the  colonial  produce 
and  rational  order  could  be  re-established. 
To  the  consequent  diminution  of  their 
crops  during  this  period,  those  who,  as  I 
must  now  term  it,  have  the  misfortune  of 
possessing  West-Indian  property,  have 
had  to  add  the  losses  of  two  unexampled 
seasons  of  drought;  and  yet  this  is  the 
season,  this  is  the  moment,  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  selected  to  bring  forward  a  mea* 
sure  which  must  utterly  ruin  the  planter, 
and  re»plunge  the  now  happy  labourer 
into  semi- civilization  and  in  misery.  In  a 
population  now  consuming  5L  per  head  of 
your  manufactures,  to  the  total  amount  of 
4,000,000/.,  there  will  not  be  left  means  to 
consume  to  the  amount  of  one  single 
guinea.  I  can  neither  pass  over,  nor  pre- 
tend to  follow^  the  beautiful  speech  of  ihe 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ; 
every  Member  who  had  the  pleasure  of 
hearing  him,  must  have  admired  that 
speech,  and  the  more  so,  that  so  beautiful 
a  superstructure  should  have  been  raised, 
by  the  noble  Lord's  talent,  on  so  rotten  a 
foundation.  I  must,  however,  thank  the 
noble  Lord  for  giving  such  testimony  as  he 
has  done  to  my  view  of  this  measure ;  he 
has  quoted  an  extract  from  the  notes  of 
Mr.  Candler,  when  in  Jamaica;  he  has 
exeropli6ed  the  present  thriving  state  of 
the  labourers,  and  the  habits  of  comfort 
they  have  adopted,  and  he  tells  us  this  is 
entirely  owing  to  the  high  wages  they 
receive :  what  better  proof  do  I  require 
than  this,  of  the  ruin  the  measure  will 
cause?  Our  labourers  are,  thank  God, 
too  independent,  too  much  habituated  to 
comfort,  to  vie  with  the  horrid  '*  travaiU 
work "  of  Cuba ;  and  when  the  planter 
becomes,  as  he  will  at  once,  unable  to  sup* 
ply  wages,  the  negro  will  lapse  into  savage 
iNirbarism,  amid  the  ruins  of  the  once 
smiling  homes  of  his  former  employer.  I 
will  not.  Sir,  delay  the  House  by  going 
into  the  various  calculations  I  hold  in  my 
band.  The  clear  statement  of  my  hoo. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Beverley,  and  the 
unanswerable  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Lancashire,  has,  1  trust, 
ooovinced  the  House,  at  least,  1  am  very 


sure,  convinced  the  country,  that  the  short 
supply  produced  for  two  years  by  on* 
avoidable  causes  is  past,  and  that  tba 
natural  rivalry  between  the  East  and 
West  Indies  will  ensure  an  ample  svp« 
ply  of  sugar  for  the  consumption  of  tha 
country  at  a  very  moderate  rate.  These 
speeches  have,  1  believe,  fully  diapoaed  of 
the  most  plausible  cry  in  the  noUe  Lard's 
speech, — **  cheap  sugar  for  the  people.*' 
The  noble  Lord  has  wisely  glanced  lightly 
over  a  most  important  part|of  this  sabjact, 
1  mean,  the  stimulus  which  this  roeaaoffa 
will  give  the  slave-trade.  He  has,  bow- 
ever,  strenuously  ransacked  his  maosorj,. 
to  fix  some  odium  on  this  side  of  tne 
House,  for  the  parts  some  Members  might 
hsve  taken  during  the  debates  on  Ihe  abo» 
lition  of  the  slave-trade.  The  noble  Lord 
had  one  instance  suggested  to  him,  aad 
eagerly  seized  it,  and  referred  to  the  vio* 
lent  speech  of  a  former  rapreaeotative  for 
Liverpool.  Let  roe  reply  one  word  only. 
Let  me  inform  the  House,  that  thia  Moas- 
ber  was  Colonel  Tsrleton,  one  of  the  nsoal 
decided  Whig  partisans,  that  ever  eoterad 
this  House !  it  ia«  indeed.  Sir,  a  debas- 
ing view  of  human  natura ;  but  the  con- 
vkstion  forces  itself  upon  me,  whan  I  see 
Members  upholding  this  maaaore,  and 
sneering  and  joking  at  any  allusions  to  Iha 
slave-trade,  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
Members,  too,  who  once  so  eioquanily 
portrayed  the  miseries  of  the  slave  —  who 
called  upon  their  fallow-coontrymen  at  tha 
hustings  to  forswear  the  use  of  sugar,  ra- 
ther than  consume  the  produce  of  the 
slave — who  produced  at  an  election,  Ihe 
figure  of  a  negro  in  chains,  toexeite  popu- 
lar indignation  against  an  oppoatng  can- 
didate. Sir,  I  say,  the  coovieUoQ  ibioee 
itself  upon  me,  that  not  by  tha  real  fed* 
ings  of  humanity,  but  for  parliaao  objacia, 
and  by  party  warfare,  Ihe  great  meaaara 
of  freedom  waa  carried.  Sir,  the  nobla 
Lord,  with  perfect  gravitv  of  oooniaoaiiae, 
turneid  round  to  thia  side  of  the  House, 
and  accused  us  of  aetiaig  for  party  |nhw 
poses,  and  of  offering  a  iactioaaoppositian 
to  his  measures.  The  noblo  Lord  has 
evidently  followed  the  precepts  of  a  dia- 
tioguished  Irish  senator.  Sir  Boyle  Rocks, 
who  said,  **  The  beat  way  to  avoid  a  das* 

Kr,  is  to  meet  it  plump.''  Tha  noble 
}fd  accuses  us  first  in  fear  and  tramblfaif « 
knowing,  as  he  does,  that  withool  thMB 
walls,  it  hu  been  written  and  said,  I  know 
not  whether  with  trath.  that  ha  has  eon* 
ducted  a  factioui  defenoa,  and  liMil  the 
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eoane  he  is  now  adopting  is  oot  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion.  But  the  next,  and  the  great  argu^ 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord,  is  the  deficit. 
To  meet  this,  the  Caoadas,  the  West 
Indies^  the  shipping  interest^  the  rising 
sugar  cultivation  of  the  east,  and  last«  not 
leasty  the  independence  of  the  landowner, 
the  comforts  of  the  landholder,  and  the 
meaas  of  existence  of  the  labourer— -the 
agricaltaral  ioteresis  of  the  empire -^are  to 
be  sacrificed.  And  the  noble  Lord  really 
believea  the  people  of  England  so  ignorant, 
so  easily  led  by  spouting  radicals,  as  not  to 
remember  how  that  deficit  was  created! 
I  will  answer  lor  it  that  he  will,  on  an  ap* 
peal  to  the  people,  find  his  error.  When 
upon  an  electioneering  experiment,  and 
upon  an  exploded  theory,  the  noble  Lord 
psoposed  to  give  up  a  necessary,  a  pro- 
dootive,  and  a  mildly  felt  source  of  reve* 
iroey  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Ike  Member  for  Cambridge  University, 
whose  perfect  knowledge  of  financial  mat- 
•eis^  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  and  of 
Ihe  coitntiy,  is  only  equalled  by  his  rare 
habits  of  business,  wyn  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  reeklesaness,  the  impropriety  of  hit 
course,  and  call  upon  him  to  pause  ?  And 
yet  the  noble  Lord  comes  down  smiling  in 
triumph  at  his  fault,  as  if  he  said — who 
will  dare  to  be  my  successor  now  ?  The 
BObieLord  appealed  to  the  character  of 
the  Ministers.  Let  him  try  that  with  the 
country,  since  Sandwich  he  deems  not  a 
aiifficieoi  reply.  You  received  the  reins 
of  office  with  a  surplus;  you  have  wasted 
thai— you  have  put  on  ten  per  cent,  on 
Ibe  aBscseod  taxes— and  yet  you  come  be- 
ibra  the  House  with  a  deficiency.  You 
bave  unexampled  distress  at  home-*are 
yoB  better  abroad  1  After  much  waste  of 
noaey  and  of  life,  you  are  obliged  to  ac* 
knowledge  your  expedition  to  China  a 
complete  failure,  as  if  the  responsibility  of 
the  selediott  of  officers  did  not  lay  with 
ibe  Ministers.  You  have  war  still  in 
India.  In  America  you  have  essayed  to 
bark,  before  you  were  decided  to  bite; 
and  hj  not  insisting  on  Mr.  M'Leod's 
liberation,  and  on  Ihe  settlement  of  the 
boundary  line,  you  have  destroyed  the 
prealage  of  British  protection  among  your 
fisllow«siib|ects  on  the  frontier.  Your 
ootoniet  bad  a  glimpse  of  happiness — you 
bfiBg  forward  a  measure  for  tbeir  roin; 
m  one  where  diaoonlent  had  existed  for 
years,  an  able  and  talented  Governor  (I 
aUndo  to  Ibo  Ionian  Islands)  had  produced 


harmony,  and  began  to  enjoy  the  popi^ 
larily  he  deserves  —  you  instantly  recal 
biml  Yes,  my  Lord,  appeal  to  the  coan« 
try  for  the  character  of  the  Ministry  I  I 
listened  with  attention  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x« 
chequer,  but,  I  confess,  I  could  discover 
but  one  burden  to  his  song — a  querulous 
complaint,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  would  not  tell  him 
what  to  do.  So  aoeustomed  is  he  to  see 
the  country  ruled  in  every  good  measure 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  now 
appears  quite  surprised,  and  fancies  him- 
self quite  entitled  to  complain,  because, 
having  got  into  a  scrape,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  not  get  him  out  of  it.  Sir, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  debate,  I  had 
the  honour  to  present  a  petition  of  no 
light  importance,  I  mean,  the  petition  of 
the  Colonial  Society ;  a  society  composed 
of  near  1,200  gentlemen,  proprietors,  and 
connected  with  every  colony  of  the  empire. 
These  gentlemen.  Sir,  composed  of  men 
of  all  politics,  are  determined  to  support 
colonial  interests  and  rights,  to  the  exolu* 
sion  of  every  political  feeling,  and  at  a 
general  meeting  of  that  society,  the  deter* 
mination  was  unanimous  to  oppose  to  the 
utmost  these  measures.  The  general 
belief  was  at  that  meeting,  that  had  they 
returned  Members  to  this  House — had 
they  possessed  voices  at  a  hustings  to 
retain  or  discard  a  Ministry^^they  would 
not  have  been  selected  as  the  scapegoats 
for  the  noble  Lord's  bad  legislation.  But, 
Sir,  the  colonies  are  not,  in  this  instance, 
unrepresented  in  this  House.  They  are 
represented,  on  this  occasion,  by  irresisti<« 
ble  claims-'by  their  claims  on  British 
honour,  British  humanity,  and  British 
justice.  On  these  claims,  Sir,  they  fully 
rely,  and  I  feel  convinced  they  will  meet 
no  disappointment.  1  trust,  that  this 
House  will  reject  the  proposals  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  that  to  the  consciousness  of  having 
introduced  an  unjust  measure,  her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  will  add  the  disgrace  of 
having  failed  in  their  attempt  to  carry  it. 

Sir  Be»;amttt  HaU  thought  it  his  duty 
to  offer  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  Government  his  thanks  for 
their  proposition  on  the  present  occasion  ; 
and,  although  he  could  not  hope  to  add 
any  novelty  in  the  way  of  argument  alter 
six  or  seven  nights  of  debate,  he  wished 
briefly  to  state  his  sentiments.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  other  side  of  the  House 
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that  they  were  not  boand  to  bring  forward 
aoj  scheme  of  their  own  as  a  sabstitate 
for  the  Ministerial  plan ;  indeed,  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  for  them  to  do  so, 
because  there  was  no  alternative  between 
the  apnendment  of  the  commercial  system 
DOW  under  consideration  and  a  tax  upon 
leal  property,  a  measure  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers DOW  in  opposition  had  always  strenu- 
ously opposed  when  in  office.  In  the 
same  way  they  could  hardly  recommend 
a  loan,  for  that  temporary  mode  of  meeting 
an  emergency  they  had  already  so  often 
resorted  to,  that  it  would  avail  them  no 
longer.  The  present  was  not  an  emer- 
gency of  this  year  only,  and  it  was  there- 
fore peculiarly  necessary  that  more  than  a 
temporary  remedy  should  be  applied  to  il. 
I  am  anxious  to  express  a  hope  as  to  the 
future  conduct  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
John  Russell)  and  his  colleagues.  This 
division,  I  am  aware,  must  be  against  Mi- 
nisters, and  representing  as  1  do  one  of 
the  largest  and  most  respectable  constitu- 
encies in  the  empire,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
observe  that  I  trust  they  will  act  with 
firmness  and  decision  in  the  crisis  which 
is  about  to  occur.  If  ministers  are  de- 
feated, as  they  will  be,  I  hope  they  will 
DOt  separate  without  again  distinctly  bring- 
ing that  great  question  before  the  House, 
which  many,  both  in  and  out  of  it,  wish 
to  see  discussed  and  determined'— >i  mean 
the  question  of  the  Corn-laws.  If,  when 
they  do  bring  it  forward,  they  are  beaten, 
as  they  necessarily  will  be  if  we  look  to 
the  result  of  former  divisions,  they  ought 
to  take  upon  themselves  the  responsibility 
of  following  up  the  subject  by  an  appeal 
to  the  sense  of  the  country.  They  are 
bound  to  allow  the  country  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  its  judgment  upon  a  propo- 
sition so  importantly  calculated  for  its  ad* 
vantage.  It  is  impossible  to  anticipate 
▼ery  exactly  what  may  be  the  event  of 
such  an  appeal.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say, 
whether  it  will  be  in  favour  of  or  against 
Ministers;  but  the  country  ought  to  have 
the  means  of  determining  whether  this 
moderate  fixed  duty  shall  be  established, 
as  the  forerunner  of  a  total  repeal.  The 
House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  recollect, 
that  when  I  formerly  represented  a  con- 
stituency in  an  agricultural  district,  I  aU 
ways  spoke  the  same  language,  and  whea- 
ever  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws  was 
mooted  or  brought  to  a  division,  I  inva- 
riablv  pfave  mv  support  to  any  proposal 
foi  tneir  partial  or  total  abrogatioo,    I  am 


desirous,  in  the  first  instance,  that  a  fixed 
duty  should  be  imposed,  instead  of  the 
present  sliding  scale,  as  it  has  beea 
termed,  which  has  introduced  a  nosl  fie* 
titiotts  system,  to  be  followed  by  an  ulti- 
mate and  total  repeal,  in  order  that  the 
people  may  obtain  provisions  at  the 
cheapest  possible  rate.  I  do  hope  that 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  not  leave  the 
question  merely  in  abeyance :  having  in  a 
manly  and  becoming  manner  pioponoded 
these  matters  to  the  Legislatoie,  they 
ought  not  to  shrink  from  the  responsibility 
of  claiming  support  from  the  electors  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  They  will  be  de- 
feated here :  let  them  at  once  then  appeal 
to  the  country,  and  let  them  tell  the  cob* 
stituent  body,  that  having  done  what  ia 
them  lay  to  accomplish  a  great  good,  it  i»- 
mains  to  be  seen  whether  the  people  will 
support  the  Ministers  in  an  endeavovr  to 
repeal  the  Corn-laws,  and  thereby  So 
afford  cheap  provisions  to  those  who  stand 
so  much  in  need  of  them. 

Mr.  Struit  said,  that  the  hon.  Meaiber 
for  Canterbury  who  had  spoken  early  ia 
to-night's  debate,  had  at  least  beoi  candid 
in  his  admissions.  He  had  admitted  tba 
deficiency  in  the  revenue,  the  distress  of 
the  working  classes,  and  the  depressioD  of 
our  commerce.  He  had  also  adarittad 
that  the  measures  proposed  by  theOo- 
veniment  were  calculated  to  supply  tlie 
deficiency  in  the  revenue,  and  at  the  aane 
time  to  relieve  the  consumer  and  to  pro- 
mote the  extension  of  our  foreign  trade. 
But  he  objected  that  we  should  be  acting 
inconsistently  with  respect  to  oor  Bait- 
Indian  possessions,  if,  after  having  lately 
conferred  upon  them  the  boon  of  eqaak 
izing  the  sugar  duties,  we  were  now  to  in- 
flict upon  them  the  hardship  of  exposing 
them  to  foreign  competition.  Now  be 
(Mr.  Strutt)  contended  that  there  was  in 
neither  case  either  a  boon  or  a  bardahip. 
He  considered  the  equalintion  of  the 
sugar  duties  to  have  been  an  act  of 
mere  justice  to  the  East  Indies,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  present  measure  waa 
equally  an  act  of  mere  justice  to  the 
British  consumer.  But  the  more  favorita 
ground  taken  by  the  opponents  of  tUs 
measure  had  been,  that  it  would  have  a 
tendency  to  encourage  slavery  in  foreign 
countries,  and  this  was  the  argument  set 
forth  in  the  resolution.  He  admitted  that 
this  was  a  most  important  question,  bat  it 
was  one  which  they  must  discuss  oa 
gaoeral  piiociplsa.    It  aiigiit  wmmt  tht 
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purpose  of  GeDlIemen  on  the  other  side 
ol*  the  House  on  the  present  occasion  to 
say,  **  We  will  put  out  of  question  slave- 
grown  coffee,  and  slave*grown  cotton,  and 
slave-grown  tobacco,  we  will  allow  all 
tnch  articles  to  be  imported  in  great  and 
increasing  quantities,  whatever  the  effect 
may  be  .in  encouraging  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade ;  but  if  we  can  only  show  that 
the  importation  of  slave-grown  sugar  may 
have  a  similar  effect,  we  will  endeavour  to 
raise  the  cry  of  humanity  and  serve  our 
party  purposes  by  forming  a  junction  with 
a  few  (a  very  few  he  believed  they  would 
be)  of  those  who  had  been  the  consistent 
opponents  of  slavery."  But  it  was  abso* 
lately  necessary  to  consider  this  question 
on  general  principles ;  and  if  we  deter- 
mined to  exclude  slave-grown  suear,  we 
most,  on  the  same  principles,  unless  our 
homanity  was  a  mere  pretence,  take  mea- 
sures for  the  immediate  limitation  and  for 
the  ultimate  exclusion  of  all  articles  pro- 
duced by  slave-labour.  Nay,  we  must 
go  much  further,  and  we  must  in  con- 
sistency determine  to  refuse  all  commer- 
cial intercourse  with  countries  in  which 
slavery  was  allowed  to  exist ;  because  it 
was  the  necessary  effect  of  every  bale  of 
British  goods  imported  into  such  countries 
to  cause  the  exportation  of  some  article  of 
slave-grown  produce,  if  not  to  this  country, 
at  least  to  some  other  nation  with  whom 
we  were  accustomed  to  trade.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  arose,  whether  we  were 
prepared  to  attempt  the  suppression  of 
livery  by  such  means;  whether  by  re- 
fosing  to  trade  with  other  nations  we  were 
willing  to  inflict  a  great  injury  upon  our- 
selves as  well  as  upon  them,  with  the  view 
of  coercing  them  into  the  abolition  of 
slavery.  He  was  himself  convinced  that 
any  such  attempt  would  be  utterly  fruit- 
lessy  and  that  instead  of  succeeding  in  our 
object  by  such  means,  we  should  only  ex* 
dte  in  the  minds  of  foreign  nations  feel- 
ings of  hostility  not  only  against  the  Qo- 
venment  and  tne  people  of  this  country, 
bnt  also  against  the  principles  which  we 
were  endeavouring  to  promote.  He  was 
satisfied,  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  we  de- 
sired to  discourage  slavery  in  foreign 
cooBtries,  we  ought  to  endeavour  to  do  so 
by  extending  onr  amicable  and  commer- 
cial relations  with  them,  by  using  every 
means  of  infusing  into  the  minds  of  those 
nations  the  same  benevolent  and  humane 
feelings  by  which  the  people  of  this  country 
hid  bean  notoated  by  taking  e? ery  oppor* 


tunity  of  promoting  by  means  of  treaties 
the  mitigation  and  final  extinction  of 
slavery,  and,  above  all,  by  showing  to  the 
people  of  those  countries  that,  in  putting 
an  end  to  slavery,  we  had  not  merely  per- 
formed a  grea(  act  of  justice  and  humanity, 
but  that  we  had  also  consulted  our  own 
true  and  permanent  interests.  If,  on  the 
contrary,  it  appeared  that  in  taking  this 
step  we  had  not  only  had  to  pay  an  im- 
mense sum  under  the  name  of  compensa- 
tion, but  that  we  had  also  imposed  on  the 
consumer  a  permanent  burden  in  the  high 
price  of  sugar,  and  that  we  had  also  de- 
stroyed our  trade  with  a  great  part  of  Uie 
world,  we  should  thus  be  setting  an  ex- 
ample which  was  not  very  likely  to  be 
followed.  Before  he  left  this  part  of  the 
subject,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  re- 
specting the  conduct  of  the  West-India 
interest.  When  he  recollected  that  those 
Gentlemen  had  formerly  been  owners  of 
slaves  and  traders  in  slaves,  and  that 
many  of  them  had  been  vehemently  op- 
posed to  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade 
and  of  slavery  itself,  and  when  he  now 
saw  them  endeavouring  to  denounce  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  those  who  acted  with  him,  as  guilty 
of  inhumanity,  he  owned  that  he  was 
filled  with  amazement,  and  that  if  he  were 
to  give  full  expression  to  his  feelings,  he 
might  be  tempted  to  use  language  which 
would  be  scarcely  parliamentary.  But 
perhaps  it  might  be  said,  that  reference 
should  not  be  made  to  transactions  which 
were  previous  to  the  abolition  of  slavery. 
Had,  however,  the  conduct  of  those  Qen- 
tlemen  been  consistent  even  since  that  pe- 
riod ?  Had  they  not  witnessed  the  im- 
portation of  slave-grown  cotton,  and  to- 
bacco, and  rice,  without  even  a  murmur? 
But  the  moment  that  it  was  proposed  to 
touch  the  article  on  which  they  were  them- 
selves interested,  that  moment  all  their 
slumbering  humanity  was  aroused,  and 
they  seemed  scarcely  able  to  find  words 
to  express  all  the  humane  feelings  by  which 
they  were  influenced.  He  was  not  there 
to  charge  those  Gentlemen  with  hypocrisy, 
or  to  deny  the  existence  of  that  humanity 
which  they  now  so  loudly  professed ;  but 
he  would  say,  that  those  professions  were 
no  sufiBcient  ground  for  denying  a  measure 
of  justice  and  relief  to  the  suffering  peo- 
ple of  England.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
was  anxious  to  express  the  satisfaction 
with  which  he  had.  heard  the  announce- 
ment of  theremaioing  p^^tion  of  the  finan^ 
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cml  tdieoie  of  the  OofwmmenL  He  was 
more  partieslarly  rejoiced  that  they  had 
INopoted  to  sabftitQte  a  fixed  duty  apoo 
oorn  10  the  place  of  the  present  sUdiog 
sealot  a  ayilem  which  he  could  ooly  re- 
gani  aa  one  of  fraod  and  delosioo.  Hit 
hoo*  Frieodi  the  Member  for  Kent,  had 
eoesplaiiied  that  the  Oovereoieot  h^d  not 
annoonccd  what  thev  intended  sboold  be 
the  price  of  com  unaer  their  new  ■ystem. 
In  making  this  complaint  he  tbooght  that 
hie  boo.  Friend  was  gailty  of  a  fallacy 
which  was  very  apt  to  pervade  the  reason- 
ings of  the  supporters  of  the  existing 
Com-lawS|  namely^  the  assomption  that 
it  was  within  the  power,  and  that  it  was 
the  dutrof  Parliament  to  maintain  the 
price  or  com  at  some  giten  amount.  In 
his  opinion,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  the 
doty  of  the  Legislature  simpiv  to  place  all 
chuMCS,  as  nearly  as  they  could,  on  a  per- 
foot  equality,  with  regard  to  fixed  burdens, 
and  to  leave  prices  to  regulate  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Surrey  had  con- 
tended that  the  importation  of  foreign 
com  would  not  have  any  tendency  to  pro- 
Bsote  an  increased  exportation  of  our 
manufactures,  and  he  nad  founded  this 
argument  on  a  reference  to  Parliamentary 
returns,  from  which  it  appeared  that,  un- 
der the  existing  svstem,  our  exports  had 
not  increased  in  those  years  in  which  we 
importsd  com.  Now,  so  far  from  think- 
ing that  the  hon.  Member  bad  proved 
his  case  by  this  reference,  be  thought  that 
be  had  adiduced  a  strong  argument  against 
the  present  Corn-laws.  It  had  been  a 
subject  of  universal  complaint,  that  under 
the  present  system  the  trade  in  com  was 
in  the  highest  degree  fluctuatmg  and  un* 
certain,  and  that  importatioo  could  only 
take  place  in  years  of  scarcity  and  com- 
mercial distress,  when  being  unable  to  pay 
for  the  tnppiy  by  the  exporutioo  of  our 
manufiictures,  we  were  obliged  to  have 
leeourse  to  an  export  of  goM,  thus  derang- 
ing our  cireulatmo  and  causing  the  moat 
extensive  distrsss  to  all  classes.  If  any 
additional  argument  had  been  wanting  in 
tUa  discussion  a^insl  the  present  Com- 
laws,  ho  thought  it  had  thus  been  supplied 

a  the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey.  In  coo- 
■ion,  bo  would  express  his  satiafiMtkm 
that  hat  Majeaty's  Miniatorahad  now  coos- 
miltad  theoMelves  to  these  important  men- 
anrea  in  favour  of  free  trade.  Ho  wae 
ODofident  that  they  were  founded  on  sound 
pvinoipleav  and  he  trpsted  that,  in  any 
^ooita   whiob   tht    QovomnNot   migiit 
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hereafter  take,  diey  would  disregard  all 
minor  eoosademtions,  and  would  kiok 
only  to  promoting  the  suceem  of  thoae 
great  measures  on  which  the  attention  of 
the  country  waa  fixed.  If  they  did  so, 
he  was  satisfied  that  they  would  reeeiue 
immense  support  from  the  people,  and 
that  the  cause  in  which  they  had  embarked 
must  ultimately  prevail. 

Mr.  Jf.  PkMip$  had  never  felt  greater 
confidence  in  any  course  than  in  that 
which  was  now  recommended  by  Qovem- 
ment,  and  upon  this  subfect  he  believed 
there  existed  a  peHeet  identity  of  fceling 
between  himself  and  hia  ooostitoenls.  Ho 
constituency  in  the  kmgdom  had  been 
more  distinguished  for  the  interest  taken 
in  the  cause  of  negro  emancipatioWy  and 
two  days  ago,  with  the  otmoat  satisiwtiun 
he  had  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  in  Maneholar, 
a  communication  stating  that  oolv  two 
indivkluals  connected  with  that  body  had 
hesitated  to  come  forward  in  favour  of  the 
proposition  of  Ministers.  He  had  heard 
with  great  surprise  the  stateaeenta  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlata, 
and  believed  him  to  be  mistaken  as  to 
the  sentiments  of  the  operativea  of  the 
country.  Those  who  required  sympathy 
generally  bestowed  it  with  the  gimnaat 
sinceritv,  and  it  seemed  almost  insulting 
the  feelings  of  the  operativea  to  talk  at 
their  dining  on  a  dish  of  heffaa.  They  had 
already  too  long  had  no  better  five, 
as  a  matter  of  choice,  but  of  grievous 
cessity.  The  very  exblenoe  of  many 
hundred  thousands  might  be  said  to  be 
wrapped  up  in  this  discussion.  He  hod 
originally  been  oonneded  with  a  Houau 
in  the  Braiil  trade,  and  it  waa  hia  belief, 
after  full  inquiry,  that  the  official  retam 
on  this  point,  stating  it  at  3,fiOO,00<M. 
was  considerably  betow  the  real  ualue  of 
the  trade.  It  would  bo  impoaeiUe  to  put 
down  so  extensive  a  commarrial  inter- 
course without  an  absolata  aot  of  non- 
inlereourse ;  and  if  that  were  paeeed,  the 
operatives  thrown  out  of  empkif  must  ne- 
cessarily be  oast  upon  the  parish,  and  bo» 
coma  a  burden  lo  every  apeeies  of  jsro* 
psrtv.  It  waa,  therefore*  a  matter  of  no 
smaU  moment  with  reference  to  the  now 
commercial  treaty  lo  be  oooelnded  in 
1848;  for,  if  gooda  were  only  to  be  sent 
out,  and  none  brought  hoaae  from  Braal, 
frsighta  must  be  higlier  in  proportion,  and 
it  would  be  detrimental,  not  only  to  the 
•^ppiiy  intaiust   but  to  tbo 
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ftDd  the  manofactorer.  It  behoved  every 
Government  to  take  care  that  auch  an 
importattt  branch  of  trade  ahould  not 
only  bo  maintained,  but  promoted  and 
improved,  Svmpathy  was,  at  least,  as 
much  doe  to  those  at  home  as  abroad,  and 
he  rejoiced  that  ministers  had  come  msn* 
fully  forward  to  meet  the  difficulties  of 
the  times,  and  by  reviving  and  encourag- 
ing trade,  to  give  employment  to  those 
who  were  ready  and  anxious  to  worlc.  He 
bad  been  requested  by  the  hand-loom 
apsavers  of  Manchester  to  ask  for  a  grant 
of  public  money  for  the  purposes  of  emi* 
gration,  and  he  had  dissuaded  them  from 
it,  thinking  that  it  would  be  difficult  for 
those  brought  up  to  manufactures  to  adapt 
themselves  to  agricultural  employments; 
but  unless  some  alteration  were  speedily 
made  in  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  the  Parliament  would  be 
driven  by  stem  necessity  to  listen  to  their 
appeal  to  enable  them  to  6nd  in  distant 
hmds  that  work  which  they  were  not 
pesmitted  to  procure  at  home.  He  was 
eoovittced  that  their  bad  condition  was 
maiftly  attributable  to  the  state  of  our 
kwa  with  respect  to  provisions,  and  if 
hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite  knew  the  real 
oondition  of  the  population  in  the  menu- 
faclunng  districts,  they  would  think  that 
others  merited  oonskleration  as  well  as 
themaelvea  they  would  no  longer  support 
unequal  laws,  when  the  mass  of  the 
people  were  in  abject  misery,  and  they 
would  no  longer  wish  to  uphold  the  pre* 
sent  system  for  their  own  selfish  interests. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lanca- 
shire,  had  leferied,  with  some  earnestness, 
tQ  the  circular  of  two  brokers  of  Liver- 
poo).  The  opinions  of  these  Siamese 
twins  appeared  to  the  noUe  Lord  to  be 
very  important,  and,  upon  their  authority, 
the  noble  Lord  sUtcd,  thst  if  the  Govern- 
meat  meaanre  passed  into  a  law,  there 
would  be  imported  into  this  country  wheat 
of  a  superior  description  to  that  generally 
imported  firom  Ireland.  Why,  this  supe- 
rior quality  of  wheat  was  what  the  starv- 
ing manufactareia  of  Manchester  had  long 
leqiiirad.  It  had  been  the  accusation 
agaiosi  those  Members  on  that  (the  Mi- 
Bialerial)  sidft  of  the  House  who  had  sup- 
ported the  Poor-law  Bill,  that  their  in- 
teatioii  was  to  drive  the  peo|rfe  to  the 
use  of  coarse  food.  He  had  always  denied 
tfiat  aaaertioa^  but  he  now  fmnd  that 
those  who  did  desire  to  drive  the  people 
to-  food  of  a  coarse  and  bad  quality  wore 


those  who  compleined,  that  if  the  plan  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  carried,  the 
people  would  have  an  ample  supply  of  the 
best  description  of  food.  If  that  were  not 
the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  noble 
Lord's  reference  to  the  brokers*  circular, 
he  could  not  conceive  what  it  was*  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  tried  extra  taxa* 
tion-^they  had  failed ;  and  the  course 
which  they  had  now  pursued,  in  proposing 
such  measures  as  the  present,  gave  them 
great  honour.  It  was  only  during  the  last 
year  or  two  that  the  evils  of  the  Corn-laws 
had  been  generally  acknowledged,  but 
they  had  for  years,  to  his  observation, 
been  producing  an  under-current  of  mis« 
chief:  when,  in  the  years  1834  and  1835, 
the  country  was  stated  to  have  been  in 
the  highest  prosperity,  and  when  the 
banking  system  had  been  carried  to  its 
greatest  extent,  the  Corn-law  was  silently 
doing  its  work,  and,  unfortunately,  we 
had  been  now  brought  to  that  situation 
that  we  could  not  compete  with  foreigners 
in  the  markets  of  the  worid :  and  when  it 
was  remembered  that  the  quantity  of  our 
exports  exceeded  the  amount  of  our  ma* 
nufactures  in  the  home  consumption,  the 
bad  consequence  of  this  exdosion  was 
apparent  to  everybody.  AH  must  allow 
that  we  ought,  without  delay,  to  free  our 
commerce  from  all  shacklest  and  he  trusted 
that  hon*  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not, 
by  opposing  these  measures  oi  her  Ma* 
jesty*s  Government,  sender  themsdves  re- 
sponsible for  what  he  was  sorry  to  believe 
wookl  soon  be  the  condition  of  the  great 
mass  of  his  countrymen. 

Mr.  Winston  Barron  differed  from  tlie 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  upon  six 
distinct  grounds.  He  opposed  it,  first, 
because  he  believed^  that  if  the  House  of 
Commons  affirmed  the  resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite»  however  paradoxical 
it  might  appear  to  the  new-born  philan* 
thropists  opposite,  it  would  tend  to  perpe- 
tuate slavery  in  every  countrjr  in  the 
world  in  which  .slavery  now  existed,  for 
if  we  declared  that  the  free  labour  of  the 
West  Indies,  with  the  advantages  of  fifty 
per  cent,  piotection,  and  UO.OQOfiOOl. 
grant,  could  not  compete  with  slave- 
labour,  what  would  other  countries,  which 
had  not  yet  emancipated  their  shtves  say 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  follow  our 
examine,  but  that  the  British  Parliament 
had  proved  that  it  would  be  abaurd  for 
them   to   emancipate  their   slaves*     If 
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they  reasoned  as  men  of  common 
sense,  they  would  say,!  <'  If  the  British 
colonists,  with  their  advantages  of  fifty 
per  cent,  and  their  twenty  millions,  can- 
not compete  with  slave-labour,  what  are 
we  to  do«— if  we,  who  have  no  such  ad- 
vantages, emancipate  our  slaves?"  De- 
pend upon  it,  we  should  be  fixing  upon 
the  black  population  in  th^^se  other  conn- 
tries  the  perpetual  bonds  of  slavery,  if  the 
resolution  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  were  carried.  He,  there- 
fore, said,  as  a  friend  of  humanity,  and  as 
a  sincere  friend  of  the  slave,  that  instead 
of  passing  such  a  resolution,  they  ought 
to  adopt  Uie  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
near  him  (Lord  John  Russell),  and  send 
forth  their ^/,  saying,  ''See  what  we 
have  done  for  the  West  Indies,  see  how 
prosperous  they  are,  see  how  well  they 
can  compete  with  your  slave-labour,  how 
successful  they  have  been,  come  follow 
our  example."  Secondly,  he  opposed  this 
resolution  because  he  believed  it  would  be 
highly  injurious  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  if  we  did  not  change  our  tariffs 
and  our  present  customs  regulations.  He 
believed  that  we  had  already  lost  the  best 
markets  we  had  ever  had  in  Europe  by 
the  blind  system  of  monopoly  which  we 
had  pursued  during  the  past  twenty  years. 
Was  it  not  notorious  that  we  had  forced 
the  whole  of  Germany  to  join  the  Prussian 
league,  which  had  driven  our  manufac- 
tures out  of  every  part  of  Germany  ?  Was 
it  not  notorious  that  for  every  pound  we 
now  sold,  we  sent  20lbs.  twenty  years 
ago?  We  had  obliged  them  to  establish 
manufactories  for  themselves,  and  we  had 
raised  rivals  at  our  very  doors.  At  Chem- 
nitz, and  many  other  places,  they  had 
been  constantly  erecting  manufactories, 
and  were  now  becoming  our  rivals.  Ma- 
nufactures of  iron,  manufactures  of  hard- 
ware, manufactures  of  cotton,  manufac- 
tures of  woollen  goods,  manufactures  of 
muslins,  and  manufactures  of  linens,  had 
been  springing  up  in  all  directions.  And 
why  ?  Because  we  would  not  take  their 
raw  materials.  And  thus  we  were  ruining 
our  own  manufactures  and  starving  our 
population  at  the  same  time ;  and  it  was 
Decaose  he  considered  that  the  resolution 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  applied  not  to 
sugar  alone,  but  to  the  whole  measure  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  if  it  were  carried  it  would  abridge  the 
comforts  of  the  poor  and  deprive  them  of 
ptny  of  Ihe  necesseri^  of  life^  that  be 


felt  bound  to  offer  to  it  his  strongest  op* 
position.  He  opposed  'it,  also,  upon 
another  ground,  which  might  appear  to 
be  a  novel  one  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo^ 
site,  and  which  might  be  received  by  a 
shout  of  derision,  but  which  was*  never- 
theless, a  real  objection.  He  opposed  the 
resolution,  because  if  the  noble  Lord's 
resolution  were  carried,  the  Irish  people 
would  consider  it  a  resolution  to  unseat 
the  Government  in  which  they  placed 
confidence ;  it  would  shake  the  faith  of 
that  people  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  tend  more  than  anything  else 
to  that  to  which  he  believed  hon.  C^tie- 
man  opposite  honestly  objected ;  it  would 
tend  more  to  promote  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  than  any  act  that  had  been  corn* 
mitted  for  the  last  thirty  years.  It  was 
not  a  resolution  merely  upon  sugar  and 
upon  slavery,  but  it  was  also  a  resolution 
to  unseat  the  Government  that  had  done 
justice  to  the  Irish  people.  And  he  would 
not  be  acting  fairly  as  an  Irish  represent* 
ative,  if  he  did  not  warn  them  befbre  they 
raised  seven  or  eight  millions  of  people  in 
arms  against  them,  [/rotiica/  Cheen.] 
Perhaps  he  had  spoken  figuratively,  but 
they  would  raise  a  direful  spirit  of  opposi^ 
tion  against  those  Ministers  who  should  oc- 
cupy the  benches  near  him,  for  if  they  sup*- 
ported  their  friends  in  Ireland,  they  would 
support  those  who  h  ad  ever  been  the  greatest 
enemies  of  the  people  of  that  country. 
Fourthly,  he  opposed  this  resolution  be- 
cause he  detested  monopoly  in  every  shape 
and  in  every  form.  He  detested  monopoly  in 
religion,  he  detested  monopoly  in  politics* 
and  he  detested  monopoly  in  trade  and 
commerce  beyond  all;  and  he  thought 
the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
materially  supported  monopoly  in  its 
most  disgraceful  shape,  when  it  affected 
the  comforts  of  the  poor.  If  this  resolu- 
tion were  carried,  it  would  tend  to  keep 
up  the  high  price  of  sugar,  and  if  there 
were  deficiency  in  our  own  colonies,  the 
price  would  rise  to  an  enormous  extent* 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Newark,  had  said,  that  there  would  be 
just  a  difference  of  Is.  6<2.  in  favoofof 
the  people  under  the  Government  pro* 
posal ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  for- 
gotten that  if  it  should  be  the  will  of  Pio- 
▼idence  to  affisct  our  West-Indian  colonies 
with  any  calamity,  such  as  a  wet  season, 
hurricanes,  or  a  rising  of  the  population, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  price  of 
sugar  should  not  rise  to  60s.  or  70s*; 
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Mid  it  would  be  impossible  under  the  Oo« 
vernmeDt  proposal  that  prices  should  ever 
reach  such  a  height.    The  West  Indies 
had  no  right  to  complain  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  for,  though 
they  had  already  received  an    enormous 
boon  from  thu  country,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed    an    additional 
protection  of  fifty  per  cent.    What  more 
could  they,  what  more  ought   they  to 
expect,  unless  they  meant  to  have  such  a 
protection  as  would  make    this   country 
pay  more  than  their  estates  were  worth? 
He,  therefore,  said  thai,  because  it  aided 
monopoly,  be  trusted  that  the  resolution 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite    would    be 
scouted  by  a  majority  of  the  House,  as  it 
had  been  scouted  by  the  people  of  this 
country.     He  reiterated  the  hope  of  the 
bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Marylebone, 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  feel  it  their dutytoappeal  to  thecoun- 
try  upon  these  measures.  He  did  sincerely 
hope  that  they  would  make  that  appeal,  and 
especially  after  the  first  display  they  had 
seen  of  the  feelings  of  this  country :  [Op- 
positicn  CheersJl  he  alluded  to  the  display 
of  feeling  on  the  part  of  those  people  who 
had  been  all  their  lives  opposed  to  slavery, 
and  who  had  come  forward  honestly  and 
openly,  when  there  were  slaves  to  be  emati- 
cipated  in  our  own  dominions.  He  said,  un- 
equivocally, that  those  who  had  expressed 
these  feelings,  would  not  be  deluded  by 
the  new*born  zeal  in  favour  of  the  blacks 
of  Porto  Rico  or  the  Brazils.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  it  would  be  a  complete  failure, 
to  endeavour  to  get  up  an  anti-slavery  cry 
against  the  Government.   He  opposed  the 
noble  Lord's  resolution   upon  a  further 
ground.    He  opposed  it,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  would  Ji^nd  most  materially  to 
•liake  the  public  credit,  if  these  kinds  of 
resolutions  were  to  be  made  party  ques- 
tions.    He  believed  that  the  public  cre- 
ditor would  not  be  quite  satisfied  to  see 
such  discussions  brought  forward  in  that 
House,  when  it  was  notorious  that  they 
were  brought  forward  for  party  purposes. 
When   the  public  revenue  was  not  equal 
to  the  expenditure,  it  was  time  for  the 
public  confidence  to  be  somewhat  shaken 
— it  was  time  that  it  should  be  shaken, 
when  it  was  seen  that  a  large  and  in- 
fluential body  in  that  House,  instead  of 
anisting  to  raise  the  revenue,  and  enabling 
the  country  to  seek  new  sources  of  in-  I 
dustry,  came  down  with  a  party  motion, 
to  prevent  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- ' 


chequer  from  meeting  the  public  demands. 
He  was  shocked  to  see  men  of  such  wealth 
and  station,  pretending  to  some  character, 
coming  forward  and  lending  themselves 
to  such  party  purposes ;  he  did  not  think 
that  it  was  an  honourable  way  of  meeting 
such  a  great  question.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  cheered  when  he  said  that  he 
hoped  there  would  be  an  appeal  made  to 
the  country,  and  when  he  said  that  it 
might  be  judged  from  what  had  passed, 
what  would  be  the  result.  He  had  under* 
stood  perfectly  well  that  cheer ;  it  referred 
to  what  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley),  had 
alluded  to  when  he  taunted  the  noble  I^rd 
(Ix>rd  John  Russell),  with  losing  town 
after  town.  Now  he  must  say,  that  he 
had  thought  this  a  very  imprudent  allu* 
sion.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  Tamworth,  'whe- 
ther he  would  be  willing  to  row  in  the 
same  boat  with  the  parties  returned  for 
some  of  those  towns  for  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  lately  taken  their  seats  in  that 
House  ?  Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
prepared  to  adopt  the  principles  of  the 
Chartists  of  Nottingham  ?  Was  he  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  a  crusade  against  the 
Poor-law  Bill?  Yet,  was  it  not  notorious 
as  the  sun  at  noonday,  that  these  were  the 
subjects  which  had  lately  brought  bon. 
Members  into  that  House.  Were  these 
returns  to  be  ascribed  to  the  principles  of 
old-fashioned  Toryism,  or  were  they  in 
consequence  of  any  professions  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronefs  own  principles  ?  No ; 
he  had  opposed  the  Chartists  as  much 
as  the  present  Government,  and  it  had 
been  ascribed  as  a  fault  to  his  hon.  Friends 
below  him  by  the  Chartists,  that  they  had 
been  prosecuted  by  the  present  ministers. 
He  wonld  ask,  too,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  openly  and  consistently 
supported  the  Poor-law  Bill  in  that  House 
as  much  as  any  one?  [Queition.]  He  was 
answering  the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  and  he 
was  telling  the  truth,  though  he  knew  it 
was  not  very  palatable  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  too 
candid  not  to  allow  that  these  were  not 
principles  on  which  he  would  like  to  see 
converts  come  into  that  House,  and  this, 
without  reference  to  what  he  had  seen  in 
a  letter  that  morning  in  the  newspapers 
from  a  noble  Friend  of  his  (Loni  Ran- 
clifie),  in  which  there  was  one  item  that 
was  rather  equivocal,  and  in  whicb  they 
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were    perticalarly  told    that  a  eam   of 
16,000/L   had    been    lost,  or  stolen,   or 
strayed,  and  that  backed  the  declaration 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  votes  were  openly 
told  ^coupled,  too,  as  this  was,  with  the 
scenes  at  Canterbury,  and  other  places 
[A  voice—*'  St.  Albans].  There  had  been 
strong  assertions  with  respect  to  St.  Al- 
ban*t,  hot,  as  far  as  proof  went,  it  had 
failed.    These  were  not  the  kind  of  sup* 
porters  which  the  right  hen.  Baronet  would 
like  to  come  into  that  House ;  he  wished 
him  joy  of  them,  but  he  coo  Id  notcon- 
gratalate  him,  or  the  country,  upon  his 
receiving  such  support  by  such  means. 
He  looked,  too,  with  great  suspicion  upon 
this  newborn  zeal  for  the  slaves,  because 
he  hsd  seen  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ad- 
here to  opinions,  or  abandon  them  when- 
ever it  suited  their  purpose.     He  recol- 
lected that,  bo(h  in  that  House  and  the 
other,  they  had  been  violently  opposed  to 
Catholic  emancipation;  they  had  aban- 
doned that  opposition  as  they  had  aban- 
doned the  Corporation  and  Test  Acts, 
when  they  found  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try to  be  against  them.    They  had  aban- 
doned also  their  opposition  to  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  were  become  its  strenuous  sup- 
porters, whilst  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  bead  of  their  party  had  declared, 
not  onlv  that  he  was  a  strict  adherent  of 
the  Reform  Act,  but  that  he  would  re- 
medy and  correct  all  proved  abuaes  in 
Church  and  State.     And  he  now  saw 
those  who  had    been  the  advocates  of 
slavery  in  every  shapoi  abandon  that  canse, 
and  come  forward  as  emancipists.    Why 
what  faith  could  the  country  have  in  a 
party  that  had  thus  given  up  its  principles 
one  after  another?     He  supposed    that 
the  next  thing  they  would  see,  would  be 
the  noUe  Lnrd,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  coming  down  to  propose  the 
abolition  of  ten  or  fifteen  English  bishop« 
rics,  as  he  had  abolished  the  ten  in  Ireland. 
Would  he  be  astonished  at  such  a  propoaal  ? 
Not  at  all.    He  might  also  see  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemanthe  Member  for  Pembroke, 
(Sir  James  Graham)  coming  down  to  pro* 
nose  the  abolition  of  the  duty  upon  goto. 
Would  that  astonish  htm  ?     Not  in  the 
least.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  but  retaming  to  his  first  love.     He 
should  not  be  astonished  at  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  measures,  because  he  had 
seen  nHasuies  of  as  great  importance  in 
point  of  prioeiple  abandmied  by  that  very 
party  after  they  bad  been  brought  forward. 


That  party,  in  fact,  wished  to  go  farther 
than  the  feelings  of  the  eowntry  pefmittod, 
and  he  could  not  but  view  their  wew  w&d 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery  aa  beiag  ia 
troth  a  seal  for  the  assomptioo  of  office. 

Mr.  W.  WU&amt  was  as  anxioaa  aa  awy 
man  for  the  abolition  of  alavery,  and 
though  he  was  impressed  with  the  belief 
that  this  measare  wonki  give  relief  to  the 
overtaxed  people  of  this  country,  he  should 
not  support  it  if  he  tbooght  it  wowM  ia 
any  manner  retard  the  prograss  of  oegio 
emancipalwn*  He  was  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  the  measbreof  theChaaoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  the  redaction  of 
duties  on  foreign  sugars  would  have  ao 
influence  on  the  sute  of  the  fiee  black 
negro  of  the  West  Indies.  He  had  forased 
that  opinion  from  sooie  documents  whicli 
he  held  in  his  hand.    He  found  that. 

The  average  price  of  Museovado  or  BritiA 
ooloDial  sugar,  dorina  the  last  eighteen  yeam, 
from  1823  to  1840,  according  lo  official  letuia^ 

was,  per  cwl., 33f*  Id, 

The  average  price  of    foreign 

sugar  during  the  same  period 

Proposed  difTerential  doty  l«i.  7d.  f  •*'*•  *"• 

Thus  showing  that  the  British  colonial 
sugar  was  sold  at  a  less  price  thnn  foreign 
sugar  by  4s.  O^d  per  cwt.,  or  I2|  per 
cent. 

The  average  price  during  six  years, 
1834  to  1839,  when  the  Emancipatkm 
Act  was  in  operation,  was— 

British  colonial  sugar #  36^.  lo^. 

Foreign  sugar*  •  •  • 23f.  iOd,  >  *^     -, 

Differential  duty 12*.    Trf.J  *^   ** 

Showing  that  colonial  was  sold  for  less 
than  foreign  sugar  by  5d.  per  cwt. 

"The  aferage  of  seven  years,  1834  to 
1840,  the  whole  period  since  the  Emanci- 
pation Act  has  been  in  operation,  was — 

British 371.  2dL 

Foreign  ••••• 23s.  0J.  I  a*^  .  j 

Differential  duty    ....    12s.  7(f. }  ^^^  '•• 

Showing  that  it  was  only  necessary  to 
sell  British  colonial  sugar  less  by  It.  \d. 
per  cwt.,  or  3  per  cent.,  to  exclude  foreign 
sog^r  from  our  market. 

"  Quantity  of  sugar  imported  . — 


tmu 

■.  tmmrn. 

WlUKMlt  doty. 

1  ft  3«— 3,521. (KM 
1830— 2.fl23,<>31 
1840—2.202,833 

{ 

AM  ,671 
<I12,A86 
M5,009 

428,854 
518,025 
482/138 

1 

33i.fW. 
39t.  2tf. 
4«f.  id. 

I 
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Showing  the  produce  of  the  Wett  Indies 
WAS  more  io  1839  by  sixty  per  cent,  than 
hi  1840;  and  that  the  average  price  of 
colonial  sttgar  wai  higher  by  50  per  cent, 
in  1840  than  in  1838,  while  the  price  of 
foreign  sugar  was,  in  1840,  21«.  6d.  per 
cwt,  and  in  1838,  21«.  3<2.  Looking  at 
the  state  of  the  sugar-trade  for  the  last 
twenty*nine  years,  he  was  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  the  proposition  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  would  not  in  the  least  degree 
aiTect  the  condition  of  tlie  free  black  po- 
pulation of  our  West- Indian  colonies.  In 
the  course  of  the  debate  a  strong  feeling 
had  been  manifested  in  favour  of  the  negro 
kboorer,  bat  he  {could  not  help  thinking 
that  while  hon.  Members  had  thus  ex- 
pressed their  opinions  of  this  |portion  ^of 
the  questiont  they  had  most  unwartantably 
lost  sight  of  the  wants  and  the  sufferings 
of  the  labouring  population  of  our  own 
country.  It  had  been  proved  that  the  la- 
bourers of  the  West  Indies  were  much 
better  off  than  the  free-born  labourers  of 
this  country;  for  not  only  were  their 
wages  higher  in  amount,  but  their  means 
of  living  more  simple,  and  their  opportu- 
nities of  procuring  food  far  more  advanta- 
geous than  those  of  the  British  population. 
The  Under-Secretary  of  the  Colonies  said 
the  blacks  drink  champagne,  on  which 
they  Will  bare  to  pay  only  7  per  cent, 
duty.  The  English  labourer  however, 
pavs  a  duty  of  120  per  cent,  on  his  beer, 
caieulatiikg  the  duty  on  malt  and  the 
profit  on  it  of  the  malster,  brewer,  and 
pnblican.  Our  West-India  ooloniea  are 
principally  supplied  with  provisions  from 
the  western  states  of  America.  The  prices 
of  the  provisions  principally  consumed  by 
the  West- India  free  black  at  Cincinnati^ 
•  on  the  Ohio,  the  city  from  which  the  pro- 
duce of  Uie  western  states  was  prin- 
ctpaliy  shipped,  from  whence  there  is  an 
open  oonttnuous  navigation  down  the 
Ohio  and  Mississippi  to  the  Gulf  of 
Meako  and  West  Indies  were  as  follows — 

Flour— 2)  dollars  to  3  dollars  per 
barrel  of  196lbs.  which  will  take 
5  bushels  of  wheat — say  3  dollars 
at  4j.  each • 12i.  OdL 

Reduced  daty  proposed  by  Mr.  Ls« 
bouchere       ••••• 2»*Qd. 


Which  is  equal  to  2t.  lOi.  per  bushell, 

or 22».  Bd.  per  quarter. 

The  Freight,  profit,  &c.  . .  lis.  4(/. 

349.  Od,  per  quarter. 


Prioe  per  average  of  Eng- 
lish wheat  in  1840,  was  66s,  6d. 
"  "  in  1839  73*.  6d. 

Showing  the  English  labourer  pays  double  the 
price  for  his  bread  to  the  nlack  labourer. 
Again  let  them  look  at  the  price  of  other  pro- 
visions. 

Pork  in  the  United  Stales  was,        1  Jrf.  per  lb. 
Reduced  duty  proposed  4s.  per 
cwt.,  or • .       Id, 


Add  50s.  per  cent  for  freight, 
profit,  &c 


2d. 


U. 


3d.  per  lb. 
The  English  labourer  paid  more  than 
double  this  for  his  pork  or  bacon.  Another 
important  article  was  sugar.  Now  sugar 
produced  by  slave-iabour  in  Brazils,  was  re- 
fined in  this  country,  and  allowed  to  be  con- 
sumed in  the  West  Indies  by  the  freed 
blacks,  by  paying  a  duty  of  7  per  cent:— 

Cost  of  fine  refined  sugar  . .  33t.  Od.  per  cwt. 
Proposed  duty  7  per  cent.    2s.  Od 

35s.  Od.  per  cwt. 

Or 31  per  lb. 

Freight,  profit,  &c.    IH 

5dL  per  lb. 

In  this  country  the  same  quality  of 
sugar  would  cost  \0d.  to  i\d.  per  pound. 
The  black  could  buy  his  eoflee,  which  was 
produced  in  the  West  Indies,  and  his  tea, 
which  paid  a  low  duty,  for  less  than  one- 
half  of  the  price  in  this  country.  The 
competition  with  our  manufactures  was 
pfindpaily  from  Switxerlsnd,  Germany, 
and  the  United  States.  He  would  there- 
fore, show  the  rates  at  which  the  inhabit- 
ants of  those  countries  bought  sugar. 

The  Swiss  buys  his  sugar  at  •  •  •  •  2}^  per  lb., 
or  23s.  Ad.  per  cwt.  little  or  no  duty.  The 
German  at  2|d  per  lb. 

Duty  within  the  German  League 
15s.  per  cwt.,  or    •  •  •• l|d. 


Cost 


Ad. 


The  American  buys  his  sugar  for  2ld. 
Duty lj<f. 

Cost     •  3|rf. 

The  Englishman    pays    for  his 
sugar,  average  price  of  1840, 
49f.  Id. 
Duty       24s.  Od.-— Total  72$.  id.  per  cwt. 
Eight  pence  per  lb.  is     •  •  •  •  74i.  Bd. 

Showing  that  the  Englishman  pays  for  hie 
sugar  200  per  eent.  more  than  the  Swias, 
100  per  cent  more  ^than  the  German^ 
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and  more  thao  100  per  cent,  more  than 
the  Americao. 

Dot  yon  British  colonial  sugar  . .  24f .  per  cwt. 
Duty  on  foreign  sugar  • .  63$.  per  cwt. 
Proposed  reduction       . .  27s. 

36s. 
Difference  between  the  duty  paid  on  foreign 
and  colonial  su^ar  39s.  per  cwt.  or  Ayi.  per 
lb.  on  sugar  which  cost^24<'.  per  lb." 

It  appeared  from  this  Btatement  that  the 
negro  labourer  of  the  West  indies  could  buy 
his  principal  necessaries  of  life  at  one-half 
the  price  paid  by  the  English  labourer, 
while  the  negro  got  on  an  average  much 
higher  wages  than  the  English  labourer. 
At  Demerara  the  wages  of  the  black  la- 
bourer was  about  4s.  a  day.  Notwithstand- 
ing this  inferiority  of  condition  of  the 
free  born  Englishman,  produced  princi- 
pally by  monopoly  and  taxation,  as  com- 
pared to  the  emancipated  negro,  all  the 
sympathy  was  for  the  negro,  while  the  dis- 
tress and  suffering  of  the  English  labourers 
and  artisans  were  disregarded.  He  (Mr. 
Williams)  was  convinced  that  the  proposed 
alteration  in  the  sugar-duties  would,  by 
diminishing  the  price  to  the  consamer, 
cause  a  very  great  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  that  article,  and  that  the  ad- 
vantage to  the  revenue  would  be  far 
beyond  what  had  been  calculated  upon  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  be- 
lieved also  that  the  same  result  would 
follow  the  proposed  alteration  in  the  corn- 
duties.  It  was  notorious  that  our  manu- 
factures were  all  but  excluded  from  many 
neutral  markets  which  formerly  were 
among  our  best  customers  by  the  cheaper 
productions  of  rival  nations,  to  whom  our 
restrictive  system  gave  an  undue  advan- 
tage. Having  recently  visited  Canada,  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  observations  with 
respect  to  the  timber-duties.  He  believed 
the  alteration  proposed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  which  would  still  leave 
a  protecting  duty,  would  not  produce  any 
material  injury  to  that  country.  Looking 
at  the  state  of  the  revenue,  he  could 
not  see  how  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
could  refuse  to  go  into  committee  to 
consider  the  propositions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  he  believed  were  cal- 
culated to  meet  the  evil.  Whatever  op- 
position they  might  now  meet  with,  they 
must  become  the  law  of  the  land,  for  the 
feeling  of  the  country  was  so  strong  upon 
the  question,  that  whatever  party  came 
into  power  they  must  be  carried. 


{COMMONS}        Wat/i  Q»id  JfMtf—       M4 


Mr.  r.  Duncombe  said,  that,  judging 
by  certain  significations,  and  by  the  silence 
which  had  been  studiously  observed  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  thought  that 
he  was  justified  m  assuming  that  there 
was  a  great  anxiety  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  this  debate  should  be  brought 
to  a  speedy  conclusion,  an  anxiety  not 
merely  arising  from  the  weakness  of  their 
case,  but  an  anxiety  also  arising  from  an 
expectation  which  they  seemed  to  enter- 
tain,  that  perhaps  at  the  conclusion  of 
this  debate,  those  sweets  of  office  which 
were  not  now  within  their  grasp,  might  be 
within  their  reach.  Knowing  their  an- 
xiety, he  would  not  now  interpose  between 
them  and  their  fondest  wishes,  did  he  not 
feel  confident  that  the  longer  this  debate 
was  prolonged,  the  better  the  people  of 
England  would  understand  the  conduct 
and  motives  of  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  yes,  the  better  would  they  under- 
stand, not  only  the  conduct  and  motives 
of  the  House,  but  the  better  would  they 
appreciate  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon)  which  was 
in  opposition  to  their  going  into  committee 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  best 
means,  and  the  best  way  of  meeting  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  in  oreference  to 
imposing  any  additional  burden  upon  the 
people ;  and  not  only  would  they  appre- 
ciate the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  nn 
both  sides  of  the  House,  but  they  would 
also  set  a  value  on  the  resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord,  which,  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  since  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  sitting  in  Parliament,  was  for  its  un- 
paralleled inconsistency,  its  most  bare- 
faced duplicity,  ay,  and  he  would  say 
its  matchless  hypocrisy,  unrivalled  in  the 
records  of  the  annals  of  the  House.  His 
immediate  object  in  rising  was,  if  possible, 
to  catch  a  little  of  that  sympathy  which 
appeared  to  exist  in  the  breasts  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  for  the  population  of 
foreign  states.  He  wished  to  seek  a  little 
of  that  sympathy  for  the  sufferings  and 
distresses  of  our  own  fellow  countrymen, 
which  he  would  venture  to  prove  to  the 
House  most  distinctly.  But  before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  do  so,  he  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  congratulate  hon.  Members  opposite, 
on  the  fidelity  with  which  they  could  keep 
a  secret.  Speaker  after  speaker  on  that 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  had 
made  the  most  urgent  and  he  might  say  the 
most  pathetic  appeals  to  know»  in  the  event 
of  their  ddeating  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
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on  this  oocarioD,  what  they  would  do ;  hut^ 
with  one  exonition,  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
bad  been  afrsiient  as  the  grave.  He  need 
sot  xcmuid  the  House^  that  that  exception 
was  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulbum).  He^ 
to  be  sure,  coquetted  and  played  with  the 
question ;  he  asked  of  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters **  Why  do  you  ask  us  this  question  ? 
You  have  no  right  to  do  so^you  have  pro- 
duced the  crisis  and  the  difficulty,  and  you 
must  propound  the  remedy."  But  he  should 
like  to  know  who  had  created  the  diffi- 
culty ?  Had  it  arisen  from  any  extravagant 
and  unauthorised  expenditure  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  or  from  any  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  people  }  What  were  the 
items  by  which  this  deficiency  had  been 
produced  ?  A  great  and  overwhelming  loss 
from  the  free  communication  by  post  which 
had  been  established.  Had  not  that  been 
authorised  by  Parliament — had  it  not  met 
with  the  approbation  of  the  whole  country  ? 
What  was  the  other  cause  of  the  deficiency  ? 
Did  it  not  arise  out  of  the  deficiency  of  our 
excise  returns  ?  Did  it  not  arise  from  the 
improved  disposition  and  temperance  of  the 
Irish  people?  He  was  told,  that  there  was 
a  deficiency  of  half  a  million ;  he  wished  to 
know,  then,  bow  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
meant  to  meet  the  difficulty,  if  they  came 
into  office.  Did  they  mean  to  repeal  the 
Penny  Postage  Act.  Dared  they  raise  the 
postage  of  letters  ?  Did  they  mean  to  pro- 
mote inebriety  in  Ireland  ?  Did  they  mean 
to  take  half  a  million  of  money  from  the 
starving  people  of  England  in  support  of 
the-  so-called  Church  extension  system  ? 
The  remedy  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
was  to  leave  things  alone;  but  he  (Mr. 
Dunoombe)  said,  uat  they  would  not  be 
able  to  leave  things  alone  long.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
objected  to  the  time  at  which  these  changes 
were  proposed,  and  said,  that  nothing  could 
warrant  such  experiments  but  the  most 
urgent  case  of  necessity.  Now,  what  he 
wanted  to  learn  was,  whether  it  was  not  an 
urgent  case  of  necessity  that  foreign  coun- 
tries refused  to  admit  our  manufactured 
goods  into  their  markets  unless  we  received 
their  produce  ?  Was  it  no  urgent  case  of 
necessity  that  the  whole  mass  of  the  indus- 
trious people  of  this  country  were  starving 
and  entirely  destitute  of  the  means  of  ob- 
taining food?  Sacrifices  must  be  made 
somewnere  for  the  general  good ,  but  the 
industrious  millions  of  this  country  were 
now  come  to  such  a  pass  of  misery  and  pri- 
VOL.LVIII.    {tH} 


vation,  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
make  any  further  sacrifice.  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Colonial  Secretary,  in  his  admirable 
speech  on  opening  the  debate,  had  ably 
painted  the  present  state  of  the  negroes  of 
the  West  Indies.  It  might  be  alleged  that 
that  picture  was  overdrawn,  but  in  support 
of  it  he  had  now  great  pleasure  in  quoting 
an  authority  which  he  was  sure  the  House 
could  not  object  to  acknowledge.  It  was 
the  report  of  an  assembly  the  continuance 
of  which  he  had  two  years  ago  voted  in 
support  of;  and  they  stated-— 

**  We  have  never  known  an  instance  of  pa« 
rents  putting  their  infant  families  to  death,  to 
save  them  from  the  protracted  sufferings  of 
starvation.  It  is  not  in  Jamaica  that  unfortu- 
nate mothers  outrage  nature  hy  the  destruction 
of  their  new-born  offspring,  to  avoid  the  cruel 
persecution  of  a  hard-hearted  and  destroying 
morality;  nor  is  it  under  our  laws  that 
wretches  commit  suicide  to  escape  the  refuge 
which  is  provided  for  worn-out  and  aged  in- 
dustry. We  have  no  corn-laws  to  add  to  the 
wealth  of  the  rich,  nor  poor-laws  to  imprison, 
under  pretence  of  maintaining,  the  poor. 
We  cannot,  as  the  English  Parliament  does, 
boast  of  a  pauper  law  which  has  taken  millions 
from  the  necessities  of  the  destitute,  to  add  to 
the  luxuries  of  the  wealthy." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  the  other  evening, 
through  ignorance,  he  supposed,  for  he 
would  not  accuse  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  of  indifference  to  the  sufferings 
and  feelings  of  the  poor,  said,  that  they 
would  rather  dine  upon  herbs  than  upon  a 
stalled  ox,  under  such  terms  as  those  pro- 
posed by  her  Majesty's  Government.  If 
there  was  ever  a  speech  uttered  calculated 
to  produce  disgust  throughout  the  country^ 
it  was  that  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  Let  him 
look  at  the  state  of  the  poor  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  borough  which  he  repre- 
sented. He  would  beg  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  report  of  what  took  place  some  weeks 
ago,  in  an  application  to  Alderman  Wilson 
at  the  Mansion  House  :— 

**  Miller,  the  relieving  ofiicer  of  the  West 
Lendon  Union,  said '  That  he  is  frequently  obli- 
ged to  make  his  escape  the  back-way  to  avoid 
the  violence  of  the  poor  waiting  in  front.'  It 
was  impossible  the  present  state  of  things 
could  continue.' 

And  on  the  11th  of  March  he  said— > 

''These  destitute  objects  have  become  so 
exasperated  and  so  reckless  of  life  he  was 
afraid  they  would  commit  murder." 

The  same  day  (11th  March),  Thwaites, 
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rdienng  officer  of  tlie  City  of  London 
Union  itated — 

'<  That  that  union  had  relieved  6,000  desti- 
tute persons  since  January ,  and  H  was  impos- 
sible to  give  an  idea  of  the  misery  and  distress 
of  the  able-bodied  working  men  who  came  to 
him,  by  hundreds,  actually  famishing.*' 

This  was  the  wretched  condition  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  in  the  centre  of 
London,  the  richest  city  in  the  world ;  in 
the  midst  of  luxury,  gaiety,  and  plenty.  To 
go  now  to  Bethnal-green,  the  following 
melancholy  statements  presented  them- 
selves : — 

''John  Helyard,  No.  1,  Smart^treet,  Beth- 
nal-green,  weaTer,  with  five  children,  the  eldest 
seven  years  and  a  half;  only  one  room,  for 
which  he  pays  2s.  per  week,  four  yards  and 
three*quarters  in  length,  four  yards  six  inches 
wide ;  four  rooms  form  the  wliole  house,  in 
which  there  reside  three  families.  Uelyard 
and  family  have  only  straw  to  lie  upon, 
stitched  up  inside  old  bagging ;  three  old  chairs, 
no  saucepans,  but  one  old  kettle,  in  which 
this  laraily  boil  their  potatoes. — William  Sda- 
ter,  6,  Swan-street,  weaver;  five  children, 
eldest  eight  years  old;  one  room,  only  one 
chair,  willow  shavings  for  bed ;  no  saucepans 
for  use,  but  borrow  of  a  friend  ;  so  bidly 
clothed^  wife  has  not  been  able  in  consequence 
to  leave  her  room  for  some  weeks.— William 
Field,  9,  Derbyshire-iStreet,  Bethnal-green ; 
three  diildreo ;  a  weaver ;  one  room,  no  vrorfc, 
no  bed ;  the  youngest  nine  months  old,  and  it 
has  not  yet  slumbered  upon  anything  bat  old 
rags.'* 

In  the  distriet,  also,  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  he  beliered,  that 
there  was  as  much  distress  as  in  any  part 
of  London ;  bat  he  would  not  take  any 
instances  from  that  district,  but  go  to  the 
borough  of  Marylebone,  represented  by  a 
noble  Lord,  who,  he  believed,  was  not 
now  in  his  place,  or  he  would  invite  hit 
particular  attention  to  the  followiog  state- 
ments:— 

'*  The  worst  districts  of  the  metropolis  have 
not  been  investigated,  but  the  part  selected 
was  in  the  parish  of  Marylebone,  not  far  dis- 
tant from  the  centre  of  fashion,  wealth,  and 
splendour.  Hie  number  of  houses  visited  was 
815:  number  of  fiimilies  inhabiting  them,  915; 
number  of  families  in  which  there  were  chiU 
dieo,  578;  number  of  chttdren,  1,575.  Out 
of  the  578  families  with  children,  806  have 
but  t  room;  140  families  have  but  2,  and 
there  are  796  children  who  sleep  in  the  same 
room  as  their  parents.  In  Calmel-buildings, 
Marylebone,  are  36  liouses ;  avera|^  number 
of  rooms  in  each  house  is,  nearly  9 ;  number 
of  tahabitants,  88)^  consisting  of  163  married 
couples,  whh  3-15  children ;  66  widowers  or 


widows  with  94  children;  21  lin^  nMlea; 
30  single  females,  in  all  280  fiusiliei  (in  tO 
houses)  ;  the  average  siae  of  roooM^  11  fset  8 
by  10  feel  6.  In  150  of  these  feonlics  the 
parents  deep  in  the  same  room  with  the  dkil- 
dren,  and  in  132  families  the  youths  and  chil- 
dren, of  both  sexes  and  all  ages,  sleep  together 
in  one  room." 

But  these  were  not  solitary  insUncca ; 
if  they  went  to  any  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  they  would  find  the  same  adan- 
cfaoly  state  of  things.  What,  for,  in- 
atance,  waa  the  state  of  the  ioduatriona 
claasea  in  Birmingham,  during  the  lale 
severe  winter?  During  that  trying  sea- 
son salMcriptions  were  raised  by  the  in- 
habitants of  that  town,  and  a  relief  eooi* 
mittee  appointed,  consisting  chiefly  of 
Conserrativea,  to  bealow  their  charity* 
This  relief  committee,  after  afibfding  sac- 
coo  r  to  a  g^eat  nnmber  of  people,  found 
themselves  obliged  to  make  a  report,  stat- 
ing that 

"They  found  in  the  distribution  of  the  half 
of  the  sum  collected  above  forty  thousand  in- 
diriduals  in  such  a  state  of  destitution,  as  to 
be  eager  and  grateful  recipients  of  the  amount 
of  relief  afforded,  being  less  than  one  penny 
farthing  per  head  each  for  five  weeks.  That 
these  iodiridaals  were  redvced  to  tins  extreme 
sttflering  and  degradation,  by  caussa  over 
which  they  had  no  control,  and  from  which 
tberefere  they  possessed  in  themselves  no 
means  of  escape.  That  not  more  than  one 
family  in  ^^^  could  by  any  possibility  make 
prorision  for  the  vicissitudes  of  trade,"^ 

Nevertheless,  the  committee  fiodang 
their  laboors  to  be  hopeless,  gave  np  their 
trust,  and  ceased  their  labours  Upmi 
this  a  committee  of  working  men,  in  tho 
empfeyment  of  Mr.  Glutton  Salt,  addremed 
a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  relief  com- 
mittee,  the  Rev.  Mr.  J.  Gartratt,  in  which 
they  said  :-^ 

^  We  could  not  bring  ourselves  to  believe, 
tin  assnrred  that  it  was  so  by  the  secretary, 
that  after  deliberately  voucbiag  fiir  these  fhcte, 
the  committee  could  have  concluded  abruptly 
its  labours,  leaving  ferty  thousand  individuals 
who  were  so  destitute  as  to  be  grateful  for 
the  relief  afforded  by  one  penny  farthing  per 
head  per  week,  with  whose  miseries  they  had 
just  become  personally  acquainted^we  could 
not  believe  that  at  such  time,  and  under  such 
circumstances,  they  would  abandon  these  their 
Christian  brelhem  to  thetr  fete  vrithoot  one 

word  of  hope We  very  respect* 

fully  remind  you,  Sir,  that  every  ministeff  of 
the  borough  was  a  member  of  that  committee, 
and  is  responsible  for  its  acts ;  and  we  repce* 
sent  to  you,  that  when  they  found  in  tlie 
wealthiest  country  in  the  world  such  a  asats  of 
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distressi  the  whole  amount  tliey  could  collect 
was  so  dis-proportioned  to  the  poverty,  that 
the  relief  they  were  able  to  offer  was  so  small, 
as  to  be  rather  a  mockeiy  than  a  benefit.  .  .  • 
Unfortunately  while  Christian  ministers  and 
Christian  congregations  have  offered  the  words 
of  praise  and  prayer  in  the  temples,  they  have 
allowed  oppression  and  misery  to  poison  and 
destroy  the  very  life  of  their  humble  brethren, 
and  therefore,  the  blessing  of  God  has  not 
been  upon  them,  and  discord  and  danger  sur- 
round and  threaten  the  altar.  We  pray  that 
this  state  of  things  may  cease.  .  .  .  We 
remind  you  that  there  can  be  no  real  difficulty 
in  the  case;  that  each  of  the  destitute  you 
have  vainly  attempted,  by  almsgiving,  to  re- 
lieve, conld,  if  his  industry  were  set  free,  pro- 
duce five  times  more  than  he  would  want  to  con- 
same.  United  with  your  congregations,  you 
have  the  power  to  save." 

He  would  now  beg  the  attention  of  the 
House  whilst  be  read  a  letter,  which  be 
had  received  from  a  gentleman  of  Burton- 
on-Trent,  dated  the  11th  of  May  :— 

^  Sir,  It  may  be  interesting  to  you  to  know 
that  only  last  week  four  large  manufactories 
in  this  place,  worked  by  Messrs.  John  and 
Robert  Peel,  have  been  abandoned,  and  nearly 
five  hundred  people  tlirown  out  of  employment 
without  the  most  distance  chance  of  their  being 
resumed.  These  once  flourishing  works  have 
sank  under  the  general  decline  of  the  profits 
of  this  great  branch  of  business,  notwithstand- 
ing the  rate  of  wages  has  to  the  last  been  ma* 
teriaUy  lower  than  in  the  Lancashire  districts. 
Surely,  this  is  only  a  sign  of  the  times,  and 
ealls  for  a  speedy  remedy* — I  remain.  Sir, 
yow  obedient  servant  "~> 

It  was  notorious,  that  that  numerous  class, 
the  band-loom  weavers,  were  earning  on 
an  average  less  than  \(L  a-day  per  head. 
The  state  of  the  poor  people  of  Loughbo- 
foogh  and  its  neigbbourhood,  was  thus 
described  by  an  eye-witness  : — 

^They  are  principally  employed  in  the 
making  of  stockings.  Their  avera|;e  earnings 
not  more  than  7f .  per  week,  when  m  full  em- 
ployment. Are  frequently  out  of  work,  and 
on  half-work,  and  when  on  half-work  their 
employers  charge  them  full  expenses  the  same 
as  tf  they  were  fully  employed,  it  being  the 
jMadiee  to  pay  for  the  use  of  the  frame  or 
loom  so  moch  per  week,  so  tliat  they  frequently 
work  for  very  little  more  than  the  expences ; 
so  that  they  are  half  fed,  half  clothed,  and  their 
houses  are  destitute  of  furniture.  Two  per- 
sons went  over  from  Loughborough  to  Sheeps- 
head,  on  Monday,  April  26, 1841,  and  found 
nnmbers  of  dwellings  without  furniture  and  in 
the  most  wretched  state.  An  individual  of 
the  same  place  was  with  me  on  May  1 ,  who 
stated,  that  himself  and  son,  aided  by  his  wife 
had  earned  that  week,  at  first  hand  9s. ;  had 
to  pay  frame  rent,   \s,  6d, ;   for  needles.  3d, ; 


the  wife  did  the  seaming,  or  he  would  have 
had  to  pay  for  it  being  done ;  besides  the 
above,  he  had  candle  to  find,  to  see  to  work 
by.  He  stated,  that  he  had  been  employed  in 
his  branch  sixteen  years  j  that  when  he  re- 
ceived 23s.  per  dozen,  he  could  give  satisfac- 
tion, but  now  that  he  is  reduced  to  5s.  6d,  per 
dozen,  be  cannot  please  his  employers.  This 
is  generally  the  case.  The  masters  frequently 
make  reduction  on  the  most  frivolous  pretence, 
so  that  the  men  do  not  know  what  they  shall 
have  till  they  receive  it,  and  go  before  their 
employers  with  fear  and  trembling.  I  was 
informed  by  a  respectable  female,  that  a 
woman  brought  her  work  to  her  employer ;  he 
sent  it  to  be  inspected  by  the  mender,  and  sent 
the  woman  home  without  her  money,  and  she 
had  to  be  dependent  on  the  kindness  of  friends, 
for  food  for  the  family  over  Sunday.  On 
Monday  she  came  again,  being  an  additional 
six  miles ;  she  saw  the  mender,  who  said  they 
were  all  right,  and  as  she  was  a  poor  woman, 
she  should  make  no  charge  for  inspection,  but 
the  master  took  id,  per  pair  ofi*.  From  these 
circumstances  and  others,  the  people  are  in  a 
state  of  desperation.  About  a  fortnight  ago, 
a  poor  man,  who  had  been  in  comfortable  cir- 
cumstances, but  reduced,  and  had  been  receiv- 
ing 2s.  6d.  per  week  from  the  parish,  but  his 
wife  dying,  they  were  going  to  reduce  his  re- 
lief, lie  bung  himself  in  despair.  I  could  go 
on,  but  my  heart  sickens  at  writing.  But  I 
hear  and  witness  such  things  that  is  sufficient 
to  make  a  wise  man  mad." 

Another  account  he  would  read  from 
Iwo'  gentlemen  of  the  Society  of  Friends, 
dated  Loughborough,  1st  May,  1841.  It 
ran  thus  : — 

^*  Friend — We  take  the  liberty  of  sending 
you  the  condition  of  the  frame-work  knitters 
and  shoemakers  of  Loughborough,  earning 
from  4s.  to  7s.  per  week;  the  average  of 
their  families  is  from  five  to  seven  in 
number.  We  toil  from  seven  o'clock  in, 
tlie  morning,  till  ten  at  night,  and  when  we 
leave  off,  we  have  to  go  to  a  wadding  of  straw. 
Tlie  pale  cheeks  of  our  wives,  and  the  twisted 
limbs  of  our  offspring,  denote  that  we  are  de- 
prived of  every  comfort  tliat  God  ordains.  Oh, 
shame  upon  the  Government  of  England !" 

A  most  sickening  incident  was  given  in 
the  letter  of  another  correspondent,  from 
the  same  place,  dated  May  10,  1841,  from 
which  the  following  was  an  extract  :-*- 

**  I  send  you  these  few  lines,  which  I  can 
testify  on  oath.  A  few  days  ago,  my  son  had 
a  gathering  in  bis  finger ;  he  was  ordered  a 
bread  poultice,  which  after  being  on  one  day, 
it  was  thrown  out  of  the  door,  four  poor  chil- 
dren came  by,  picked  it  up,  quarrelled  which 
should  have  it,  and  eat  it  as  voraciously,  as  if 
they  had  not  tasted  food  for  a  week." 

In  Huddersfieid,  the  same  distress  and 
T2 
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misery  prevailed ;  bis  informant  stated  as 
follows  : — 

'<  There  are,  in  the  towDships  of  Haitbwaite 
Marsden,  and  Scammonden,  thousands  of  per* 
sons  employed  in  weaving  what  are  called  ke- 
senets,  a  mixture  of  cotton  and  wool ;  they 
travel  on  foot,  in  all  weathers,  for  the  material 
— sometimes  as  far  as  ten  and  eleven  miles, 
and  sometimes  are  disappointed  in  obtaining 
any  ;  when  they  do,  tliey  carry  it  home  on 
their  backs,  and  weave  at  it  for  fourteen,  six- 
teen, and  eighteen  hours  per  day.  When 
wove,  they  carry  it  back  again,  and, after  all  their 
toil,  this  (White)  independent  labourer  cannot 
average  more  than  from  3s.  6d,  to  7s,  6(/.  per 
week,  for  the  sustenance  of  himself  and  familly, 
who  live  in  hovels,  without  furniture,  huddled 
together,  lying,  not  in  a  bed,  but  upon  a  little 
straw  or  shavings,  like  pigs  or  cattle,  not  hav- 
ing one  fourth  of  the  food  necessary  to  their 
support  ;  and  as  to  the  subsistence  of  their 
wives  and  children,  they  can  only  obtain  it  by 
breaking  the  law  in  begging  from  village  to 
village  or  house  to  house,  for  which  they  are 
constantly  punished." 

In  Notlinghamshirey  the  same  state  of 
things  was  found,  without  any  circum- 
stances of  mitigation.  He  would  beg  to 
read  a  passage  from  a  circular  issued  by 
the  rev.  Mr.  Goodacre,  the  perpetual  cu- 
rate of  Sutton-in«Ashfield«  dated  March 
2,  1841,  and  which  that  rev.  gentleman 
declared,  under  his  hand,  rather  under 
than  overstated  the  amount  of  misery  in 
that  district : — 

**  The  distress  existing  amongst  the  mecha- 
nics of  Sutton-in-Ashfield  is  now  unparalleled, 
and  appears  yet  increasing;  and  although  the 
poor-rates  are  very  heavy,  so  as  to  be  bringing 
the  tradespeople  (who  can  do  very  little  busi- 
ness) to  a  level  with  the  operatives,  the  fami- 
lies of  the  poor  are  nearly  naked,  and  their 
meagre  looks  show  thev  are  suffering  hunger. 
The  houses  exhibit  sucn  squalid  poverty  and 
misery,  as  none  but  eye-witnesses  can  conceive. 
Instances  there  are,  not  a  few,  where  one  bed 
of  chaff  or  straw  serves  for  a  man,  his  wife, 
and  three  children ;  and  that  bed  without  any 
blanket  or  warm  covering.  In  short,  the  suf- 
ferings are  such  as,  whatever  the  cause,  should, 
if  possible,  be  removed.'* 

The  Gentlemen  of  Scotland  would  tell 
the  House  similar  facts  of  the  state  of  the 
poor  in  their  part  of  the  empire,  but  he 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  would  not  go  into  those 
districts.  He  would  only  read  one  more 
statement ;  it  was  an  extract  of  a  letter, 
addressed  to  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  by 
a  gentleman  who  was  no  Chartist,  or  Li« 
beral,  but  a  high  Church  and  State  man, 
Mr.  Oastler.      This  gentleman    entered 


into  the  following  distressing  and  revolt* 
ing  particulars  :— 

"  I  can  scarcely  trust  myself,  whilst  I  write 
the  following: — It  is  almost,  nay,  it  is  actually 
incredible ;  but  nevertheless,  it  is  true — abso- 
lute fact — which  can  be  proved  by  incontro- 
vertible evidence : — ^Not  six  miles  from  this 
place,  on  the  edge  of  the  Moors,  a  cow  dying 
of  dysentery,  is  considered  by  the  poor  weavers 
and  their  femilies  as  a  honey-tall— a  God- 
send !  She  is  called  by  them  a  *  green  taiL' 
I  will  not  trust  my  own  description  of  this 
horrid  fact,  I  will  merely  transcribe  the  notes 
of  a  friend,  which  notes  I  know  are  true.  In 
the  course  of  our  inquiry  into  the -state  of  the 
labourers,  one  of  our  questions  was — ^'how 
often  do  you  get  butcher's  meat?'  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  Dean  Head  and  Scamuoa- 
den,  the  general  reply  was, '  never  nobbut  wbeo 
th'  green  tail  butcher  gets  a  ka-ah'  (cow). 
This  expression,  of  course,  required  explana- 
tion, which  was  in  the  foUowig  terms; — 
'  When  a  farmer  had  gotten  a  sh — tering  ka-4Ji, 
and  wen  t'  doctor  sed  shu'd  dee,  they  sent 
for'th  green  tail  butcher,  to  sell  her  tull  bim : 
then  a  lad  wur  hired  to  drive  her  past  sich  and 
sich  hauses ;  they  all  knew  wat  hit  meant ;  an 
then  began  tamake  a  collecsbun  i'  their  folds; 
an  if  5s.  cud  be  rais'd,  a  whole  quarter  wod  be 
brought  in't  t'fold,  tobe  devided  amang  t'fbulk, 
but  if  they  cudent  raise  5s.  they  tuk  wat  they 
hed,  and  gat  a  lump  of  hur,  lor  thnr  brass.' 
Now,  this  was  all  the  butchers'  meat  they  had 
tasted  all  the  year  round,  except  now  and 
then,  when  they  could  afford  a  few  pence  for 
<  su'it'  to  boil  with  their  *  pot'ates.'  The  land- 
lord  of  the  public-house  (who  had  not  been  long 
there)  related  the  following  anecdote.  Ke  told 
us,  *  That  he  had  once  allowed  a  '  green-tail ' 
to  be  killed  in  his  mistall,  but  be  would  never 
allow  anotlier  to  be  killed  on  his  premises,  no, 
not  for  50/.'  He  said,  '  the  poor  people  could 
not  wait  until  she  was  cold,  that  they  *  slapped ' 
their  knives  into  her  before  she  was  stiff— that 
they  cut  coUops  off,  and  held  them  a  short  time 
before  the  6 re,  and  actually  devoured  them 
before  they  were  half  '  fried  '—such  '  savage 
work, '  the  landlord  said  *  he  never  saw  be- 
fore!' And  is  this  a  prosperous  slate  of 
trade  f  These  are  manuractaring  labourers— « 
liard*worktng  hand-loom  weavers.  This  is  an 
English  scene — a  scene  in  the  thriving  parish 
ofHuddersfield." 

Yet  this  was  the  people,  scrambling  for 
carrion,  of  whom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  said,  that 
they  would  prefer  dining  on  herbs  to  feed- 
ing on  a  fatted  ox.  No !  in  justice,  let 
not  this  be  pretended  or  exacted.  No, 
when  he  saw  all  the  officers  of  high  and 
low  station  in  church  and  state  giving  up 
part  of  their  emoluments  to  help  to  feed 
their  starving  fellow-creatures— when  he 
saw  the  owner  of  Brasiliau  mines  recoiling 
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from  the  touch  of  Bratilian  gold,  brought 
to  the  surface  by  the  hands  of  Brazilian 
slares — then,  and  not  till  then,  should  he 
beh'eve,  that  this  happy  millennium  of 
charity  and  disinterestedness  had  arrived  ; 
but  not  till  then  would  he  call  upon  the 
toiling  people  of  this  country  to  recoil 
from  the  use  of  sugar  brought  from  Cuba 
and  Brazil.     He  knew  the  strong  phalanx 
of  party  interests  and  petty  motives  which 
were  arrayed  against  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters on  the  present  occasion  ;  but  he  hoped 
they  would  not  give  way — that  they  would 
not  despond.     Let,  them  recollect,  that 
when  the  noble  Lord^  now  at  the  head  of 
the  colonial  department,  first  announced 
Ike  Reform   Bill  in  this  House,  he  was 
greeted  with  the  same  shouts  of  derision 
as  those  which  greeted  his  announcement 
respecting  the  Corn-laws  the  other  even- 
ing.    Yes,  the  same  horrible  boroughmon- 
gering  howl  was  heard  on  that  as  on  the 
present  occasion.     Gentlemen    opposite 
flattered  themselves,  that  they  had  worked 
ft  great  reaction  ^ — thanks  to  their  plentiful 
bribery,  and  the  science  of  intimidation 
which  they  bad  so  perseveringly  studied, 
they  had  succeeded  In  carrying  a  few 
elections  of  late,  till  the  country  began  to 
forget  that  a  Reform  Act  had  ever  been 
passed,  and  to  wish,  that  this  House  would 
act  as  if  no  such  measure  had  ever  been 
framed.     But  let  not  the  Conservatives 
flatter  themselves  that  any  reaction  had 
taken  place  in  their  favour  amongst  the 
people  of  this  vast  empire.     No,  a  great 
reyoluiion  was  going  on  in  the  mind  of 
men,  but  it  was  no  revolution  in  their  fa- 
vour.   The  people  were  busy  educating 
themselves  and  reflecting  upon  the  mise- 
ries of  their  condition,  and  were  daily  con- 
triving the  means  of  freeing  themselves 
from  the   miserable  and  degraded  state 
to    which    the    base    policy    and    class 
legislation  of   former    Governments  had 
reduced   them.      He  called  upon   Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  pause  in  time — to  be- 
ware how  they  persevered  in  their  selfish 
Tiews — to  take  care  that  they  did  not  go 
on  till  they  produced  a  state  of  things 
hk  which  not  only  the  happiness  of  the 
poor,  but  the  safety  and  quiet  of  the  rich 
should  be  sacrificed.     For  his  part,  he 
should  only  add,  that  he  should  cordially 
tote  in  favour  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
upon  this  question;  indeed,  he  had  seldom 
given  a  vote  with  more  pleasure  than  he 
should  do  on  the  present  occasion,  not 
only  on  account  of  the  inconsiitencyi  dis« 


honesty,  and  hypocrisy  of  the  resolution 
proposed  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
but  because  he  considered,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  resolution,  if  carried,  would 
be  calculated  to  inflict  increased  misery 
upon  the  industrious  millions  of  this  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  Briscoe  said,  that  the  present  mea- 
sure was  a  very  important  one,  not  only 
on  account  of  the  increase  of  national  in- 
come which  it  was  proposed  to  make  up  by 
means  of  it,  but  on  account  of  the  encour- 
agement which  it  was  expected  it  would 
give  to  the  industrious  resources  of  the 
country.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  when 
the  suflering  millions  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland,  were  all  concerned  in  the 
issue  of  this  debate,  the  subject  should  be 
most  impartially  and  patiently  discussed  by 
the  House.    The  fact  was,  we  had  arrived 
at  a  very  alarming  crisis  as  respected  our 
manufacturing  and  commercial  condition ; 
and   unless  some  change  were  speedily 
adopted,  the  most  sad  and  ruinous  con- 
sequences must  ensue.     As  an  independ- 
ent Member,  he  must  say  the  advisers  of 
the   Crown  were  unjustly  accused  of  a 
want  of  integrity  and  sincerity.     It  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  had  they  acted  with 
less  integrity  and  less  reliance  on  the  just- 
ice of  their  cause,  they  would  not  at  once 
have  developed  all  the  measures  now  be- 
fore Parliament.     He  agreed  with  those 
who  said  this  was  not  a  party,  but  a  na* 
tional  question.     He  trusted  the  nation 
at  large  would  be  appealed  to ;  that  they 
would  lay  aside  their  party  feelings,  that 
they  would  be  enabled  to  resist  corruption 
and  intimidation,  and   that  they   would* 
perform  their  duties  fearlessly  on  a  ques- 
tion which  involved  the  happiness  of  all> 
even  from  the  sovereign  on  her  throne  to 
the  humblest  of  her  subjects. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  that  it  appeared  rather 
presumptuous  in  a  young  Member  like 
him  to  ofler  himself  to  their  notice,  at  so 
late  an  hour.  He  had  understood  in  the 
beginning,  that  the  debate  was  to  be  a 
sugar  debate — a  sugar  debate,  and  nothing 
else ;  but  as  so  many  hon.  Members  had 
digressed  fiom  the  subject,  and  he  had 
taken  such  a  large  dose  of  the  philosophy 
of  others  in  its  course,  he  trusted,  that  he 
would  be  permitted  to  administer  a  little 
dose  of  his  philosophy  to  the  House  on 
the  present  occasion.  When  he  heard  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
make  the  statement  of  the  duties  he  in- 
tended to  propose,  upon  the  importation 
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of  corn,  be  wm  tempted  to  exclaim  with 
Talleyrand,  **  VaUa  U  comumemeetmaU  de 
la  Jin  :**  for,  most  certainly,  was  then  de- 
stroyed, at  one  fell  swoop,  all  the  wnnatn- 
ral  system  of  the  last  twenty*fife  years; 
a  system  so  CEtraofdinary,  so  prepoateroas, 
and  so  unnatural,  tbat  the  historian  who 
writes   upon   it  would    not  be  believed 
by  posterity.    He  referred  to  those  two 
opposing  laws — the  one  hsTing  for  its  ob- 
ject,  to  make  com  twice  the  price  of  the 
rest  of  Europe^the  other,  keeping  money 
at  the  same  price  as  the  rest  of  Europe. 
It  was  now  quite  impossible  that  these 
laws  could  longer  continue;  and  it  was, 
therefore*  necessary,  either  that  all  prices 
should  fall  to  the  level  of  money,  or  that 
the  value  of  money  should  be  raised  op 
to  the  necessary  price  of  com.     Whether 
the  Government  had  decided  rightly  in 
adopting  the  former  principle,  remained 
to  be  proved ;  but  if  they  thought  so,  they 
were  bound  to  carry  out  their  principles 
entirely.     He  considered  it  necessary  to 
recal  to  the  recollection  of  the   House 
what  passed  upon  the  budget  of  1840 
being  introduced.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
then  showed  the  necessity  of  imposing 
new  taxes,  and  proposed  an  addition^ 
per  centage,  with  the  view  of  saving  new 
machinery.     He  also  stated,  that  the  new 
taxes  would  only  be  temporary,  for  that 
the  resources  of  the  country  were  unim- 
paired,   and   the  elasticity  it  possessed 
would    speedily  remove  the  momentary 
pressure ;  these  sentiments,  he  recollected, 
were  echoed  from  the  other  side  of  the 
.  House  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  upon 
which  he  ventured  to  state  that  he  dif- 
fered in  opinion  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman; that  he  believed,  not  only  tbat 
the  new  taxes  would  be  permanent,  but 
that  the  next  budget  would  show  a  greater 
deBcieocY,  and  that  the  elasticity  would 
be  found  to  be  an  idea  that  would  never 
be  realised.    The  House  might  now  judge 
who  had  been  right,  but  he  must  say,  that 
seeing  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  de- 
ceived himself  last  year,  jie  had  great 
suspicion  that  he  would  do  the  same  this 
year;  and  he  had  great  doubts  of  the 
plan  proposed  effecting  the  object,  and 
giving  the  increase  of  revenue  required. 
No  one  was  more  ready  to  admit  the  ne- 
cessity of  revising  the  import  duties  than 
he  was,  for  he  perfectly  agreed  in  the 
absurdity  of  such  high  duties  as  made 
proBtable,  to  the  injury  of  the  I 
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country,  and  witbcNit  beaetit  to  the  leve- 
noe;  he  also  saw  plainly  the  impropriety 
of  its  being  possible  for  cofiee  to  be  scat 
from  Braxil  to  the  Cape,  to  save  5d!.  per 
pound  in  the  duty ;  and  m  the  plan  of 
allowing  slave-grown  sugar  to  be  refined 
in  bond,  and  re-exported  to  CNir  colonies, 
at  a  less  price  than  was  paid  there  for  raw 
sugar;  but  be  did  not  see  bow  the  in- 
tended  revision  was  to  materially 
the  revenue.  The  great  qneatioo  for 
sideration  was,  what  caused  the  preasme 
upon  the  labouring  classes,  and  the  con- 
sequent deficiency  in  the  revenue ;  and  he 
attributed  both  to  having  contracted  an 
enormous  debt,  and  doubled  the  landed 
rental,  upon  a  circulation  depreciated  50 
per  cent.,  which  was  now  attempted  lo 
be  inid  in  a  circulation  which  was  partly 
appreciated  to  the  old  standard.  He  did 
not  object  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  endeavouring  to  keep  op  their  rents, 
it  was  all  very  natural  that  they  should 
do  so;  but  he  objected  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  attempted  to  realise  their 
wishes.  There  was  all  the  difference  be- 
tween a  high  price  of  com  and  a  price 
obtained  by  an  abftract  law,  and  he  could 
not  admit  the  justice  of  keeping  up  the 
present  average  price  of  corn,  anUas  by 
such  a  principle  as  would  enable  the  con- 
sumer to  keep  up  his  wages  in  the  same 
proportion.  The  distress  of  this  country 
arose  from  the  enormous  debt ;  and  the 
problem  to  be  resolved  was,  whether  the 
income  could  pay  the  interest  on  that 
debt  and  the  expenses  of  the  country  with 
with  low  prices,  when  reduced  to  the  level 
of  the  present  gold  standard.  He  did  not 
see  how  it  could  do  so ;  the  poorer  clasiei 
were  at  the  lowest  point  of  poverty,  and 
for  the  laat  three  years  the  merchants  and 
manufiicturers  of  the  country  had  been 
living  on  the  principal,  having  nmde  little 
or  no  profit;  and  although  the  list  of 
bankrupts  might  not  appear  so  large  as 
formerly,  the  number  of  compositioos  and 
assignments  exceeded  anything  that  bad 
before  been  seen.  He  could  entirely  cor* 
roborate  the  statements  made  of  the 
dreadful  distresses  of  the  poor,  bv  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbory;  and  be  finnly 
believed,  unless  some  change  was  speedily 
made,  that  their  privatmns  would  rapidly 
increase.  There  existed  three  great  inter- 
ests in  thisoountrv  at  present — the  landed, 
the  moneyed,  and  the  labouring.  The  last 
was  in  the  utmost  misery,  and  should  be 
relieved.    So  far  he  agreed  with  the  Go« 
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varamenty  but  he  did  oat  altogether  ap- 
prore  of  the  plan  they  proposed,  because 
a  placed  the  burden  entirely  on  the  firatt 
leaving  the  moneyed  interest  entirely  un- 
touch^. He  did  not  aee  why  the  land 
should  BuSer,  and  money  not.  The  Go- 
vernment proposed  a  duty  of  8s,  per 
quarter  on  foreign  com.  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  it?  He  would  take  the 
House  back  to  1 790  to  see,  for  since  that 
date,  such  had  been  the  indirect  operation 
upon  prices  by  the  alterations  in  the  mo- 
netary system,  that  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  make  correct  comparison  with  any  later 
dates.  From  1700  to  1790  the  ounce  of 
silver  and  the  bushel  of  wheal  were  on  the 
average  of  equal  value  throughout  Eu- 
rope, including  this  country,  and  the  same 
proportions  now  remained,  eicepting  in 
this  country.  At  that  time  wheat  could 
not  be  imported  into  this  country  when 
under  48s.  per  quarter,  which  was  the 
same  as  the  now  proposed  protection  of 
8s.  per  quarter.  There  was  then  also  a 
bounty  of  6d.  per  bushel  upon  the  ex- 
portation of  corn  when  at  40<.  per  quar- 
ter, for  which  bounty  upwards  of  i  j  miU 
lions  sterling  was  paid  in  ten  years,  yet 
with  all  these  advantages,  the  average 
price  of  wheat  was  only  48.  lid,  per 
bushel.  Now,  he  asked  the  House,  if  by 
adopting  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  returning  to  the  same  state  of  things 
as  existed  before  the  year  1790,  the  same 
Corn-laws,  the  same  standard  of  money, 
the  same  in  all  respects,  except  having  an 
additionel  thirty  millions  of  taxes  to  pay 
per  annum,  we  should  not  necessarily 
have  the  price  of  corn  the  same  as  at  that 
period  ?  In  his  opinion,  one  such  practical 
illustration  was  superior  to  all  the  theory 
in  the  world.  But  suppose  we  had  not, 
and  the  noble  Lord's  calculations  were 
righl,  when  he  reckoned  that  the  average 
price  wouU  be  60s. ;  if  that  were  so,  what 
was  the  poor  man  to  get  by  it  ?  That  had 
been  the  average  price  for  the  last  twenty- 
five  years.  Say  what  they  would,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  measure  was  to  reduce  wages. 
The  only  way  in  which  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws,  even  to  the  extent  proposed, 
could  assist  trade  was  by  the  reduction  of 
wages,  enabling  the  manufacturers  to  make 
thmr  goods  at  lower  prices.  That  was 
one  part  of  the  plan,  but  then  it  was  con- 
tended, that  this  measure  would  not  re- 
duce the  price.  That  he  eould  not  under* 
stand,  one  of  the  parties  must  be  wrong. 
If  the  price  of  corn  were  reduced,  as  he 


contended  it  would  be,  it  would  take  away 
all  the  rentals ;  if  not,  it  would  confer  no 
benefit  upon  the  manufacturers.  That 
celebrated  paper  the  TimeSf  had  brought 
forward  in  a  leading  article  on  what  he 
said  last  year,  viz.,  that  he  believed,  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  if  adopted 
alone,  without  other  measures,  would  not 
be  beneficial  to  the  country ;  he  said  the 
same  now,  but  he  complained  of  the  Timei 
that  they  had  quoted  only  a  part.  He  had 
been  charged  with  inconsistency,  and  they 
ouglu  to  have  stated,  that  at  the  same 
time  he  said,  that  the  present  state  of 
things  could  not  be  continued,  and  that, 
at  the  first  step,  he  voted  against  the  Corn- 
laws,  which,  as  an  abstract  legislative 
measure,  could  not  be  maintained  upon 
sound  and  honest  principles.  When  the 
finances  of  the  country  and  the  national 
faith  were  mentioned,  it  was  an  unnatural 
thing  that  money  should  be  left  out.  He 
would  refer  again  to  the  fact,  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  Corn-laws  was  to  keep  corn 
at  lOs,  per  bushel  when  its  natural  level 
was  5s, ;  and  as  it  regarded  the  working 
classes,  the  intention  of  the  present  mea- 
sure was  to  reduce  the  price  of  corn  to 
the  continental  level,  and  wages,  of  course, 
with  it.  In  his  opinion,  therefore,  if  it 
were  necessary  to  enable  the  agricultural 
interest  to  obtain  rents,  taxes,  and  profils, 
that  wheat  should  be  maintained  at  the 
average  of  the  last  twenty-five  years,  or 
7s.  6d.  per  bushel,  the  equitable  plan 
would  be  to  keep  the  ounce  of  silver  in 
due  ratio,  as  it  was  up  to  1790,  which 
would  enable  the  labouring  classes  to  raise 
their  wages  in  the  same  proportion.  The 
noble  Lord  thought,  that  his  Bs.  duty 
would  not  have  that  effect^  but  he  said, 
that  at  that  duty  the  price  could  not  be 
kept  above  the  continental  level.  If  the 
landed  interest  thought  they  could  bear 
that,  all  very  well,  but  he  could  not  fairly 
and  honestly  vote  as  he  intended,  for  Min- 
isters, without  pointing  out  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  the  difficulties  they  would 
be  in.  There  was  no  inconsistency  in  his 
giving  that  vote.  He  explained  it  as  he 
did  before.  The  abstract  law  was  not  jus- 
tifiable, in  his  opinion,  but  they  were  quite 
distinct  questions,  whether  the  landowners 
should  have  direct  protection  by  Act  of 
Parliament  or  by  other  means.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  national  faith, 
and  an  extraordinary  sort  of  national  faith 
it  was.  They  had  contracted  a  large 
debt  by  depreciating  the  value  of  the  cir* 
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culation  fifty  per  cent.     Could  they  have 
incurred  that  debt  if  they  had  not  done 
80?      They  had   doubled   their   rentals. 
Could  they  have  done  that  if  they  had  not 
depreciated  the  circulation  ?  They  consi- 
dered it  a  matter  of  national  faith  to  pay 
that  debt  by  taxing  the  working  classes. 
They  had  been  paying  the  moneyed  in- 
terest in  a  different  standard,  which  had 
given  them  far  more  than  their  just  claims, 
they  had  also  hitherto  partly  supported 
the  position  of  the  landowner  by  an  ab- 
stract Corn -law,  but  they  had  done  nothing 
for  the  working  classes,  and  now  they  pro- 
posed to  relieve  the  working  classes  at  the 
expense  of  the  landowners,  so  that  their 
national  faith  had  been  to  take  from  the 
working  classes  what  they  had  no  right  to 
take,  and  now  it  was  to  take  from  the 
landowners  what  they  had  no  right  to  take 
—for  why,  he   could    not    understand. 
They  had  found  the  end  of  taxing  labour, 
and  fhey  were  now  going  to  find  the  end 
of  taxing  land,  but  he  thought  the  landed 
interest  was  too  prudent  to  allow  anything 
of  the  sort,  to  permit  themselves  to  be 
made  the  scapegoats  for  a  set  of  people, 
for  whose  sake  all  interests  had  been  sacri- 
ficed ;  it  was  nothing  more  than  to  give 
over  the  fee  simple  of  land  to  money,  that 
was  the  end  of  it.  He  did  not  want  them  to 
believe  him  then,  but  the  result  would  prove, 
that  he  was  right.    When  he  had  talked 
upon  these  subjects  to  bon.  Members,  he 
had  been  answered,  that  his  plan  was  **  a 
little  shilling  plan,"  but  he  said,  they  must 
have  a  little  shilling — they  had  doubled 
their  rentals,  thev  had  depreciaied  the  cir- 
culation, what  right  bad  they  to  a  large 
shilling?  Where  was  the  difference  ?  They 
gave  a  bushel  of  corn  worth  .5s.  for  75. 6d, 
they  gave  their  little  bushel,  and  he  would 
give  his  little  shilling — he  would  give  his 
shilling  for  eighteenpence.    The  fact  was, 
the  case  wanted  investigation,  for  the  true 
bearings  of  it  were  very  little  understood. 
It  was  easy  to  throw  out  sneers  about  '*  a 
little  shilling,"  but  he  could  assure  the 
House  his  interest  was  so  divided,  that  he 
could  have  no  desire  exeept  for  the  general 
good.     He  saw  that  the  thing  was  out  at 
elbows.   The  present  state  of  things  could 
not  continue,  it  would  soon  be  impossible 
to  keep  the  poor  people  in  peace  and  order, 
and  as    to    the  national   faith,   he  had 
thought  it  his  duty  to  make  those  obser- 
vations. It  would  be  infinitely  more  honest 
to  impose  a  general  property  tax,  than  to 

repetu  the  preaeut  CorD*lftWf|  for  by  that 


means  they  would  tax  not  the  land  only, 
but  money  also.  One  class  he  ought  to 
have  mentioned.  A  considerable  portion 
of  the  working  classes,  which  had  derived 
benefit  at  the  expense  of  the  manufactur- 
ing classes — ^he  meant  that  class  who 
worked  for  home  consumption,  and  had 
little  connexion  with  foreign  trade,  for 
there  had  been  very  little  reduction  in  their 
wages  for  twenty-five  years.  Now,  that 
class  ought  to  return  part  of  that  gain, 
and  a  proper  regulation  of  the  money 
would  affect  them  also.  But,  next  to 
that  plan,  unquestionably  a  property  tax 
was  to  be  preferred,  which  would  take 
away  from  the  labouring  classes  the  pres- 
sure of  indirect  taxations,  and  would,  be- 
sides, furnish  a  powerful  argument  against 
the  cry  for  universal  suffrage.  He  was 
not  an  advocate  for  universal  suffrage,  he 
doubted  if  it  would  really  be  of  advantage 
to  those  who  asked  it,  but  he  was  quite  of 
opinion,  that  a  very  large  extension  of  the 
suffrage  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
society,  and  the  claim  was  much  stronger 
when  it  was  urged  by  those  who  bore  a 
great  share  in  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
The  pressure  upon  those  classes  was  now 
ver^  great,  and  they  had  a  right  to  com- 
plam,  and  they  would  do  so  as  long  as  the 
common  necessaries  of  life  were  not  easily 
within  their  reach.  He  had  no  party  to 
please,  he  had  no  interest  to  consider,  but 
he  thought  he  was  only  doing  his  public 
duty  in  taking  the  part  in  the  debate  which 
he  had  done,  and  he  thanked  the  House 
for  the  attention  with  which  It  had  heard 
him. 

Debate  again  adjourned. 
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MiiroTBS.]  Billf.  Received  die  Royal  8Ment:— Exchequer 
BlUi  (11,000,00(K.)  t  BxelM!  Collcctioii  nd  lUn^nMBt  t 
SlftTo  Compenaattoo  i  Leiie  and  Releaae ;  Banking  Co- 
partnerships; Court  of  Exdiequer  (Irdand)s  Dublin 
Wide  Streeti  (No.  S) ;  Sir  Walter  Scott%  MonnmaDe.- 
Read  •  aeoond  tliiia:— Criminal  JmCieet  ^iMrtcr  6aa* 
siona.— Read  a  third  time :  ^  Frirolouf  Solta. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Portmao,  tttxa  Bath,  against 
Chiirdi  Ratea.->By  the  Earl  of  Yathorough,  the  Eari  of 
Haddington,  Lord  Stndlxoiw,  the  llavquaM  of  Down, 
shire,  and  the  Earl  of  Wiochilaea,  ftom  Uw  Isle  of  Wight, 
places  in  Scotland,  places  In  Irdand,  Kent,  and  otherplacef« 
againit  any  AUeratlon  of  ths  Oom-laiifc— By  Eail  VHf- 
William,  ftom  Yoriuhire,  «gainst  the  Cam-lawh— By  Uw 
Marquess  of  Breadalbane,  ftom  Scotland,  In  flivour  of 
the  Prindplca  announcwl  by  her  Mi^csty^  Oorcrainaat 
wllliff^gvd  to  tiw  Impart  Diiilm. 
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lfmuTBB.3  Billf.  Read  a  fleoond  time :— Entsils  (Soot- 
land). 

rettUoM  pnHDlBd.  By  Mr.  Dugdalv,  ftom  ▼ariom  plaoei 
in  Warwickilure  and  Derbyahire,  by  Sir  J.  Tyrrell*  Arom 
aevcnl  places  in  Enex,  by  Mr.  Padie*  ftom  placet  in 
Lckertaihiie,  by  Mr.  lyimdi,  ftom  Maidstone,  and  by 
other  Mflnbm,  ftom  a  number  of  places,  against  the 
Rqpeal  of  the  Corn-laws. — By  Mr.  Brotherton,  ftom  Sal- 
ford,  Manchester,  and  other  places,  by  Mr.  Stmtt,  ftom 
Deiby,  and  from  Agrleultond  villages  in  Deibyshire,  by 
Sir  H.  Pttnell,  from  Dttndee«  by  Mr.  Ewan,  several, 
ftom  places  in  Lancashire,  by  Sbr  J.  Uobhouse,  ftom 
ptacei  in  Berkshire,  by  Bfr.  Hume,  ftom  Hammersmith, 
Brentftcd,  and  Bolton,  by  Mr.  BusfeiM,  ftom  Braditord, 
by  iMd  Morpeth,  from  places  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  by  Lord  Howidc,  ftom  places  in  Northum- 
berland, by  Mr.  VUliers.  Sir  G.  Strickland,  Mr.  Alns- 
siwth,  Mr.  BahMB,  and  other  boo.  Members,  ftom  agreat 
number  of  places,  fbr  a  Rqieal  of  the  Comrlaws,  and  for 
a  Reduction  of  the  Sugar  and  Timber  Duties.— By  Mr. 
Graeoe,  ftom  Lancaster,  by  Mr.  Walter,  ftom  Notting- 
ban*  and  other  plaoes,  ag^nst  the  New  Poor«law,  and 
^i^nst  the  Poor-law  Amendment  BilL^By  Mr.  Hawes, 
ftom  Lambeth,  and  other  places,  and  by  Mr.  T.  Dun- 
eaBbe,ftom  ptaoes  faiNoiiUk,  for  the  Rdeaseof  PoUtloal 
Ofltaders.-'By  Mr.  Milesy  ftom  places  in  Somersetshire, 
by  Mr.  W.  Duncombe,  ftom  places  in  Yorkshire,  by  Mr. 
Darby,  ftom  plaoes  in  Sussex,  and  by  Mr.  R.  Palmer, 
from  a  platoe  in  Berkshire,  for  Church  Extnsiott. — ^By  Sir 
R.  Bateson,  ftom  Down,  i^ainst  Churoh  Patronage  (Scot- 
land).—By  Mr.  Kemble,  ttom  places  in  Surrey,  against 
ftnther  Giants  to  Maynooth. 

Misprint  in  Parliamentary  Re- 
turns.] Mr.  Goulbum  said,  that  in  the 
itelurn  of  the  commuDications  made  by  the 
GotoDial  agents  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  on  the  subject  of  the 
sugar-duties,  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Members  of  that  House,  there  was  either 
an  inaccuracy  in  the  copy  or  else  a  mis- 
print. They  were  made  to  say,  that  there 
would  not  be  a  sufficient  supply  of  sugar 
during  the  next  year,  but  the  rest  of  the 
paper  plainly  showed,  that  this  must  be  a 
misprint,  and  that  it  ought  to  have  been 
that  the  supply  would  be  sufficient.  He 
should  not  have  noticed  this  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  made  that 
mis-statement  the  foundation  of  his  argu- 
ment last  evening.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  if  in  the  original  document  the 
West  India  agents  had  not  stated,  that 
there  would  be  an  adequate  supply  of 
sugar  during  the  next  year  ? 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  it  certainly  was 
1  misprint,  which  was  owing  to  no  inad- 
Tertence  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  office. 
A  similar  return  had  been  printed  for  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  was  correctly 
printed,  and  as  the  printer  had  printed  the 
return  for  that  House  from  the  return  or* 
dered  for  the  Houso  of  Lords,  it  bad  not 
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been  sent  to  the  Colonial  office  for  correc- 
tion, and  hence  the  error  had  arisen. 

Sir  C.  Qrey  had  understood  from  the 
document  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  that  the  supply  would 
not  be  adequate.  At  the  same  time  he 
must  confess  that,  from  the  context  of  the 
document,  the  reading  had  appeared  to 
him  to  be  rather  ambiguous.  It  seemed 
to  him,  upon  reflection,  that  the  West 
India  agents  might  be  speaking  with  re- 
ference only  to  the  West  Indies.  It  was 
notorious  that  the  supplies  from  the  West 
Indies  would  not  be  sufficient. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Sugar  Duties — Ways  and  Means 
Adjourned  Debate  (Eighth  Day).] 
Mr,  Sheil:  The  department  with  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  connected,  will 
afford  me  a  justification  for  interfering 
in  this  debate;  it  has  been  protracted 
l^yond  the  ordinary  period  of  the  dura- 
tion of  our  debates,  but  not  to  a  period 
incommensurate  with  the  importance—- 
the  incalculable  importance,  of  a  subject 
upon  which,  in  the  exercise  of  their  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction,  the  people  of  Eng- 
land must  ultimately  decide.  I  shall  not 
trespass  upon  the  indulgence  of  those  who 
surround  me,  or  upon  the  forbearahce 
of  those  to  whom  I  am  opposed,  at  any 
inappropriate  length.  I  shall  confine 
myself  to  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  do  my  best  to  avoid  the  example 
of  those  who  have  wandered  far  away 
from  it,  and  who  have  indulged  in  disser- 
tations not  more  mysterious  to  their 
auditors  than  to  themselves.  I  shall,  Sir, 
in  the  first  instance,  address  myself  to 
that  branch  of  the  question  in  reference  to 
which,  the  people  of  England,  the  virtuous 
and  humane  people  of  England,  feel  a 
deep  and  a  most  honourable  concern.  If, 
Sir,  to  the  progress  of  the  slave-trade,  by 
an  exorbitant  differential  duty  between 
colonial  and  foreign  sugar,  any  effectual 
impediment  were  interposed — if,  notwith- 
standing that  exorbitant  differential  duty, 
the  slave-trade  were  not  successful  to  an 
extent  which  has  been  stated,  with  too 
much  justice,  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
to  cast  a  stain  upon  christian  Europe,— 
if  to  slave-grown  sugar  every  port  upon 
the  continent  were  not  thrown  widely  and 
indiscriminately  open, — if  with  the  pro- 
duce of  slave-labour  in  many  forms^> 
coffeoi  cotton,  tobacco*«-our  own  markets 
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were  noi  glutted,— if  ipe 
seWes  tbe  importen,  the  refinen,  aad  the 
re-eiporteis  of  stave-giowD  logar  to  the 
cootioeot,  aye,  end  to  oor  owd  coloinel 

mmooiit,  I  en  free  to  coafieee  thai  with 
regard  to  the  propriety  of  making  a  re- 
doctJOD  of  a  differential  dnty,  thv  snp- 
poeed  for  a  monent,  for  the  pnrpoeea  of 
humanity  as  well  at  of  niooopoly»  to  be 
effectual,  I  shonld  be  ditpoecd  to  enter- 
tain a  doobt.  Bot,  Sir,  when  I  consider 
that  in  checking  the  progress  of  the  slaTe« 
trade,  the  safeguard  of  monopoly  ia 
utterly  without  avaU,— -when  I  consider 
that  the  difFereotial  doty,  which  keeps 
the  price  of  sugar  up,  does  not  keep  the 
price  of  human  beings  down— when  1 
consider  that  without  casting  upon  a  bar- 
barous trafiBc  any,  tlie  slightest  impedi- 
ment, the  differential  duty  has  the  effect 
of  impairiDg  the  public  revenue,  and,  by 
enhancing  the  cost  of  one  of  the  necq- 
aaries  of  life,  of  imposing  upon  the  hum- 
bler classes  of  the  ooromuoity,  a  grievous 
charge — when  I  consider  that  the  differen- 
tial duty  confers  no  substantial  benefit 
upon  any  class  of  the  commnoity,  except- 
ing upon  those  benevolent  monopolists 
whose  sensibilities  are  not  uuprompted  by 
their  profits,  and  who,  to  the  emotk>na  of 
a  lucrative  philanthropy,  find  it  as  easy, 
as  it  is  convenient,  whenever  a  purpose, 
personal  or  political  is  to  be  promoted,  to 
give  way— I  am  at  a  loss,  I  own,  to  dis. 
cover  any  just  motive  for  giving  sustain* 
ment  to  a  monopoly  fraught  wiib  so  much 
rouhifarious  evil,  or  for  supporting  the 
resolution  of  the  noble  Lord.  That  reso. 
Julion  is  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  such 
obvious  partisanship  that  I  cannot  with- 
hold the  expreMion  of  my  surprise  that 
my  right  hon.  and  most  distinguished 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets should  have  coosidered  it  to  be  con* 
sistent  with  his  unaffected  abhorrence  of 
alavery(for  his  abhonence  of  slaverv  is 
unaffected)  to  give  it  his  support.  It  does 
not  require  his  sagacity,  forensic,  iodicial, 
and  senatorial,  to  perceive  that  this  reso* 
lution  is  little  else  than  a  sort  of  previous 
questioo  in  disguise;  it  contains  no  pledge 
agaiosi  the  future  introduction  of  slave* 
grown*sogar— it  is  transitory  and  ephem- 
eral ;  it  provides  a  ready  retreat  from  the 
high  ground  which  the  new,  I  should 
rather  say,  the  novel  associates  of  my 
ri^t  faoDn  Friend  in  the  cause  of  freedom. 
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have  an  vaontiBgiy  taken  up,  and  while  it 
states,  thai  the  House  of  Coaunoos  is 
not  prepared  (no — not  yet  prepared)  to 
recognise  the  introduction  of  slave-grown 

tnrongn  that  pveparatory  pro- 
the  Houae  of  Commons  may  be 
prwaiied  npon  In  pwsa.  How  little  does 
this  resolution,  dextetous,  adroit,  and 
almost  crafty,  aooord  with  the  Crank,  the 
ingcBwoos,  aiid,ia  the  cmne  of  virtne,  the 
araent  and  impassioned  character  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  If  any  doobt  eoiild  be 
entertained  regarding  iheobfcct  and  the 
effect  of  such  a  rnolutioo,  it  would  be 
reflBOved  by  the  speech  of  tike  noUe  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  who 
declared  again  and  again,  that  Ibr  the 
present  a  great  experiment  owght  not  lo 
be  disturbed.  Surely  this  ought  to  con- 
vinoa  my  right  hon.  Friend,  who  will 
forgive  me,  I  feel  convineed,  if  I  am  bold 
enough  to  tell  him  that  in  snpporting  a 
resolution,  couched  in  such  pnraaeokgy 
as  this  is,  he  is  almost  as  inconsistent  aa 
those  incongruous  sentimentalists  by 
whom,  provided  it  be  not  presented  in  a 
saccharine  form,  the  prodooe  of  slave- 
laboor  is  unscrupulously  consumed.  But 
from  personal  and  innocuous  inconsiaien- 
cies,  let  me  pass  to  the  anomalies,  which 
are  incidental  to  our  fiscal  system.  Last 
year  we  imported  upwards  of  28  million 
lbs.  of  slave  ooffiee,  of  which  upwaida  of 
14  millions  were  slave-grown.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Lancashire,  strug- 
gling with  this  overcoming  fact  auggesled 
that  to  the  supply  of  the  ooffBO^nwrket 
our  Goloojea  were  not  adequate.  Tlie 
noble  Lord  seems  lo  think  that  the  en* 
oouragement  of  the  slave-trade  is  matter 
of  mercantile  expediency,  and  that  on  the 
price-current  our  philsinthropv  ought  to 
depend,  and  oor  nuffkets  shonld  be  opened 
or  shut  to  slave-grown  produce  as  they 
rose  or  fell.  It  ia  quite  true  that  when 
the  duty  upon  coffee  was  high— was 
l#.  Id.  per  pound— the  ooosumption  was 
ao  inconsiderable  that  the  colonies  sup* 
plied  us  with  all  the  coffee  which  we 
required ;  but  when  the  duty  was  loweied, 
the  consumption  increased  to  an  extent 
which,  without  exaggsratioo,  may  be 
designated  as  eoormons.  It  is  worth  while 
to  look  with  sooM  minuteness  into  the 
effect  which  the  diminutioo  of  doty  pro- 
duced upon  the  importation  of  ooffee* 
The  following  table  ia  reaMrkahie. 
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Coffee— TAXATION  and  consumption. 


Years. 


Qaantity  re- 
tained for  home 
coDsumption. 


Rate  of 

duty 

per  lb. 


Net 
revenue. 


1807 
1812 
1824 
1831 
1840 


lbs. 

1,170,164 

8,118,734 

7,993,040 

21,842,264 

28,723,735 


«. 

d. 

1 

n 

0 

7 

1 

0 

0 

6 

0 

6 

£ 
161,245 
255,184 
407,544 
559,431 
922,862 


From  this  table  it  is  manifest,  that  by 
the  reduction  of  duty  an  enormous  aug- 
mentation in  the  importation  of  coffee  was 
produced.  In  1807,  when  the  duty  was 
If.  ?£?.,  no  more  than  1,170,164  pounds 
of  coffee  were  imported,  the  revenue  was 
DO  more  than  161,245/.;  and  when  the 
duty  was  reduced,  the  importation  of 
coffee  rose  to  the  vast  amount  of 
28,723,735  pounds  of  coffee,  and  the 
revenue  produced  was  922,862/.  I  repeat 
that  of  this  vast  mass  of  coffee,  more  than 
14  million  pounds  were  slave-grown.  But 
this  anomaly,  great  as  it  is,  is  little  when 
compared  with  the  monstrous  incongruity 
of  receiving  slave-grown  sugar  in  bond, 
of  refining  and  exporting  it,  and  at  the 
aame  time,  of  excluding  it  from  the  home 
market,  where,  upon  its  consumption,  a 
duty  might  be  raised.  In  1840  we  im- 
ported upwards  of  eight  hundred  thousand 
nundred-weight  of  slave-grown  sugar — it 
was  refined  and  exported.  What  revenue 
was  raiged  upon  it?  Not  a  single  shilling, 
while  all  the  expenses  incidental  to  the 
bonding  system  were  incurred  in  its  regard. 
B^  no  one  could  such  a  system  be  sns- 
tamed,  except  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Nortn  Lancashire,  by  whom 
an  elaborate  vindication  of  these  anomalies 
was  fearlessly  undertaken.  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  through 
the  various  and  exceedingly  irrelevant 
topics  with  which  his  speech  was  made  up, 
but  I  think  it  right  to  disabuse  the  coun- 
try of  any  erroneous  impressions  which,  in 
jrefereoce  to  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson,  the  noble  Lord  laboured  to  pro* 
dace.  Tlie  noble  Lord  told  us  that  he 
was  a  disciple  of  Mr.  Huskbson,  and  took 
upon  bimself  to  set  his  opinions  forth. 
Never  was  there  a  more  egregious  mis- 
representation. After  hearing  the  noble 
Lord,  I  turned  to  a  more  authorised 
source  of  information — the  speeches  of 
Mr.  Huskisson — and  I  found  that,  in  the 
account  given  of  the  sentiments  of  that 


illustrious  man,  his  disciple  was  most 
signally  mistaken.  In  the  year  1830^  in 
the  month  of  March,  Mr.  Huskisson  made 
two  speeches  ;  one  was  delivered  by  him 
on  the  16th  of  March,  in  a  debate  on  the 
state  of  the  country ;  the  other  on  the  25th 
of  March,  upon  a  motion  of  Mr.  Poulett 
Thomson.  On  the  lt)th  of  March,  Mr. 
Huskisson  said  :— 

''  Oar  Corn-laws,  however  expedient  to  pre- 
vent other  evils  in  the  present  state  of  the 
country,  are  in  themselves  a  burden  and  a 
restraint  upon  its  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial industry.  Whilst  the  products  of  that 
industry  must  descend  to  a  level  of  the  general 
market  of  the  world,  the  producers,  so  far  as 
food  is  concerned,  are  aebarred  from  that 
level." 

But,*  Sir,  in  a  subsequent  but  proximate 
debate,  Mr.  Huskisson  expressed  himself 
in  a  manner  still  more  unequivocal.  I  shall 
read  his  exact  words.  They  are  to  be 
found  in  page  555  of  the  third  volume  of 
his  speeches.    Those  words  are  these :  — 

"  It  was ''  he  said,  *'  his  unalterable  con- 
viction that  we  could  not  uphold  the  Corn- 
laws  now  in  existence,  together  with  the  pre- 
sent system  of  taxation,  and  at  the  same 
time,  increase  the  national  prosperity  and 
preserve  public  contentment.  That  those 
laws  mi^ht  be  repealed  without  affecting  the 
landed  interest,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  the 
distress  of  the  people  might  be  relieved,  he 
never  had  any  doubt  whatever.  A  general 
feeling  prevailed,  that  some  change  must  be 
effected,  and  that  speedily.  Nor  were  there 
any  individuals  more  thoroughly  persuaded  of 
it  than  those  who  moved  in  the  humbler  walks 
of  life."* 

Such  was  the  language  of  Mr.  Hu8« 
kisson  in  1830,  language  expressive  of 
opinions  very  different  from  those  which 
the  noble  Lord,  who  told  us  that  he  was 
his  disciple  (who  could  have  conjectured 
it?),  had  ascribed  to  him.  In  1830  Mr. 
Huskisson  had  been  liberated  from  the 
trammels  of  the  Tory  party ;  he  had 
abandoned  that  party  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  is  united  now,  and  had  thrown  off 
the  shackles  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
now  put  on.  Sir,  I  pass  from  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  monopoly  which  he  sustains. 
I  support  what  is  commonly  called,  the 
West-India  interest.  There  are  West* 
Indians,  I  rejoice  to  say,  who,  of  the  mode 
of  promoting  the  prosperity  of  our  colonies, 
entertain  a  jost  appreciation.  On  the 
11th  of  February  last,  a  meeting  was  held 

*  See  also  Hansard,  voL  xxiii.  New  SerieS| 
pp«  602,  816 
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in  Trinidad  of  the  chief  proprietors  and 
aericuUurisU.  Mr.  Burnley  was  in  the 
chair.  He  spoke  as  follows  (I  quote  from 
a  Trinidad  paper): 

**  I  shall  hail  with  pleasure  the  day  when 
every  monopoly  and  restriction  can,  adran- 
tageoutly  for  the  rest  of  the  empire,  be  done 
away  with,  thank  God  !  we  are  now  emanci- 
pated as  well  as  our  labourers ;  and  we  can 
walk  abroad,  bold  and  erect,  and  claim  the 
benefit  of  the  freest  principles ;  aud  if  we  are 
honestly  and  fairly  allowed  to  trade  with  all 
the  world  without  restriction,  we  fear  no  com- 
petition from  any  quarter  in  the  colonial 
market  of  the  mother-country ;  and  when  that 
is  effected,  the  agriculture  of  Trinidad  will 
successfully  compete  with  that  of  every  other 
country  depending  upon  slave-labour.'' 

These  are  wise  and  liberal  opinicJns,  but 
in  these  opinions,  it  is  but  just  to  say, 
that  West- Indians,  in  this  country  at 
least,  do  not  generally  coincide.  For  my 
own  part,  I  should  be  much  disposed  to 
make  allowance  for  the  feelings  of  the 
West-Indian  proprietors,  if  they  did  not 
affect  sentiment,  if  they  did  not  talk  of 
slavery  and  of  its  horrors  (what  right  have 
they  to  talk  of  it  ?),  and  if  they  contented 
themselves  with  stating  the  circumstances 
which  constitute  the  alleged  hardship  of 
their  case.  Their  case  is  this— their  slaves 
were  emancipated  in  1833,  and  for  the 
loss  which  they  sustained,  they  consider 
themselves  to  be  entitled,  in  the  shape  of 
exclusive  priviltges,  to  compensation.  This 
is  a  plain  statement,  and  the  answer  is 
also  plain — England  paid  a  ransom,  which 
almost  d:iszles  the  imagination,  and  she 
is  entitled  to  a  receipt  in  full.  No, 
answers  the  Member  for  Newark,  whose 
motion  is  insatiable,  and  who  cries  out 
like  the  horse-leech's  daughter  "More, 
more.''  The  Member  for  Newark  Insists 
that  the  West-India  planters  were  en- 
titled not  onlv  to  twenty  millions,  but  to 
countless  millions  beyond  that  sum.  He 
acknowledged,  that  since  1833,  in  addition 
to  the  twenty  millions,  the  West-Indians 
bad  received  at  least,  ten  millions  in  the 
form  of  a  protective  duty.  This  admission 
is  most  important.  But  the  Member  for 
Newark  is  mistaken  in  suppoaing  the  sum 
paid  to  the  West  Indies,  in  the  form  of 
protection,  to  be  so  small  as  ten  millions, 
m  addition  to  the  twenty  which  was  paid 
tbem.  I  inquired  of  my  friend  Mr. 
McOresor,  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade^  bow  far  the  Member  for  Newark 
was  correct,  and  he,  who  is  distinguished 
fw  MOttrt^  M  wcU  Mfor  torpMiing 


talent,  told  me  that  the  West-Iodiea  had 
received  upwards  of  nineteen  millions,  in 
addition  to  the  twenty  millions  already 
paid  them.  He  gave  roe  the  following 
table : 


DiflTereoce 
of  price. 


1834 
1835 
1836 
1837 
1838 
1839 
1840 


£.  «.  d. 

4,154,411 

0     6     2 

4,421,145 

0     6     0 

3,922,901 

0  13     0 

4,349,053 

0  13     4 

4,418,334 

0  12     5 

4,171,938 

0  17     1 

3,764,710 

17     7 

AnKWDt  of 
tax  or  pre- 

mium  to 
West-Iodia 

Interest. 

£ 
1,280,943 
1,326,343 
2,549,885 
2,679,934 
2,743,048 
3,471,15t 
5,192,161 


Total  tax  since  abolition 19,243,465 

The  House  hates  Tulgarities  of  all  kinds, 
and  of  all  vulgar  things,  hates  vulgar 
arithmetic  the  most;  but  on  this  occa* 
sbn  some  indulgence  for  Sgures  ought  to 
be  manifested,  and  the  table  which  I  have 
produced  ought  to  be  examined,  when  to 
the  West- India  planters  we  are  invoked 
to  extend  our  commiseration.  But  mark, 
these  West*Iodians  are  not  contented 
with  that  they  have  already  got;  they 
insist  upon  a  permanent  tax  upon  the 
English  people.  I  contend.  Sir,  that  a 
perpetuation  of  monopoly  was  no  part  of 
the  contract  made  with  the  WesUlndia 
planters.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lancashire,  who  told  us,  that  as  the 
organ  of  the  Whig  Government  (the  organ 
of  the  Whig  Government ! !)  he  introduced 
the  Eroanciaption  Act,  has  not  suggested 
that  the  continuance  of  monopoly  was 
any  part  of  the  contract.  If  it  were,  upon 
what  principle  could  the  equalisation  of 
the  duties  on  East  and  West-Indian  sugar 
and  rum  have  been  sustained?  When 
that  equalisation  was  proposed,  the  nnfer* 
tunate  West-Indiana  made  out  precisely 
the  same  case  as  they  make  out  at 
nresent.  They  told  us  that  the  Wea 
Indies  were  in  a  state  of  transition,  that  a 
great  experiment  ought  not  to  be  dis- 
turbed, that  East-India  sugar  was  the 
produce  of  slave*labour,  that  it  was  prou 
duced  from  dates  at  a  very  inferior  cost. 
With  what  scorn  were  these  expostulations 
received  by  the  representatives  of  the 
East-Indian  interest  in  the  House  of 
Commons!  how  indignant  they  were  at 
the  lemotett,  end  the  moet  delicnie  icff« 
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fence  to  Hill  Coolies  and  to  slaves ;  and 
with  what  impassioned  force  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Beverley,  de- 
nounced the  effrontery  of  the  men,  who 
with  twenty  millions  in  their  coffers,  to  a 
continuance  of  their  monopoly  had  the 
andacity  to  put  in  a  claim :  but  now — 
now,  Sir,  that  these  East-Indians  have 
g^ot  a  share  in  the  privileges  against  which 
they  inveighed  so  vehemently :  now  that 
they  are  embraced  in  the  monopoly  which 
they  represented  as  so  detestable,  they 
who  have  made  no  sacrifice,  by  whom  no 
loss  of  any  kind  has  been  sustained,  whose 
slaves  have  not  been  emancipated ;  they 
forsooth,  have  the  unparaielled  intrepidity 
to  torn  round,  and,  uniting  themselves 
with  those  very  West-Indians  of  whom 
they  were  before  the  fierce  antagonists, 
talk  to  us  of  the  expediency  of  sustaining 
the  colonial  interests,  while  of  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  England  they  are  utterly 
forgetful,  and  think  nothing  of  the  sacri- 
fice which  an  exorbitant  protection,  even 
upon  their  own  admission,  of  necessity 
involves.  The  resolution  adverts  to  sacri- 
fices: yes,  much  has  indeed  been  sacri- 
ficed, but  yon  are  not  contented;  you 
require  that  an  annual  tribute  shall  be 
omred  to  monopoly,  and  to  ensure  its 
punctual  payment,  you  insist  that,  instead 
of  recruiting  the  revenue  by  a  just  appor- 
tionment of  existing  duties,  new  burdens 
shall  be  imposed  upon  the  people.  This 
proceeding  will,  most  assuredly  be  at- 
tended with  evils  far  greater  than  any 
which  can  by  possibility  arise  from  re- 
ducing the  duties  upon  sugar^  from 
introducing  it  into  a  larger  consumption, 
and  thus  producing  that  accession  to  the 
revenue  which,  if  we  may  judge  from  the 
parallel  case  of  coffee,  must  necessarily 
ensue.  If  such  consequences  followed 
from  the  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  coffee 
at  I  have  proved  to  have  been  derived 
from  it,  from  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
upon  sugar,  whose  admixture  with  coffee 
is  indispensable,  and  of  which  the  use  is 
so  multifarious,  analogous  results  must 
follow.  Independently  of  this  fiscal  ad- 
vantage, a  two-fold  benefit  must  accrue 
to  the  great  mass  of  the  community.  In 
the  first  place,  we  cheapen  one  of  the 
necessaries  of  life,  and  in  the  next  place 
it  is  obvious  that  if  we  take  more  of  the 
produce  of  other  countries,  other  coun- 
tries must  take  more  of  the  produce  of 
our  own ;  to  that  extent  the  manufactures 
of  England  must  be  promoted,  and  to  that 


extent  the  employment  of  our  operatives 
must  be  encouraged.  To  their  sufferings, 
the  Tories  everywhere  I  hope,  at  the 
hustings  I  am  sure,  are  alive;  but  when 
the  obvious  means  of  alleviation  are  pro- 
posed, they  sacrifice  the  interests  of  that 
vast  class  of  the  community  for  which  so 
much  commiseration  is  possessed  by  them, 
to  the  maintenance  of  that  too  narrow 
commercial  system,  by  which,  if  we  adhere 
to  it,  consequences  the  most  pernicious 
will  be  entailed  upon  us.  We  are  met 
upon  the  continent  by  retaliatory  tariffs. 
Of  our  discoveries  in  mechanics,  of  our 
finest  and  most  powerful  machines,  of  the 
advantages  of  which,  we  were  once  in  the 
exclusive  enjoyment,  our  foreign  com- 
petitors' are  now  possessed ;  to  other 
markets,  to  markets  in  the  countries,  in 
which  manufactures  do  not  exist,  and  in 
which  it  will  be  our  fault  if  they  shall 
arise,  the  eyes  of  every  British  statesman 
ought  to  be  intently  turned ;  and,  above 
all,  to  that  splendid  mart  which  is  opened 
to  us,  in  the  young  and  prosperous  em- 
pire of  Brazil.  I  am  astonished  that  any 
man  should  speak  of  our  commercial 
relations  with  that  rapidly  progressing 
country  in  the  language  of  depreciation. 
Before  his  constituents,  such  language 
would  not  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool ;  he  would  not, 
before  his  constituents  venture  to  in- 
sinuate that  he  considered  the  renewal  of 
the  treaty  with  Brazil  as  a  matter  of 
small  amount ;  or  if  he  did,  and  looked 
from  the  hustings  to  the  harbour  of  that 
great  city  which  he  has  the  honour  to 
represent,  in  many  a  noble  ship,  of  all  his 
fallacies  he  would  behold  the  competition. 
But  how  can  we  reasonably  expect  that 
the  Brazilians  will  make  concessions  to 
us,  if  to  them  we  refuse  to  make  any  con- 
cessions ;  and  if  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land is  not  prepared  (to  adopt  the  phrase- 
ology of  your  resolution)  to  take  the 
produce  of  Brazil,  have  we  not  reason  to 
apprehend  that  the  Parliament  of  Brazil 
will  be  unprepared  to  take  the  produce  of 
England?  And,  even  with  reference  to 
the  slave-trade,  is  it  not  likely  that  we 
shall  accomplish  far  more  by  treaty,  en- 
forced as  treaty  ought  to  be,  than  by  any 
fiscal  regulations  which  it  is  possible  to 
devise  ?  One  of  the  evils  resulting  from 
these  fiscal  regulations  is  this : — ^the  peo- 
ple of  England  are  taught  to  rely  upon 
them  as  the  means  of  restraining  the  slave- 
trade,  instead  of  adopting  the  measures 
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by  which  that  important  object  might  be 
obtained.     Meetings  are  held,  harangaes 
are  delivered,  admirable  retolations  are 
passed,  and  the  work  of  abomination  all 
the    while    goes    on.     Of  a  great   and 
powerful    country    expedients,    so    una- 
vailing   as  our  differential   duties    have 
been   proved   to  be,  are  unworthy,  and 
when  England  stands  forward  in  the  cause 
of  humanity,  it  is  not  from  the  Custom* 
house  that  her  weapons  should   be  sup- 
plied.    Despite  your  differential  duty,  the 
alave-trade    is    infamously  prosperous — 
despite  of  it,  the  monster  consumes  his 
thousand  victims  a  day.     There  is  not  a 
creek  upon  the  slave-coast  in  which  the 
barks  engaged  in  that  atrocious  traffic  do 
not  lie  in  wait ;  and  even  while  I  speak — 
while  we  sit  in  council  here — across  that 
ocean  which  Englishmen  are  accustomed 
to  call  their  own— across  that  ocean  which 
hat  beeii  most  nobly  called  ^'your  home 
upon  the  deep  *' — how  many  a  slave-bark, 
freighted  with  woe,  despite  your  diff*erentia1 
duty,  holds  on  with  impunity  her  swift  and 
unimpeded    way,    while    you,   with    the 
evidence,    the   incontrovertible    evidence 
before  you,  of  the  futility— the  utter  and 
niO!«t  scandalous  futility  of  your  difFeren- 
tia)  duty  for  the  accomplishment  of  any 
one  purpose  by  which  the  interests  of 
humanity,  as  distinct  from  those  of  mo- 
nopoly, can  be  promoted — instead  of  call- 
ing upon  England,  to  put  forth  her  night, 
and  invoking  her  to  employ  the  only  effi- 
cient means  by  which  tliis  horrible  traffic 
in  our  fellow-creatures  can  be  put  down  ex- 
patiate upon  the  blessings  of  monopoly ; 
descant  upon  63f,  and  365.,  and  245. ,  and 
propound  resolutions  for  the  sustainraent 
of  that  fiscal  anomaly,  by  which  (and  you 
know  it,)  to  the  atrocities  of  the  slave* 
trade  not  the  slightest  obstacle  is  pre- 
sented, while  to  our  revenues  the  deepest 
detriment  is  done.    The  emliarrassmentB 
with  which  every  Minister  of  this  eouotry, 
whether  he  be  Whig  or  Tory,  will  have  to 
contend  for  many  a  day,  will  be  augmen* 
ted,  by  which  a  deprivation  of  one  of  the 
commonest  commodities  of  life  will  be 
inflified  upon  the  lower  classes— by  which 
industry  will  be  paralysed,  the  employ- 
ment of  our  suffering  and  pining  operatives 
will  he  abridged,  our  commercial  relations 
with  one  of  our  best  allies  will  be  en- 
dangered, and  we  shall  run  the  risk  of 
rlosm^r,  perhaps  for  ever,  a  field  of  almost 
boawHIess  enterprise  npon  the  commercial 
geotos  of  the  English  people. 


Mr.  Herriei  was  well  aware  of  the  dif- 
ficulty of  arresting  the  attention  of  the 
House  after  so  long  a  debate,  especially 
at  the  close  of  a  speech  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  displayed  almost  more  than  his  usual 
brilliancy  of  rhetoric.    He  was  aware,  that 
both  the  House  and  the  country  were 
weary  of  the  subject,  and  that  the  con- 
stituencies of  the  empire  who  looked  for 
something  more  than  a  long  protracted 
debate,  were  expecting  with   impatience 
the  decision  to  which  the  House  was  to 
arrive.     It  would  have  been  unnecessary 
for  him  to  trouble  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion, after  the  unequalled  and  onanswer* 
able  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North   Lancashire,  had   he  not 
wished  to  recall  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the 
real  matter  in  debate,  and  place  the  issue 
on   a  proper  footing.    The  propositions 
announced  to  the  House  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  were  founded  upon 
the  present  financial  emergency,  and  it 
was  necessary  in  the  first  instance  to  ex- 
amine what  was  the  nature  of  that  emer- 
gency, which  required  the  application  of 
such  remedies,  and  then  to  look  at  the 
remedies    themselves,   and  see  how  far 
fitted  they  were  to  meet  the  object  for 
whN*h  they  were  intended,  and  also  how 
far  they  were  free  from  other  objections 
which  might  render   them    inexpedient. 
The  House  had  l>een  informed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  nob- 
ble Lord,  that  the  finances  of  the  country 
were  in   a  deplorable  condition.    That, 
then,   was    the  difficulty  hi  which    the 
country  vras  placed,  and  the  question  was 
how  did  it  come  to  be  placed  in  that  dif- 
ficulty 7    After  four  years  of  administra- 
tion by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagues^  after  four  years  of  embarrass- 
ment, a  crisis  at  length  arrived — things 
had  come  to  a  dead  lock,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  called  on  the  Hoose  for 
assistance.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
few  evenings  before,  had  challenged  a 
comparison  between  hit  own  administra- 
tk>n  and  those  of  bis  predecessors,  and 
had  most  iocautk>asly  and  unaecoontably 
told  the  House,  in  answer  to  a  remark  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Surrey  respecting 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  a  lai^  sur- 
plus, that  no  former  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  any  more  than  himself,  had 
ever  taken  any  heed  about  a  surplns.    He 
was  strangely  deceived  if  Mr.  Huskisson 
had  not  always  declared  htflsself  strongly 
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in  fafoar  of  a  pradent  Hne  of  condact  in 
the  management  of  finance,  and  of  matn- 
latoing  a  large  surplus.  When  he  heard 
the  expressions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  he  was  lost  in  astonishment, 
for  it  was  a  most  remarkable  fact,  and  one 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  House  coald 
not  be  too  strongly  dh-ected,  that  the  pre- 
sent Administration  was  the  first  and  the 
only  one,  he  believed,  in  the  history  of 
this  country,  which  in  time  of  peace  had 
safiered  a  continued  deficiency  to  exist  in 
the  public  finances.  He  really  wondered, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  shocked  by  the  contrast  when  he  cast 
his  eyes  back  on  the  official  career  of  his 
predecessors.  In  time  of  war,  indeed, 
there  must,  from  the  nature  of  things,  be 
a  deficiency,  for  then  the  revenue  was  not 
adequate  to  meet  the  extraordinary  ex- 
penses that  arose;  but  that  in  time  of 
peace  a  Government  should  suffer  the 
finances  to  fall  into  such  a  state  of  de- 
rangement that  in  five  consecutive  years 
of  peace  a  deficiency  of  7,000,00(>/.  should 
have  been  accumulated,  was  a  fact  widely 
different  from  anything  that  had  occurred 
under  any  former  Administration.  What 
was  the  course  followed  by  modem  Ad- 
ministrations in  order  to  the  maintenance 
of  a  sound  financial  system?  Between 
the  years  1816  and  1828,  when  the 
subject  was  brought  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  finance  committee,  it  ap* 
peared  from  the  statements  produced  be- 
fore that  body,  that  the  surplus  in  those 
twelve  years,  arising  from  public  monies, 
and  applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  public 
debt  in  that  period,  was  31,900,000/.  In 
the  three  years  foilowing — namely,  1828, 
1829,  and  1830 — when  the  finances  were 
under  the  Administration  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge,  there  was  a  sur- 
plus of  10,000,000/.  In  the  six  years 
whteh  foltowed,  composing  the  Admi- 
nistration of  Lord  Althorpe,  and  the 
two  first  years  of  ihe  Administration  of 
Lord  Monteagle,  there  was  a  surplus  of 
6,700,000/.;  and  then  commenced  the 
fruits  of  the  policy  followed  by  Gentlemen 
opposite.  He  should  be  wrong  in  saying 
there  bad  beea  no  deficiency  during  the 
period  over  which  he  had  glanced ;  there 
was  one,  and  that  furnished  an  instance 
of  the  difference  in  spirit  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  those  who  had  pre- 
ceded hi«i  HI  his  office.    That  occnned 


under  Lord  Althorp,  and  every  one  who 
heard  him,  who  had  then  been  in  the 
House,  must  recollect  with  what  regret 
Lord  Althorp  deplored  the  occurrence  of 
that  deficiency,  with  how  much  assiduity 
he  applied  himself  to  repair  it,  and  how 
anxious  he  was  that  there  should  not  be  a 
recurrence  of  it  in  any  future  year.  Not 
only  was  Lord  Althorp  exceedingly  solicit- 
ous to  prevent  such  a  deficiency  in  future, 
but  when  he  made  an  estimate  of  the 
finances,  by  which  it  appeared  to  him, 
although  he  then  took  too  unfavourable  a 
view,  that  his  resources  would  not  exceed 
by  more  than  300,000/.  his  expenditure, 
he  said — 

"  Now,  Sir,  although  I  never  was  an  advo- 
cate for  a  large  sinking  fund,  or  a  large  sur- 
plus revenue,  I  certainly  think  that  a  surplus 
of  300,000/.  is  comiog  too  near  the  margin.'' 

Such  were  the  opinions  of  the  predeces- 
sors of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  such  was  the  way  in  which  they  con- 
ducted themselves  while  in  office.  Now 
came  the  period  when  that  financial  emer- 
gency arose  which  the  House  was  now 
called  upon  to  remedy,  and  that  too  with- 
out any  apology,  as  if  such  embarrass- 
ments were  things  of  course — as  tf  they 
had  occurred  under  all  his  predecessors, 
and  had  been  often  heard  of  rn  that 
House.  The  emergency  was  not  the  less 
urgent  that  shifts  had  been  resorted  to 
unscrupnlottsly,  that  means  of  defraying 
the  current  expenditure  had  been  taken, 
which  were  only  explained  after  they  had 
been  employed ;  that  4,000,000/.  of  Ex- 
chequer-bills had  been  funded  at  the 
end  of  a  Session,  and  that  an  additional 
number  was  to  be  funded;  but,  above 
all,  that  from  year  to  year  Gorernment 
had  been  poaching  upon  the  savtngs'- 
banks,  although  those  institutions  fur- 
nished  a  machinery  that  had  never  been 
intended  for  snch  a  purpose.  Yet  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  broadly 
told  the  House,  that  he  foirad  the  Trea- 
sury could  exercise  that  power,  and  that, 
though  it  was  not  intended  to  be  used,  he 
would  make  use  of  it.  He  was  not  im- 
puting this  as  blame  exclusively  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  he  was  im- 
puting it  as  blame  to  the  wh<^e  Govern- 
ment with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  connected.  Let  not  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  suppose  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  impute  blame.  He  did  impute 
it;  for  Ive  sbouM  be  shrinking  from  his 
I  doty  if  he  did  not.     He  eharged  the  Go- 
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vernment  with  the  most  flagrant  and  hein- 
ous mismanagement  of  the  finances  that 
had  ever  taken  place  under  any  Govern- 
ment, which  bad  conducted  public  affairs 
in  this  country.  To  what  then  was  this 
to  be  traced  ?  Was  it  to  some  national 
disaster  ?  Had  any  of  the  springs  of  our 
national  wealth  been  dried  up?  Had  our 
revenue  failed  us?  Nothing  like  it.  Had 
there  been  any  extraordinary  or  unfore- 
seen expenditure  for  foreign  services? 
No  such  thing.  There  had  been  no  ex- 
traordinary expenditure  that  ought  not  to 
have  been  foreseen  by  any  Minister  at  the 
time  of  framing  his  budget.  Why  was  it, 
then,  that  year  after  year  we  had  been 
gradually  involved  in  increasing  distress 
and  danger  ?  The  reason  was  so  obvious 
that  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  child 
of  ten  years  old  within  these  realms,  who 
did  not  perfectly  understand  it.  He  did 
not  believe,  that  anybody  was  so  little 
informed  on  public  affairs,  or  so  devoid  of 
reflection,  as  not  to  know  that  the  whole 
of  those  great  difliculties  in  which  we 
were  involved  was  owing  to  the  feebleness 
of  Government.  They  were  the  result  of 
engagements  and  compacts  made  to  ob- 
tain support  from  parties  in  that  House, 
without  which  the  Government  could  not 
existy  and  for  the  sake  of  which  it  had 
made  those  sacrifices.  The  deficiencv  on 
the  present  year  was  2,400,000/.  of  which 
1,700,000/.  was  a  permanent  charge,  and 
out  of  this  1,400,000/.  was  owing  to  the 
giving  up  of  the  Post-office  revenue.  If 
they  had  been  now  in  possession  of  that  re- 
▼enuey  there  would  have  been  no  neces- 
sity for  any  of  those  extraordinary  measures 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  proposed.  He  had  established,  then, 
that  the  basis  of  the  proposition  was  to  be 
found  solely  in  the  conduct  of  those  who 
bad  held  the  reins  of  power  for  the  last 
few  years,  and  they  were  now  called  upon 
to  go  into  committee  to  consider  a  scheme 
which  was  held  forth  as  the  only  means  of 
extricating  us  from  the  difficulties  of  our 
situation.  In  any  remarks  which  he  should 
now  make,  he  should  consider  that  this 
was  not  the  time  for  criticising  the  com- 
putations upon  which  the  budget  was 
made  to  rest,  He  should  assume,  then, 
that  the  deficiency  was  correctly  stated  at 
2,400,000/.,  and  proceed  to  consider  the 
measures  which  they  were  asked  to  adopt 
— 1st,  as  measures  of  finance;  2nd,  as 
the  foundation  of  a  new  system  for  the 
administratioo  of  our  fiscal  and  commer- 


cial affairs.  The  priociple  upon  which  it 
was  proposed  to  alter  the  duties  on  tiai» 
her,  sugar,  and  com  undoubtedly  was, 
that  they  should  admit  into  the  consump- 
tion  of  the  country  a  certain  portion  of 
the  produce  of  foreign  states,  so  as  to  dis- 
place a  part  of  the  produce  of  our  colo- 
nies, which  was  now  used  in  its  stead.  If 
any  return  of  money  was  expected  on  any 
of  the  heads  which  the  Government  plan 
embraced,  the  principle  was  that  compe- 
tition should  be  allowed  partially  to  sub- 
stitute foreign  for  native  produce  in  the 
consumption  of  the  home  market.  The 
first  two  articles  were  singularly  ill-choseo, 
because  at  this  particular  time  there  were 
objections  of  a  higher  kind  than  any  of 
a  merely  fiscal  nature,  which  especially 
operated  against  the  adoption  of  such 
alterations.  With  respect  to  timber,  the 
House  had  been  told  by  the  noble  Losd 
opposite  (J.  Russell),  that  he  had  received 
from  the  person  of  all  others  the  best 
qualified  to  judge  of  the  probable  effects 
of  the  measure,  the  Governor-general  of 
Canada,  an  intimation  that  that  alteration 
of  duty  at  the  present  time  would  create 
embarrassment  to  him  in  the  great  settle- 
ment of  the  Canadian  government,  and 
constitution  which  was  now  in  progvessL 
The  noble  Lord  had  coupled  that  observa- 
tion with  the  remark,  that  there  was  some 
other  plan  which  would  compensate  Ca* 
nada  for  the  change ;  but  the  House  was 
left  in  the  most  complete  ignorance  of  its 
nature  and  object.  He  should  merely 
say,  that  if,  in  addition  to  the  other  ob- 
jections to  the  alteration  of  the  timber 
duties,  it  was  calculated  to  throw  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  our  North  American  provincea, 
that  consideration  alone  should  deter  the 
House  from  thinking,  for  an  instant,  of 
such  a  change.  With  respect  to  the  augar 
duties,  which  were  more  immediately  be- 
fore the  House,  the  objections  expressed 
in  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  and  dwelt  upon  by 
those  who  had  taken  part  in  the  oebate, 
rendered  it  unnecessarv  for  him  to  enler 
on  the  subject  at  much  length.  But  the 
objection  which,  in  his  judgment,  bad 
been  most  properly  taken,  was  to  going 
into  committee  at  all,  because  the  otjjee* 
tion  was  one  of  principle  against  tbe 
adoption,  at  the  present  time  of  this 
particular  altemtion.  He  for  one  felt 
convinced  that  this  objectipn  waa  of  suck 
paramount  importance,  and  sneh  validity 
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ftsd  Oferwhelmiog  force,  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  vote  against  going  into  com- 
jQittee  to  consider  these  alterations.    The 
objection  in  principle  was  this,  that  the 
Legislature  was  called  upon  by  the  Go- 
vernment to   make « a  cnange  in    these 
duties,  whereby  they  either  did  nothing 
at  all,  or  they  would  admit  into  consump- 
tion in  this  country  the  produce  of  other 
countries,  displacing  thereby  the  produce 
of  their  own  colonies ;  and  the  objection 
went  still  further,  inasmuch  as  a  change 
of  this  description  at  the  present  time, 
and  under  existing  circumstances,  would 
jn  the  opinion  of  those  best  acquainted 
with,  and  roost  competent  to  give  an  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  put  to  hazard  of  the 
greatest  extremity,  the  important  ezperi> 
meot  to  abolish  slavery  and  put  an  end 
to  the  slave-trade,  which  this  country  had 
nade.     Upon  this  point  the  House  had 
already  heard  so  much  of  the  testimony 
of  those  most  capable  of  giving  evidence 
upon  the  subject,  that  he  felt  it  was  un- 
necessary for  him  again  to  travel  through 
it ;  but  he  could  not  refrain  from  stating 
and  endeavouring  again  to  impress  upon 
the   House,  some  of  the  roost  forcible 
grounds  which  the«  testimony  of   those 
witaesaes  established,  and  which,  in  his 
humble  opinion,  called  upon  the  House 
to  abstain  from  the  adoption  of  a  measure 
of  the  description  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
What  was  the  state  of  the  case  with  re« 
speet  to  the  West-India  colonies  and  the 
great  experiment  of  emancipation?    All 
those  best  able  to  afford  information,  all 
the  public   documents   now  before   the 
House,  all  the  reports  received  from  the 
governors  of  those  colonies,  all  the  testi- 
mony of  the  individuals  who  had  visited 
the  colonies  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring 
iaformation,  all  the  opinions  of  those  most 
deeply  interested,  and  who  had  taken  the 
aioet  active  part  in  obtaining  negro  eman- 
cipation s  ftll  these  evidences  appeared  to 
agree  in  the  fact  that  the  experiment  was 
at  present  working  successfully  and  pro- 
dttctog  those  fruits  which  the  country  had 
a  right  to  expect  after  the  enormous  sacri- 
fices which  had  been  made  to  attain  that 
obfecty  and  also  that  it  was  yet  matter  of 
doubt  Whether  or  not  the  free  peasantry 
whichi  by  an  act  of  the  Legislature,  had 
been  established  in  the  British  colonies, 


When  he  looked  at  the  character  of  the 
opinions  which  had  been  given  on  that 
subject,  he  could  not  hesitate  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  beyond  all  question  if 
the  experiment  which  had  been  made  were 
allowed  a  fair  trial — if  interference  of  any 
description  were  avoided  while  that  expe- 
riment was  made,  there  would  be  every 
reason  to  expect  that  the  utmost  hopes  of 
the  country  would  be  realized,  and  that 
there  would  be  a  successful  issue  to  all 
their  endeavours  by  a  sufficient  cultivation 
of  the  staple  commodities  of  the  colonies 
by  the  newly  established  free  peasantry. 
There  was  a  person  who  had  visited  those 
colonies  lately,  and  to  whose  testimony 
on  the  point  the  right  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had,  on  a 
former  evening  referred — a  person  who  was 
deservingof  all  consideration  and  attention, 
not  only  on  account  of  his  high  character 
and  integrity,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
great  intelligence  and  judgment  which  he 
possessed.  Mr.  Gurney  on  this  subject  said. 


would  be  enabled  to  produce  a  sufficient 
■apply  of  the  staple  articles  of  those  colo- 
nies for  the  consumption  of  this  country.  |  mediately  after  the  date  of  full  freedom." 
VOL.LVHL    {552}  U 


^  But,  lastly,  in  making  this  republication, 
I  have  one  peculiar  object  in  view — an  object 
which  I-  deem  to  be  of  the  highest  practical 
importance  to  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
cause  of  freedom,  and  especially  to  my  own 
plan  for  the  extinction  or  the  slave  trade— 
i  mean  the  maintenance  of  the  present  pro« 
hibitory  duties  on  slave-grown  coffee  and 
sugar.  If,  under  the  difficulties  of  the  present 
crisis,  as  it  regards  the  quantity  and  price  of 
those  articles,  the  duties  in  question  should  be 
relaxed  or  extinguished,  a  market  of  immense 
magnitude  would  immediately  be  opened  for 
the  produce  of  the  slave-labour  of  the  Brazils, 
'Cuba,  and  Porto  Rieo,  The  consequence 
would  be,  that  ruin  would  soon  overtake  the 

f planters  of  our  West-Indian  colonies,  and  our 
ree  negroes  would  be  deprived  of  their  prin- 
cipal means  of  obtaining  an  honourable  and 
comfortable  livelihood ;  but  far  more  exten- 
sive, far  more  deplorable,  would  be  the  effect 
of  such  a  change  on  the  millions  of  Africa. 
A  vast  new  impulse  would  be  given  to  slave- 
labour,  and  therefore  to  the  slave-trade ;  and 
both  the  number  and  energy  of  those  who 
delight  to  prey  on  the  vitals  of  Africa  would 
be  indefinitely  increased.  True,  indeed,  it  is, 
that  the  high  price  of  sugar  is  an  inconveni- 
ence of  no  small  magnitude  to  the  population 
of  great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  if  that  price 
should  be  still  somewhat  increased,  the  incon- 
venience would  be  more  severely  felt  than  it  is 
at  present.  But  the  following  letters  contain, 
I  trust,  some  clear  and  indisputable  evidences 
that  these  difficulties  are  in  their  nature  tem- 
porary. The  present  diminished  produce  of 
sugar  and  coffee  in  the  West  Indies  is  the  re* 
suit  of  that  unsettlement  which  took  place  im* 
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Such  was  the  opinion  giten  bj  a  per- 
son eminently  qualified  to  pronoance  a 
judgment  upon  the  lubject.  There  waa 
another  testimony  recently  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  which  was  scarcely 
less  impressive  than  that  which  he  had 
just  read.  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton,  a  witness 
who,  from  every  side  of  the  House,  de- 
served consideration,  respect,  and  atten- 
tion, a  man  whose  whole  life  had  been 
devoted  to  the  subject,  stated, 

**  I  can  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  best  and  wisest  course  that 
we  can  pursue  is  to  enforce  the  prohibitory 
duties  against  slave-trade-grown  sugar — that 
is  against  the  sugars  of  Cuba  and  Brasil.  It 
seems  to  me  one  of  those  questions  in  which 
ordinary  rules  are  to  be  disregarded,  and  in 
which  considerations  of  political  advantage 
muit  be  made  to  yield  to  the  superior  law  of 
moral  duly.  We  cannot  admit  the  produce 
of  Cuba  and  Brazil  into  home  consumption 
without  giving  a  vast  impulse  to  the  growth 
of  sugar  in  those  countries;  or,  in  other  words, 
without  giving  the  strongest  encouragement  to 
the  slave-trade/' 

These  remarks  embraced  the  funda- 
mental  principles,  and  stated  explicitlv 
the  strong  grounds  upon  which  ne  felt 
disposed  to  oppose  the  consideration  of 
that  proposition  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
fernment  at  such  a  time,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, and  for  such  an  object,  and 
with  such  prospects  as  the  West- India 
colonies  presented.  Setting  aside  entirely 
all  consideration  of  the  interests  of  the 
West^India  planters,  setliog  aside  also  all 
reference  to  tha  oontraot  supposed  to  have 
been  made  with  them  at  the  time  the 
20,000,000/.  was  paid  them,  he  contended 
that  the  present  state  of  the  colonies  and 
of  the  liberated  slaves,  the  prospects  of 
the  free  peasantry  which  had  been  therein 
created,  and  tha  chance  of  the  complete 
success,  if  undisturbed,  of  the  experiment 
which  had  been  made,  aflbrded  sufficient 
grounds  to  induce  the  House  to  pause  be- 
fore it  went  into  committee,  even  for  the 
consideration  of  this  question.  And  what 
were  the  advantages  which  it  was  sup- 
posed would  be  derived  from  the  proposed 
change  ?  The  right  bon.  the  Chancellor 
of  llie  Exchequer  had  urged  the  great 
probability  that  the  West-India  colonies, 
if  left  alone,  would  produce  sugar  more 
than  sufficient  to  meet  the  demands  of 
this  country,  and,  therefore,  to  furnish, 
as  hitherlo  Uiey  had  done,  an  additional 
supply  ibr  exportation.  Now,  if  it  wcvw 
true  that  there  was   no  danger  of  an 


inadequate  aupply  for  hone  coaanaap* 
tion  (and  this  appealed  from  the  paper 
which  had  to-day  Imco  preaented  lo  boa* 
Members ).  then  it  followed  aa  tba 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aeeosed  to  aamiae» 
that  without  the  introduction  of  foreign 
produce,  there  would  be  a  redactioa  in 
price,  which  it  was  the  object  of  the  pre* 
sent  scheme  to  effect.  Prior  to  emanci* 
pation,  it  was  well  known  that  sngar  waa 
imported  from  the  British  colonies  lo  an 
extent  more  than  aofiicient  to  supply  the 
home  consumption,  and  the  price  of  augar 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  bounty  allowed  on  the  proceea 
of  refinement,  had  been  the  aame  aa  it  waa 
upon  the  Ck>ntinent.  From  the  papera 
this  day  laid  before  the  Honae,  it  appeafed« 
that  the  whole  difference  between  the  ona* 
tinental  price  and  the  English  price  of  aa* 
gar  arose  from  the  difference  which  ex- 
isted in  the  habita  of  the  two  nationa. 
Such  being  the  state  of  the  caae,  and  if  it 
were  true,  that  in  all  huasan  probalnlitj, 
the  country  had  a  right  to  expect,  that  the 
produce  of  the  British  coloniea  woald  ba 
amply  sufficient  to  supply  the  demanda  of 
this  country,  and  so  as  to  afford  aagar  lo 
all  classes  of  the  population  at  aa  low  a 
rate  as  could  be  expected  lo  be  friMainiMl 
by  the  oompetttioa  of  foreiga  aagar,  tbea 
he  ooateadeid,  that  lo  attempt  lo  carry  tha 
meaaura— a  measure  fraught  with  ao  much 
danger— was  little  short  of  iaaanity.  Swell 
were  the  grounds  upon  which  he  aainlf 
founded  his  objectiona  to  going  into  ooai- 
mittee  on  the  propoaition  of  the  right  hon* 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Bat  it 
had  been  ataled,  that  this  and  the  other 
two  measures  eonnedad  with  it  caoM  bo- 
fore  the  House,  recommended  not  neealy 
on  the  ground  of  their  being  cakolaled  lo 
have  the  effect  of  restoring  the  embar^ 
rassed  state  of  the  finances,  but  racom« 
osended  by  the  wider  conaideration — that 
of  the  introdoctioii  of  a  bettor  principla  ia 
the  administratioo  of  the  fiscal  and  ooos* 
merdal  affairs  of  tha  country.  Of  this 
principla  a  great  boast  had  been  made  bf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chanoallor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  in  the  coarse  of 
those  boastings  high  words  had  been  uacd, 
and  conatant  reference  had  been  made  lo 
one  particular  section  of  the  Uoaae  whkb 
oompriaed  the  political  ecoaomisla.  Now« 
he  begged  to  aute,  that  as  far  aa  ha  ooald 
anderatand  the  statements  of  the  right 
boa.  the  Chaoeeliorof  the  Ea«hequer.  the 
right  hon.  Gentleoaa  bad  act  made  aaj 
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propotitioQ  tliiitwas  in 'aooordance  witli 
Ihe  principles  of  that  party.  If  he  (Mr. 
Hemes)  at  ali  understood  the  principles 
of  free  trade  as  maintained  by  the  disciples 
of  the  **  Blue  Book,"  they  were  these — 
that  the  population  of  this  country  were  to 
consume  in  every  respect  that  produce 
which  came  to  them  cheapest^-whether  it 
was  the  produce  of  foreign  or  British  co« 
loQfes,  and  that  the  Lepfislature  ought  not 
to  impose  any  protection,  by  restrictive 
daties  on  foreign  produce,  which  should 
yield  an  advantage  to  British  produce, 
even  in  the  British  market.  These  were 
the  principles  laid  down  and  maintained 
by  the  purest  political  economists.  Was 
that  the  principle  which  her  Majesty's 
Gvovernment  now  proposed  to  adopt— <<! id 
they  mean  to  go  that  length  ?  It  was  right 
that  the  Houseand  the  country  should  know 
whether  those  who,  for  the  sake  of  pro- 
caring  applause  and  agitation  out  of  doors, 
and  votes  within  the  House,  had  pro- 
claimed principles  which  in  reality  they 
did  not  mean  to  sustain.  In  short,  was 
not  the  Qovernment  by  their  present  pro- 
positiony  seeking  to  gain  votes  under  false 
pretences?  There  was  no  part  of  the 
doctrines  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer which  did  not  savour  of  protection  ; 
Cliey  inlended  to  give  protection.  As  to 
corn,  tbey  said  that  8i.  was  a  nrotectton. 
They  said  also,  that  with  regera  to  sugar, 
50  per  cent,  was  a  sufiicient  protection, 
and  they  did  not  pretend  to  take  sugar 
where  they  could  get  it  cheapest.  There 
might  be  much  difference  as  to  the  degree 
of  protection,  or  whether  any  protection 
wouM  be  afforded  by  those  duties,  but 
that  would  still  be  only  a  question  of  de- 
gree ;  and  the  Government  meant  merely 
to  provide,  by  means  of  an  adjusted  scale, 
'tirat  when  our  own  supply  failed  us,  the 
foreign  supply  should  come  in.  These 
were  no  principles  of  free  trade — they  were 
^Mindples  which,  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  had  always  been  recognised  and 
acted  upon ;  they  were  the  principles  upon 
which  all  the  great  commercial  reforms, 
Hrhieb  took  place  under  Mr.  Husks  son 
and  Lord  Liverpool,  between  1820  and 
1830,  proceeded-— they  abated  excessive 
protection :  they  removed  prohibition, 
which  was  excessive  protection  ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  show  them 
that  by  removing  these  duties,  the  protec- 
tion would  only  be  reduced  to  a  fair  and 
leaeonable  level,  these  were  subjects  pro- 
«peir  for  diecusaion  in  the  oommittee*--they 


were  points  for  practical  enquiry ;  but  to 
these  measures  there  were  objections  ante- 
cedent to  going  into  committee,  and  these 
objections  he  had  already  staled.  In  the 
course  ofthese  discussions  some  observations 
had  been  made  upon  what  were  called  "class 
interests."  It  was  with  great  regret  that 
he  had  heard  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
make  sneering  observations  of  ihat  sort, 
and  speaking  of  *•  class  interests  "  as  if 
it  were  to  be  assumed  that  for  the  sake  of 
those  interests  alone  these  special  protec- 
tions had  been  imposed — as  if  it  had  been 
done  for  their  benefit — as  if  these  were 
separate  classes,  who  were  protected  at 
the  expense  of  the  rest — as  if  the  shipping 
interest  was  a  class  interest— as  if  sup- 
posing that  they  did  give  great  encourage- 
ment to  their  shipping,  as  he  hoped  tiiey 
ever  would,  they  did  it  for  the  sake  of 
those  who  were  the  holders  of  ships,  or 
who  were  connected  with  ships,  or  for 
those  who  sailed  in  ships.  And  did  they 
really  think  that  that  was  the  case  ?  As  if 
the  agriculture  of  this  country  were  a  class 
interest — and  they  believed  it!  Impossi- 
ble ;  and  they  believed  that  our  colonies 
was  another  class  interest?  And  they 
thought  that  the  policy  of  this  country 
had  been  for  the  sake  of  the  colonial  pro- 
prietors, for  the  sake  of  the  shipping  pro- 
prietors, and  for  the  sake  of  the  landed 
proprietors— to  give  encouragement  and 
support  to  these  interests  ?  And  that  the 
policy  of  this  country  had  been  so  miser- 
ably short-sighted — as  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  make  it?  Were  not  hon.  Gentle- 
men aware  that  the  interests  of  our  mer- 
cantile and  military  marine  were  not  li- 
mited to  any  particular  individuals  in  this 
country — that  they  were  as  much  the  in- 
terests and  the  property  of  the  whole  na- 
tion as  the  air  we  breathed  and  the  light 
by  which  we  saw.  Good  God  I  how  was 
it  possible  to  suppose  that  these  protections 
had  been  maintained  for  the  sake  of  a 
particular  class.  If  the  House  should 
conceive  that  the  protection  of  the  landed 
interests  of  this  country,  the  encourage- 
ment of  thai  branch  of  industry  which 
supplied  sustenance  to  the  people,  the 
protection  of  three-fourths  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  kingdom,  was  not  a  national 
object,  then  was  be  at  a  loss  to  know  what 
was.  If  these  were  the  views  of  the 
statesmen  at  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— if  these  were  the  maxims  of  the  Govern- 
ment— not  taking  into  consideration  how 
much  of  our  own  glory,  wealth,  and  pros- 
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perity  at  a  nation  was  dependent  on  these 
great  branches  of  our  colonial,  shipping, 
and  agricultural  trade — that,  being  for 
certain  class  interests,  they  are  therefore 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole,  but  only 
for  the  benefit  of  the  particular  class — ^then 
it  was  better  that  other  men  should  ad- 
minister the  Government  of  this  country. 
He  could  not  hear  without  disgust  the 
sneers  which  had  been  thrown  upon  the 
great  interests  of  the  country,  as  if  they 
were  the  impediments  to  our  national 
prosperity.  If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
landlords  were  protected  only  for  them- 
selves—if  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
country  would  be  better,  that  the  honour 
the  wealth,  the  happiness  of  the  country 
would  be  better  provided  for,  that  the 
shipping  interest,  that  our  colonies,  and 
our  interchange  with  them,  were  of  no 
service  to  our  commerce,  and  that  no 
wealth  was  derived  from  them,  then  the 
arguments  of  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
prevail.  But  it  was  because  these  inter- 
ests were  essential  to  the  interests  of  the 
whole,  that  they  were  inseparably  con- 
nected with  the  whole  empire,  that  in  them 
the  safety,  the  honour,  and  the  strength 
of  the  nation  was  concerned^  that  that 
House  could  not,  wisely  or  justly,  consi- 
dering the  national  interests,  refuse  to 
give  that  support  for  the  good  of  the 
whole,  which  was  absolutely  necessary  as 
a  proper  protection.  Whenever  it  shall 
happen  that  these  great  interests  shall  be 
considered  merely  as  a  class,  and  not  as 
a  part  of  the  whole  nation,  and  whenever 
any  Government  shall  carry  out  its  prin- 
ciples to  such  an  extent,  and  whenever  it 
shall  happen  that  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  shall  treat  the  colonial,  the  sugar, 
and  the  agricultural  interests  as  interests 
not  deserving  of  support  and  protection, 
then  the  honour,  the  glory,  and  the 
wealth  of  this  great  country  shall  hare 
passed  away.  .  He  had  nothing  to  add  to 
that  observation,  except  that  he  should 
give  his  best  support  to  the  amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool. As  far  as  the  sugar  duties  were 
concerned,  he  felt  that  this  country  would 
incur  an  enormous  responsibility  if  ui  pre- 
sent it  should  interrupt  the  great  experi- 
ment which  had  been  introduced  by  giving 
encouragement  to  the  introduction  of 
slave-grown  sugar. 

Mr*  ViUiert  said,  that  he  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
with  great  interest,  for^  knowing  that  he 


had  been  connected  with  the  finances  of 
the  country,  and  expecting  that  he  might 
soon  be  so  again,  he  was  anxions  to  learn 
his  views  on  the  state  of  that  financial  emer- 
gency in  which  he  had  described  the  coon- 
try  to  be  placed — he  wished  to  learn  the 
objections  which  he  entertained  to  the  plan 
projected  by  the  Government ;  bat  he  did 
not  remember  to  have  ever  been  more  dis- 
appointed, for  all  that  he  learnt  from  the 
hon.  Member  was,  his  opinion  that  the 
present  financial  condition  of  the  country 
was  owing  to  the  feebleness  of  the  present 
Government — an  opinion,  certainly  that  he 
expected  to  have  heard  supported  by  him, 
but  which  he  had  been  content  merely  to 
state.  He  certainly  informed  them  that 
it  was  on  high  ground  on  which  he  op- 
posed the  means  which  the  Ck>vernment 
had  proposed  of  supplying  the  deficiency, 
but  he  did  not*inform  them  by  what  other 
means  he  would  supply  that  deficiency 
himself.  Nor  had  he  done  much  towards 
the  conversion  of  Members  on  that  side 
by  merely  proposing  the  question  whether 
they  could  really  l)elieve  that  the  commer- 
cial restrictions  of  which  they  complained 
existed  for  a  mere  benefit  of  those  whose 
interests  were  served  by  them ;  he  asked 
a  question,  and  until  he  shewed  thein 
some  reason  for  not  doing  so,  he  aniiflt 
hear  in  reply  that  they  did  confidently  en- 
tertain the  opinion  that  these  classes  and 
interests  were  so  profited  and  protected 
for  their  own  interest,  at  the  expense  of  the 
commu  n  ity .  He  was ,  however,  glad  to  havte 
heard  the  hon.  Member,  for  the  same  rea« 
son  that  he  was  glad  that  the  debate  had 
been  protracted,  namely,  that  the  country 
should  be  able  to  judge  of  the  validity  of 
the  arguments  ased  against  the  measures 
projected  by  the  Government ;  and  when 
it  was  considered  how  various  were  the 
principles,  how  opposite  was  the  policy 
and  how  different  were  the  reasons  upon 
which  Members  were  going  to  vote  to- 
gether that  evening,  it  was  not  without  its 
use.  The  protraction  of  the  debate, 
however,  was  a  necessary  consequence  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  rcsolii- 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord  was  proposed,  for  by 
this  means  the  state  of  the  whole  nation  was 
brought  ander  review.  They  were  now  in 
a  moment  that  had  long  been  predicted  as 
at  hand,  that  had  been  desired  by  many, 
and  tliat  all  must  admit  to  have  arrived, 
namely,  a  time  of  great  financial  difliralty; 
and  it  had  come  connected  with,  if  not 
caused  by,  greater 
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meot  than  had  occurred  in  the  memory  of 
most  people  liviog.  The  Government 
aanounced  ihis  fact  to  the«  House,  and 
stated  their  plans  with  the  view  to  supply 
the  deficiency,  and  maintain  the  resources 
of  the  country.  Now,  if  he  understood 
the  scheme  which  they  had  proposed,  and 
the  principles  on  which  it  was  based,  they 
were  these— >that  inasmuch  as  the  taxation 
of  this  country  depended  on  the  general 
expenditure,  and  that  this  again  depended 
upon  the  employment  of  the  people  and 
the  prosperity  of  commerce,  they  proposed 
by  removing  the  restrictions  on  commerce, 
and  the  duties  on  articles  of  general  con- 
•omption,  to  extend  the  means  of  con- 
sumption, and  improve  the  ability  of  the 
consumer.  They  proposed,  in  fact,  to 
raise  the  revenue,  not  by  imposing  fresh 
burdens,  but  improving  the  general  con- 
dition of  the  community.  These  restric- 
tions, however,  had  not  been  imposed  from 
caprice,  but  for  the  purpose  of  upholding 
particular  interests  and  particular  classes, 
whenever  those  interests  or  classes  were 
unable  to  uphold  themselves.  Resistance, 
therefore,  to  their  removal  was  offered,  and 
though  not  avowedly  perhaps  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  monopolies,  yet 
leststance  on  some  pretext  or  other 
there  was  sure  to  be;  and  in  the  battle 
ibr  monopoly  against  freedom  which 
bad  now  begun,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  taken  the 
lead.  The  noble  Lord,  when  he  ap- 
pealed to  their  sympathies  for  the  negroes 
in  Brazil,  in  opposition  to  a  project  for  the 
improvement  uf  the  condition  of  the  people 
at  home,  made  it  necessary  to  refer  to 
their  condition ;  and  from  the  manner  in 
which  the  noble  Lord's  friends,  and  others, 
had  argued  the  question,  it  was  rendered 
iBcumbent  on  them  to  discuss  the  whole 
scheme  of  policy  propounded  by  the  Go- 
venimenti  and  upon  that,  doubtless  the 
decision  would  be  taken.  And  certainly 
he  for  one  who  had,  with  others  in  this 
House,,  and  on  behalf  of  others  out  of  this 
House,  invariably  advocated  the  principles 
involved  in  that  policy,  could  not  but  ex- 
press his  hearty  satisfaction  at  seeing  them 
thus  recognised  by  the  Government.  He 
knew  that  their  recognition  would  aid 
their  discussion,  and  he  believed  their  dis* 
cttsstoa  would  establish  their  truth.  He 
felt,  indeed,  nothing  but  satisfaction  at 
the  prospect  which  the  present  circum- 
stances offered  of  their  ultimate  triumph. 
He  viewed  their  progress  in  the  country 
aa  the  sign  of  the  spirit  and  intelligence 


of  the  people,— for  having  been  shown, 
by  means  of  an  active  and  intelligent  agi- 
tation throughout  the  country  for  two  years 
past,  the  partial  and  arbitrary  character  of 
their  commercial  and  protective  laws,  and 
they  were  rising  in  every  direction  in 
opposition  to  them.  The  influence  of  the 
general  feeling  had  reached  this  House* 
and  he  could  not  help  being  diverted  at 
the  eagerness  which  this  year  was  dis- 
played on  the  part  of  some  Members  to 
avow  themselves  either  the  new  converts 
10,  or  old  friends  of,  the  doctrines  of  free- 
trade  ;  whereas  in  the  last  year  they  were 
derided  as  visionary,  theoretical,  or  im- 
practicable. Indeed,  there  had  been  some 
signs  of  this  new-born  zeal  on  the  other 
side  being  deemed  indiscreet  by  the 
leaders  of  the  party ;  and  he  thought 
he  could  discover  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, something  like  trouble  taken  to 
explain  the  opinions  of  his  friends.  An 
able  and  important  speech,  doubtless  it 
was,  of  the  noble  Lord's,  and  one  on  which 
his  party  seemed  much  to  rely,  but  its  im- 
portance seemed  to  him  chiefly  to  turn  upon 
the^means  which  he  employed  to  reconcile 
the  friends  of  monopoly  with  the  friends  of 
free-trade.  The  noble  Lord,  however, 
only  proved  to  him  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  it  was  diJGScult  to  meet,  and 
that  it  would  be  wise  to  evade,  and  the 
noble  Lord  showed  that  while  he  knew 
well  what  were  the  principles  of  free  trade, 
he  was  not  an  advocate  of  those  principles. 
The  noble  Lord  on  this  occasion  drew  a 
weapon  from  the  armoury  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth— one 
that  he  told  them  he  was  in  the  habit  of 
using,  namely,  dressing  up  statements  for 
the  purpose  of  imposing  on  this  House ; 
for  the  noble  Lord  attempted  to  dress  up 
a  principle  which  he  professed  to  avow 
with  rrgard  to  commercial  policy,  that  he 
must  have  hoped  would  have  been  taken 
for  free  trade  by  its  advocates,  and  for 
monopoly  by  those  who  maintained  that 
system.  The  noble  Lord,  after  repudiating 
the  doctrines  of  free  trade,  denied  also 
that  he  was  for  monopoly ;  what  then  was 
he?  Why  he  said  he  was  a  disciple  of 
Mr.  Huskisson,  who,  he  told  us,  was  the 
minister  of  common  sense,  and  that  he 
was  his  follower,  and  that  his  principle,  as 
opposed  to  that  of  free-trade,  was  compe- 
tition subject  to  limitation,  or  competition 
regulated  by  protection.  Why,  what  was 
to  be  understood  by  such  a  principle, 
and  what  was  there  that  might  not  be 
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meant  by  it.  Why  it  would  include  any 
monopoly  and  restriction  the  most  objec- 
tionable that  could  bo  named.  The  land- 
owner would  ask  him  what  competition  he 
meant  for  them,  and  he  would  say  that 
which  was  regulated  by  the  Corn -laws. 
The  shipowner  would  seek  the  same  infor- 
mation, and  he  would  iearn  of  course  the 
present  timber  duties.  And  so  with  the 
West-India  proprietor,  who  might  be  as- 
sured that  the  people  should  never  be 
allowed  to  consume  cheap  sugar.  And 
he  might  thus  satisfy  the  monopolists 
all  round.  But,  Sir,  though  this  might 
satisfy  the  scruples  of  some  trouble* 
some  partizans  of  the  noble  Lord,  it  would, 
he  might  be  assured,  do  little  to  please  the 
commercial  classes  in  their  present  ntood, 
and  that  now  that  the  public  mind  was 
directed  exclusively  to  this  subject  of  pro- 
tection, some  belter  explanation  roust  be 
given  than  this  of  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord.  This  was  not  a  moment  for  a  man 
to  have  any  doubt  as  to  his  opinions 
on  this  subject  ;  the  whole  question  of 
protection  must  now  be  discussed.  There 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  little  protection 
here,  and  a  little  more  there;  it  either 
rested  on  some  principle,  or  it  did  not. 
If  it  did,  then  it  should  be  generally  ap- 
plied ;  but  if  it  did  not,  then  one  interest 
was  not  more  entitled  to  it  than  another. 
The  noble  Lord  thought  he  had  satisfied 
the  point  when  he  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment only  proposed  protection,  and  not 
free  trade,  and  that  he,  on  his  side,  did 
the  same.  Now,  he  saw  this  difference 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Govern- 
ment— he  understood  the  latter  to  be  for 
free  trade  as  a  principle,  and  have  its 
establishment  in  view  as  an  end,  and  that 
when  they  retained  protection,  or  professed 
to  maintain  it,  it  was  either  with  the  view 
to  deal  with  some  powerful  interest,  from 
whom  it  was  impossible  to  obtain  complete 
justice  for  the  community,  or  it  was  when 
any  particular  interest  bore  some  exclusive 
burthen,  against  which  it  was  just  to  give 
indemnity :  but  he  understood  the  party 
opposite  to  recommend  protection  on  the 
principle  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Harwich,  namely,  that  it  was  right  to  up- 
hold by  legislation  particular  interests  and 
particular  classes,  with  a  view  to  some 
general  good  as  they  would  allege  that 
the  country  derived  from  that  system.  But 
he  contended  that  the  claim  of  one  interest 
to  protection  was  as  good  as  that  of 
another,  and  there  was  not  one  jingle 
argument  that  could  be  advanced  against 


protection,  when  claimed  by  any  inteicftt 
against  a  public  improvement  by  which  it 
was  afiected  by  it,  such  as  a  ailfoad  by 
those  who  profitted  by  the  old  mode 
of  intercourse  by  a  working  man  againai 
machinery,  or  by  any  invention .  Ihat 
superseded  his  employment«  that  did 
not  equally  apply  to  the  claim  of  Ibe 
landholder,  or  the  shipowner,  or  tbe  Weal- 
Indian,  when  be  aaked  for  his  interests  to 
be  maintained  against  the  community  by 
some  law.  The  argument  of  the  poor 
man  when  he  destroyed  machinery,  or 
combined  with  his  fellow-workmen  to  keep 
up  their  wages,  was,  that  he  should  suffer 
by  being  deprived  of  his  occupation,  or  that 
he  should  lose  by  a  reduction  of  his  wages. 
And  what  was  it  that  they  heard  on  ques* 
tions  of  Corn-laws  and  sugar  laws,  and 
timber  laws  ?  Why,  that  however  bene- 
ficial their  removal  might  be,  the  parties 
interested  in  them,  would  suffer  by  their 
repeal.  This,  then,  was  the  view  taken 
of  this  subject  now  by  the  great  body  of 
the  productive  classes.  '*  Protection  to  all 
or  none,"  was  their  cry.  And  that  it  was 
hard  to  sacrifice  the  poor  man  to  the 
general  good,  when  he  was  made  to  suffer 
further  to  uphold  the  particular  interest  of 
the  great  and  powerfuL  It  was,  therefore 
that  the  public  were  looking  with  intense 
interest  to  know  what  the  precise  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tam worth,  were  on  this  principle,  and  of 
its  application  to  the  great  interests  affected 
by  the  scheme  of  the  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  certainly  had  beea 
hitherto  consistent  ia  resisting  any  in- 
fringement of  the  protection  which  the 
great  interests  had  in  this  country,  and  in 
referring  to  a  very  able  speech  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  made  on  the  subject 
of  the  Corn-laws,  he  certainly  found,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  pledged  himself  to 
adhere  to  the  great  protection  which  the 
landlords  had  ;  and  ne  was  not  likely  to 
be  affected  by  the  argument  that  it  was 
not  the  right  time,  which  was  adduced 
against  the  noble  Lord*s  proposition,  for 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  ''If  you 
had  called  on  us  to  abandon  this  protec- 
tion with  all  the  authority  of  an  united 
administration,  with  the  exhibition  of  su- 
perior sagacity,  and  triumphant  reasoning, 
we  should  have  been  deaf  to  your  appeal/' 
This,  doubtless,  was  candid,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
equally  clear  when  he  expressed  his  opin- 
ions that  night,  for  nobody  could  doubt 
that  this  wa«  really  ^e  question  at  the 


M» 


Ailfmmtd  D§baie 


{May  18} 


(Eighth  Day). 


690 


beilom  of  all  this  diicussion ;  and  it  was 
the  one  oo  wbicb  the  public  cared  to  have 
his  opiDion;  so  strongly  indeed  did  he 
feel  this,  that  he  hardly  knew  bow  to  look 
at  the  resolution  that  was  proposed  to  stop 
the  progress  of  the  Ministerial  scheme. 
He  did  not,  of  course,  intend  to  im- 
pute motives  to  the  noble  mover  of  this 
lesolation,  but  really  he  could  not  but 
Iknik,  if  they  heard  of  any  other  people 
refusing  commercial  intercourse  with  them- 
selves on  such  grounds,  they  would  be  apt 
to  charge  such  a  people  with  prostituting 
a  sacred  principle  to  serve  a  sordid  pur- 
pose. What  could  they  say  to  the  Ameri- 
CSDS,  for  instance,  if  they  were  to  refuse 
intercourse  with  them  because  the  great 
body  of  the  people  were  not  represented 
here  as  folly  as  they  were ;  and  if  they 
found  that  those  who  urged  this  plea 
were  those  who  desired  to  raise  their 
own  tariflf  to  exclude  English  manu- 
foctnres.  Indeed,  what  would  they  say 
if  they  found  the  Americans  taking 
the  same  view  of  their  Corn-laws  as 
they  did  of  their  system  of  slavery,  and 
refusing  intercourse  with  us  while  we 
maintained  a  system  so  fraught  with 
misery  and  wretchedness  to  the  people  of 
this  country.  It  was  the  same  principle ; 
which  was  that  of  regulating  their  com- 
mercial relations  with  other  countries  by 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes  of 
those  countries.  And  was  it  so  very  im- 
possible that  this  view  of  iheir  own  Corn- 
laws  should  be  taken  ?  He  had  received 
a  paper  from  America  only  that  day,  in 
which  he  found  that  they  were  regarded 
as  the  corresponding  outrage  in  this 
country  with  their  slavery.  These  were 
Ihe  words  of  the  American  writer  :— 

^  The  statssmen,  and  merchants,  and  farm- 
ers, and  philanthropists  of  the  United  States, 
have  long  been  in  the  way  of  regarding  the 
Corn-laws  of  Great  Britain  and  the  slave  laws 
of  America,  as  belonging  to  the  same  class  of 
statutes.  ^  •  •  And  as  we  see  a  very  in- 
timate connection  of  the  two,  in  their  nature 
and  influence,  we  expect  to  see  a  very  close 
ooDoedion  of  the  two  in  their  overthrow — that 
as  they  have  been  eminently  hateful  and  mis- 
chievous in  their  li?es,  in  their  deaths  they  will 
be  not  far  divided." 

Feon  A  pamphlet  of  the  same  date,  pub- 
lished in  Washington,  he  found  all  the 
evils  'and  mischief  springing  out  of  the 
Corn-laws  pointed  out  and  implying,  that 
a  time  was  at  hand  when  it  might  l^  poli- 
tic to  discontinue  their  commerce  with  this 
country.     The  passage  which  he  would 

itai  was  wk  follows :« 


'<The  British  Corn-law,  as  settled  in  1828, 
by  the  act  of  9Ui  Geo.  4th.  c.  60,  is  one  of  the 
most  ingeniously  contrived  schemes  that  can 
well  be  imagined,  calculated  to  injure  the 
grain-growing  interests  of  other  countries,  and 
the  grain-consuming  portions  of  its  own  peo- 
ple, without,  it  is  believed,  a  corresponding 
advantage  to  the  agncoltural  interest,  for 
whose  benefit  it  was  intended.  The  ten- 
dency of  this  system  to  general  impoverish- 
ment, and  to  the  increase  of  misery  and  dis- 
content among  the  poorer  classes,  is  already 
awakening  intense  observation  in  Great  Bri- 
tain. The  manufactories  stop  work,  because 
orders  do  not  come  from  America ;  and  the 
orders  are  not  sent,  because  that  with  which 
payment  might  be  made  to  a  large  amount^ 
will  not  be  received  on  any  just  and  reasona- 
ble terms.  The  goods  are  wanted  here,  and 
our  free  industry  is  abundantly  able  to  produce 
the  means  of  payment  ^  but  the  great  staple  of 
the  north-west  is  under  an  interdict«  The 
operatives  are  thrown  out  of  employment,  and 
reduced  to  the  lowest  means  of  subsistence, 
and  unable  to  consume  a  full  measure  of  the 
products  of  agriculture,  and  thousands  are 
made  paupers,  and  become  an  absolute 
charge  upon  the  land.  Tlie  consump- 
tion of  agricultural  products  is  diminished 
— the  agricultural  labourers  share  the  common 
distress— and  agriculture  itself,  the  very  ob- 
ject sought  to  be  benefited  by  this  unnatural 
arrangement,  is  oppressed  by  its  own  protec- 
tion. It  is  demonstrable  that  a  well  employed, 
well-paid,  well-fed,  prosperous  community  of 
operatives,  would  consume  and  pay  for  more 
agricultural  products,  in  addition  to  the  wheat 
they  might  import  from  America,  than  a  de- 
pressed and  starving  community  would  witii- 
out  the  wheat.'' 

He  mentioned  this,  however,  to  show, 
that  they  were  not  so  wise  and  benevolent 
in  this  country,  in  the  estimation  of  others, 
as  they  might  deem  themselves ;  and  that 
if  they  sanctioned  the  precedent  of  na« 
tions,  regulating  their  commerce  upon 
such  principles,  that  they  might  one  oay 
be  the  sufferers.  But  was  this  a  principle, 
that  any  people  could  consistently  act 
upon,  or  did  they  do  so?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers talked  of  scorn  and  indignation  being 
visited  upon  this  country  by  the  world,  if 
they  should  not  adopt  the  resolution  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  thought  those  feelings  were 
more  likely  to  be  visited  upon  those  who 
recommended  it,  when  it  was  seen,  that  in 
numberless  cases,  when  they  might  adopt 
the  same  principle,  they  absuined  from 
doing  soy  because  it  affected  their  inter- 
ests, and  that  they  were  eagerly  seek* 
ing  to  extend  that  very  commerce  in  their 
manufactures,  which,  as  it  has  been  truly 
said,  wss  the  real  cause  of  slave-labour 
being  employed  in  order  to  produce  what 
was  given  iu  exchaoge*  When  it  was  seen^ 
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that  in  otber  parte  of  tbe  worlds  we  were 
anxiouslj  seeking  friendly  and  commercial 
xelationSf  tbougn  slaTerj  and  the  slare- 
tiade  was  carried  on  in  the  most  arowed 
and  systematic  manner,  and  nnder  drcom- 
atanoeSy  in  some  parttcularsy  of  greater 
aggravation  than  they  had  heard  of  in  the 
western  worid.  What  was  the  faToorite 
policy  of  the  other  side  ?  he  wished  it 
was  less  in  favour  on  this  side  —  that 
ai  preserving  the  integrity  of  the  Turk- 
ish empire,  and  maintaining  that  peo- 
ple with  their  religum,  their  laws,  their 
customs,  their  slaves,  and  their  systematic 
traffic  in  ahives.  Were  they  not  ready  to 
enter  into  treaty  with  them  and  to  receive 
their  produce  ?  Had  they  not  lately  ex- 
pended life  and  treasure  on  behalf  of  that 
country  ?  And  was  it  not  part  of  that  policy 
expenditure  that  had  caused  a  deficiency 
incurred  by  that  means  ?  And  yet  they 
were  called  upon  to  refuse  to  supply  that 
deficiency  by  reducing  the  duty  on  sugar, 
simply  because  it  was  produced  by  slave- 
labour.  Was  that  consistent  ?  Was  that 
iij)holding  what  was  termed  a  resistless 
principle,  and  standing  by  a  great  moral 
example,  as  it  was  ciuled,  in  not  holding 
intercourse  with  slave-labour  countries? 
Why,  if  the  world  was  to  pass  judgment 
on  the  matter,  what  was  it  to  think  of 
the  mover  of  this  resolution  being  the 
Member  for  the  greatest  mart  for  slave- 
produce  in  the  world;  seconded  by  an 
East- India  director,  whose  friends  in  this 
cause  say  they  must  now  direct  all  their 
energies  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  British 
possessions  of  India ;  and  the  orgim  of  the 
anti-slavery  party  this  week  is  teeming 
with  evidence  of  the  slavery  that  now  ex- 
ists in  their  Eastern  possessions,  and  they 
^uote  from  official  documents  to  show,  that 
It  exists  and  is  tolerated,  owing  to  the 
apathy  and  indifierencc  of  the  Company's 
servants  on  the  subject«»that  this  resolu- 
tion is  supported  by  men  who  have  iust 
disposed  of  and  been  indemnified  for  slave 
property,  or  indeed  by  those  who  have 
avowed  themselves  to  be  still  slave-owners 
in  this  Houfic  ?  This  will  surely  shake  the 
confidence  of  other  countries  in  their  sin- 
cerity, and  would  be  far  more  likely  to 
diMredit  the  benevolent  objects  of  the 
really  faitliful  friends  of  the  slave,  and  tend 
to  discDumge  other  nations  fromacting  upon 
their  example.  They  were  told  that  tney 
must  not  interrupt  the  great  experiment 
that  was  being  tried  in  the  WesUlndia 
Islands,  but  hon*  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed 
to  be  under  a  mistake  as  to  tne  nature  of 
the  exp«riiiiaot  to  which  they  refer.    Tha 


greai  experuMnt  was,  wneuier  we  negio 
was  really  capable  <■  fieedom  whether 
he  had  any  taste  for  the  eojogrmeots  of 
civilised  life,  and  could  live  withoot  that 
control  which  had  been  suppoaed  to  he  ab- 
siJutely  necessary  in  order  to  make  him  a 
useM  lahourer.  That  was  the  ^reat  ex- 
periment to  be  tried  by  emancipatiiMi ;  and, 
as  far  as  the  result  went,  the  experiawot 
was  tried  and  found  aatisfiKtoffy  widiin  one 
year  after  the  great  act  had  passed.  It 
was  found  out  they  were  ready  to  work  for 
wages,  and  their  labour  as  any  where  else, 
coiud  be  obtained  for  a  sufficient  price. 
This  country  never  undertook  to  guard  the 
Jamaica  planter  against  all  the  oontinpen- 
des  ariring  out  of  the  natural  competition 
of  capital  and  labour.  Much  was  said 
about  the  competition  of  slave-labour  in 
Cuba  with  the  nee  labour  in  Jamaica  }  but 
in  Jamaica,  with  an  exhausted  soil,  com* 
peting  with  a  fertile  one  in  Cuba,  just  the 
same  result  would  occur  if  slavery  were 
abolished  there.  It  was  competition  with 
more  productive  soils  that  had  embairassed 
the  proprietors  of  Jamaica  in  the  dayi  of 
slaveiT,  and  would  do  so  again  though  no 
slavery  existed.  But  there  was  a  term  in 
the  noble  Lord's  resolution  which  seemed 
to  imply,  that  if  there  was  not  an  adequate 
supply  of  sugar  from  our  colonies  that 
then  would  l^  the  time  to  disregard  the 
argument  for  slave-grown  sugar,  and  to 
reduce  the  prohibitory  duty.  This  ndaed 
the  question  of  the  means  of  the  people  of 
this  country  at  present,  and  he  did  not 
know  how  it  could  be  said  that  they  were 
not  in  the  condition  when  any  reduction  of 
price  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
them.  From  all  parts  of  the  country  he 
had  received  the  most  affiscting  details  of 
the  suffisrinp  of  the  people  in  the  towns* 
A  letter  which  he  had  in  his  hand  siUd,— 

**  You  may  mention  what  are  facts— that 
there  are  in  Preston  (and  Preston  is  not  near 
so  depressed  as  some  other  towns)  1,320  empty 
houses,  that  tbe  number  of  paupers  in  our 
union  has  increased  127  per  cent,  since  1837, 
besides  having  been  relieved  two  winters  by  a 
public  subscription.  Such  is  the  want  of  em- 
ployment that  people  are  begging  to  work  for 
the  parish  at  If.  per  day  and  &eir  dinner.  No- 
body except  those  who  are  couvenant  with 
the  people,  can  believe  the  number  which  are 
out  of  employment.  Crime  continues  so  to  in- 
crease that  an  intermediate  session  is  obliged 
to  be  held  to  dispose  of  it.  The  shopkeepaia 
complain  dreadfully,  and  failures  are  taking 

Stace  every  week.  Something  really  most  ba 
one.'*  **  The  number  of  empty  houses  Is- 
old ones,  1,110,  and  new  ones  110;  total  an* 
occupied  1,220.    The  increase  in  the  numhar 
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ool-door  felief  from  Mardi,  1837,  to  Marcli, 
1840yis  83|  per  cent.,  and  from  March,  ISST, 
to  1841,  is  127  per  cent.^  being  an  increase  in 
the  last  year  of  40  per  cent.,  while  at  the  same 
time  the  in-door  relief  has  been  kept  up  to  the 
full  extent  of  the  accommodation  the  work- 
bouse  would  admit*  The  distress  of  the  poor 
has  been  relieved  during  the  last  two  winters 
bjr  pnbUc  subscription;  1,330  families  were 
relieved  last  winter  with  articles  of  bedding, 
such  as  chaff  and  Bolton  sheets.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  some  connected  with  this  charity 
that  there  are  3,000  families^  consisting  of 
10,000  individuals,  who  have  not  a  single 
woollen  blanket  to  cover  them  with.  From 
the  last  return  of  the  chaplain  of  the  House  of 
Correction,  it  is  stated  that  crime  had  increased 
37  percent.  Indeed  the  increase  has  been 
inch  as  to  render  an  intermediate  session  re- 
quisite, in  order  to  dispose  of  the  cases.  As 
to  employment,  it  is  impossible  to  say  how 
many  are  unemployed,  but  the  number  is  very 
great*  Factory  wages  have  been  reduced  10 
per  cent,  within  the  last  six  months ;  weavers' 
wages  from  25  to  30  per  cent,  since  1836. 
All  kinds  of  artisans  are  walking  about,  having 
nothinff  to  do.  Many  classes  keep  up  their 
wages  by  trade-unions  and  combinations,  but 
in  those  cases  half  of  their  numbers  are  gene- 
rally tramping  the  country.'' 

From  Bolton  the  writer  of  a  letter 
suid:— 

**  I  may  state  generally  that  trade  was  never 
so  universally  bad  as  now  in  this  district.  It 
has  been  coming  on  four  years.  Within  a 
circle  of  six  miles  of  this  town  there  are  many 
hundreds  of  houses  empty,  and  those  occupied 
are  reduced  from  50  to  75  per  cent,  in  value. 
Hundreds  of  cottagers  cannot  pay  any  rent, 
and  distraints  are  daily  taking  place.  Paupers 
are  increasing,  rates  getting  higher,  and  trade 
languishing.  Many  of  the  smaller  class  of 
tradesmen  are  with  extreme  difficulty  lingering 
on,  and  must  inevitably  go  down  ere  long,  un- 
less some  substantial  changes,  such  as  Lord 
John  proposes,  are  brought  about,  and  in  a 
short  time." 

From  Blackburn  a  correspondent  among 
other  things  said:— 

*'  I  understand  the  number  of  empty  houses 
IS  now  about  1,400,  [and  short  time  is  being 
worked  by  a  few  mills,  and  amongst  them 
Boiling's/' 

From  Little  Bolton  he  begged  leave  to 
read  the  following :-« 

*'  The  whole  district  of  Little  Bolton  con- 
tained 3,203  houses  ;  of  these  40d  were  empty 
(and  in  November  there  were  1,083  empty  in 
Great  Bolton) ;  300  houses  were  visitea,  con- 
taining 500  beds,  and  occupied  as  follows : — 
23  persons  without  beds ;  8  persons  slept  in 
one  bed ;  42  persons  slept,  7  in  a  bed  ;  78 
slept,  6  in  a -bed  :  185  slept,  5  in  a  bed  ;  432 
slept,  4  in  a  bed  ;  582  slept,  3  in  a  bed ;  220 
fitf^f  2  in  a  bed ;  31  slept^  l  in  a  bed.    Their 


incomes  were — 1,025  averaged  below  U.  6d. 
per  head  weekly,  359  more  under  2s.,  165  be- 
low 2«.  6d.,  and  the  rest  above  2s.  6^.  weekly.'' 

From  Blackburn  the  following  account  has 
been  transmitted : — 

"  There  is  a  vBSi  amount  of  misery  and  des- 
titution, which  is  very  much  on  the  increase  ; 
and,  from  the  evidence  of  collectors  of  rates« 
the  comforts  of  the  work-people  in  their  dwell- 
ings are  continually  and  very  fast  decreasing  ; 
we  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  anything 
like  correctly  the  number  of  people  out  of 
work,  but  from  the  best  information  I  can  get, 
should  sav  500  to  1,000.  There  are  none 
working  snort  time,  but  it  seems  to  be  the  ge- 
neral impression  amongst  the  millowners  that 
they  must  come  to  it  very  soon.  There  are  a 
considerable  number  of  houses  empty,  and 
they  are  on  the  increase,  from  the  circumstance 
of  a  number  of  families  living  in  one  dwelling. 
From  what  I  can  gather  at  the  towns-office, 
I  believe  that  the  amount  of  empty  and  excu- 
sable property  (i.  e.  owing  to  poverty  of  occu- 
piers) there  will  be  an  increase  this  year  over 
last  year  of  something  like  60  per  cent.,  and 
the  increase  of  out-door  relief  is  oqe-third 
more  this  six  months  than  last.  There  are 
four  cotton-mills  not  working  in  this  town  and 
neighbourhood,  three  of  which  are  quitted,  the 
machinery  being  sold  out ;  and  a  machine-shop 
is  shut  up,  which  was  considered  one  of  the 
largest  in  the  county,  the  parties  having  em- 
ployed from  200  to  300  mechanics,  at  from  20& 
to  3^  per  week.  We  have  an  instance  here  of 
a  fire-proof  cotton  mill,  with  eighty-six  horse- 
power engines,  and  filled  with  machinery  to 
supply  500  looms,  with  a  loom-shed  containing 
500  looms,  fifty  cottages,  and  two  good  dwell- 
ing-houses, having  been  sold  within  the  last 
two  or  three  months  for  13,000/.,  after  origi- 
nally costing  very  near  50,000/." 

To  these  he  would  add  an  extract  of  a 
letter  from  Oldham  :-— 

**  Within  the  township  of  Oldham  there  are 
forty-eight  cotton-mills  and  manufactories,  out 
of  which  eight  are  entirely  at  a  stand,  or,  ra- 
ther, seven  and  two  halves  ;  and  I  think  that 
those  standing  are  an  average,  or  nearly  so,  of 
the  same  number  of  those  at  work.  The  estl- 
mated  number  of  houses  in  1837  (and  there 
has  been  very  little  increase  since  that  time) 
was  7,853.  At  the  present  time,  from  the  col- 
lectors of  the  poor-rates'  return,  there  are  up- 
wards of  1,200  empty  houses  and  shops,  nearly 
one-sixth  of  the  whole,  and  I  know,  from  daily 
experience  and  observation,  that  a  very  great 
number  of  the  occupants  of  cottages  are  not 
able  to  pay  rent  in  consequence  of  some,  or  all, 
of  the  family  being  out  of  work ;  there  are  a 
fndi  many  cases  of  two  or  three  families  liv« 
mg  together  in  one  house  in  a  miserable  man- 
ner. The  mills,  houses,  shops,  &c.,  now  empty 
in  Oldham,  if  occupied,  would  yield  a  clear 
rental  of  not  less  than  12,000/.  per  annum. 
As  the  preceding  remarks  apply  to  the  town- 
ship, and  almost  entirely  witoia  the  towo^  it  19 
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proper  to  remark  that  the  borough  of  Oldbam 
consists  of  fottr  townships,  and  the  other  town- 
sbi|;»  within  the  borough,  or  inimedial^y  ad- 
joining Oldhaai,  are  suffering  equal  to  us. 
Within  the  limits  of  our  gas  mains ihere  are 
tliirteen  mills  entirely  at  a  stand,  and  tlie  shop- 
keepers and  tradesmen  in  this  town  have  a  por- 
tion of  the  suffering  through  the  hands  of  the 
empty  mills  without  the  town.*' 

From  NotUngham,  it  is  stated,  that 
'^  160  fathers  of  families  (all  operatives) 
are  employed  in  mending  the  roads :  aavwal 
hundr^  in  improTements  on  the  not 
eourse:  700  receive  out-door  relief,  and 
there  are  600  in  the  woikhouse."  The 
subsequent  paragraph  he  took  horn  a  Lei- 
cester paper: — 

"  It  was  told  to  roe  yesterday,  by  a  gentle* 
man  who  actually  saw  it,  that  as  he  was  look- 
ing out  of  his  window  into  the  yard  behind  his 
house,  he  saw  a  man  standing  over  his  swill 
tub,  into  which  was  thrown  the  wash,  &c«,  for 
his  pigs,  and  taking;  several  pieces  of  some- 
thing out,  and  eating  them  with  a  voracious 
appetite  I  he  called  to  him  and  asked  him 
what  h6  was  doing,  but  the  man  did  not  speak ; 
be  then  went  to  him  and  asked  him  if  he  would 
like  some  bread  to  eat,  and  the  roan»  with  a 
tremulous  voice,  said  he  should  be  very  thank- 
ful for  it."  ' 

In  a  Bolton  Newspaper  he  met  with  the 
following  :-* 

"  Mr.  Harry  Thomas,  farmer,  of  Thimham, 
near  Royton,  had  a  cow,  which  died  last  week, 
and  not  liking  to  sell  the  carcase,  he  buried  it 
in  a  field.  After  it  had  beeu  interred  a  day 
and  a  half,  about  twenty  females,  from  Cromp- 
ton  and  Shaw,  near  Oldham,  came  to  see  if 
the  farmer  would  let  them  have  it.  After  hear- 
ing their  distressed  circumstances,  he  told  them 
they  might  take  it  if  they  pleased.  The  females 
disinterred  the  body,  cut  it  into  pieoea,  took  it 
to  their  respective  families,  who  ate  heartily  of 
the  carrion,  and  have  since  declared  the  meat 
to  be  the  best  they  have  tasted  for  many 
months  past,'^ 

From  Manchester  it  was  stated  that  no 
fewer  than  4,000  individuals  were  subsis- 
ting (living  he  could  hardly  call  it)  upon 
ISid,  per  week.  He  would  not  enter  into 
details  from  thence,  because  he  believed 
they  had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford.  Facts  of  the  kind  were  not 
only  supplied  by  persons  who  had  written 
private  letters,  but  they  were  also  furnished 
m  painful  abundance  under  the  authority 
of  publie  commlsBionen.  Mr.  Hickson,  in 
the  report  of  the  hand-loom  weavers,  said, 
respecting  what  was  usually  considered  a 
prosperous  district  of  Ireland:— 

'^  In  Belfkst  I  found  the  cotton  weavers  and 
others,  living  to  a  great  extent,  upon  a  diet 
which  in  England  would  only  be  used  «s 


hog's  wash.    It  is  a  liquid  called  9ow< 
made  in  the  process  of  manufacturing  starohl 
.    .    .    The  sowens  is  sold  to  Oie  poor  at  the 
rate  of  a  halfpenny  a  measure,  a  measore 
containing  nearljr  a  gallon.    It  is  boiled,  and 
used  by  them  chiefly  as  a  soup  or  broth  for 
breakfast  and  supper.    Several  persons  came 
for  it  while  we  were  present,  and  we  saw  it 
ladled  out  to  them.    We  were  informed  that 
some  who  had  attempted  to  live  wholly  upon 
it,  had  found  it  fatal  to  their  health.    The 
quanity  sold  in  this  manner  by  Mr.  Emerson, 
amounted  to  6/.  per  week,  from  which  it  would 
appear  that  upwards  of  400  persons  are  sup- 
plied with  sowens,  for  food,  from  this  esta- 
blishment alone,*— allowing  ^even  gallons  per 
week  to  each  individual.    A  little  flour  held 
by  the  water  in  solution  after  the  starch  has 
been  extracted,  is  the  share  of  wheat,  and  a 
poor  share  it  is,  which  these  400  persons  ob- 
tain by  all  the  present  protective  system.    It 
is  satisfactory  that  this  is  not  a  picture  which 
applies  to  the  majority  of  the  working  classes 
of  England.    Wheatea  bread  and  flour  are 
used  by  them  as  daily  food,  but  the  price  at 
which  they  obtain  them,  by  absorbing  die 
largest  proportion  of  their  wages,   compels 
them  either  to  go  without  animal  ft>od,  or  to 
eonflne  themselves  to  pork*     Families  of  fac- 
tory  operatives,    earning,   collectively,  very 
high  wag^  and  our  better  paid  classes  of 
skilled  artisans,  are  exceptions.    But  taking 
the  whole  body  of  agricultural  labourers,  sup- 
posed to  derive  the  greatest  practical  benefit 
from  our  Corn-laws,  beef  and  mutton,  as  arti- 
cles of  food  among  them,  are  almost  unknown 
from  the  north  of  England  to  the  south.    Pork 
is  the  only  description  of  animal  food  they 
get,  and  often  little  of  that ;  so  generally  are 
they  under-fed,  that  it  is  often  very  difficult  to 
rally  a  constitution  after  an  aUack  of  fever  or 
ague  in  the  rural  districU.    I  have  often  heard 
medical  men  say,  **  We  give  them  tonic  medi- 
cines, but  the  only  physic  they  want  is  a  slice 
of  mutton  or  beef  every  day  for  three  months, 
and  that  we  cannot  prescribe,  for  how  are  they 
to  purchase  meat,  wuhout  denying  themselves 
bread?    When  8f.  out  of  15s.  must  be  spent 
in  bread  and  flour  by  a  Ismily,  and  the  greater 
part  of  the  rest  be  expended  in  rent,  cloathing» 
and  fuel,  what  is  there  left  for  animal  food?'^ 

In  another  part  of  the  report  of  the 
same  commissioners  he  met  with  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph : — 

''  A  woman,  the  wife  of  a  silk  weaver,  relat- 
ing the  sufferings  of  her  fiimily,  said  to  me, 
'OAen,  Sir,  and  often,  were  we  obliged,  when 
half  starving,  to  go  without  a  pennyworth  of 
bread,  and  buy  a  pennyworth  of  coals,  or  take 
the  children  over  to  a  neighbour's  to  borrow  a 
warm  at  their  fire,  or  put  them  early  to  bed 
shivering  and  crying  with  cold." 

Elsewhere,  Mr.  Hickson  observed : — 

«*  I  have  beard  the  question  asked,  'Which 
is  most  contrary  to  the  will  of  Qod,  to  extin- 
guish the  life  of  a  ebild  before  U  has  arrived 
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ai  Ibe  knowledge  of  good  or  evil,  or  to  give  a 
nominal  consent  to  ita  existence^  and  say,  eat, 
if  you  can  find  food  in  the  spot  where  you 
were  born,  but  for  the  rest  of  the  world,  the 
earth  for  you  shall  not  yield  its  increase,  nor 
shall  the  trees  of  the  earth  bear  fruit  each  after 
itokiadr 

It  was  to  be  recollectetl  that  this  class 
of  persons  amounted  at  present  to  do 
fewer  than  800,000,  and  it  could  not  be 
wondered  that  hatred  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  constitution  should  prevail 
among  them.  Much  had  been  said, 
about  our  vs^st  dependencies,  and  the 
magnitude  of  our  foreign  possessions,  but 
of  what  value  could  they  be  to  these  un- 
fortunate people?  What  was  the  worth 
of  the  East  Indies  or  the  West  Indies  to 
a  starving  population.  The  people  of 
this  country  were  called  upon  to  contri- 
bute taxes  for  the  maintenance  of  our 
colonies,  and  soldiers  for  the  defence  of 
tbero,  but  hundreds  and  hundreds  of 
thousands,  in  a  time  of  profound  peace, 
and  for  no  misconduct  of  their  own,  were 
redaced  to  a  state  of  absolute  misery  and 
destittition,  and  what  a  mockery  it  was 
to  talk  to  them  of  the  value  of  our  colo- 
nies. The  moment  it  was  proposed  to  im« 
prove  the  condition  of  the  working  classes 
*-the  moment  it  was  wished  to  afford  them 
some  of  the  comforts,  not  to  call  them  lux- 
uries, which  our  colonies,  or  other  tropical 
countries  produced — hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  exclaimed,  "  No,  you  shall 
not  enjoy  any  of  these  advantages ;  you 
shall  be  taxed  and  shall  bleed  for  the  colo- 
nies, but  benefit  from  them  is  beyond  your 
reach,  because  we  consider  it  essential  to 
protect,support,and  maintain  monopolies." 
when  the  condition  of  the  slaves  of  tneWest 
Indies,  (for  whom  so  much  and  such  pro- 
per sympathy  was  felt)  was  contrasted 
with  the  state  of  the  working  classes  in 
this  country,  he  could  not  help  quoting 
the  sentiments  of  a  writer  who  nad  great 
influence  with  the  lower  orders,  derived 
from  the  force  and  Justice  of  his  reason- 
ing and  the  truth  of  bis  statements — Mr. 
Cobbett. 

**  Poverty**  (said  this  admirable  writer)  <<  is, 
after  all,  the  great  badge,  the  never  failing 
badge  of  slavery.  Bare  bones  and  rags,  are 
the  true  marks  of  the  real  slave.  What  is  the 
object  of  Government?  To  cause  men  to 
live  happily,  which  cannot  be  without  a  suflS- 
cieocy  of  food  and  raiment.  Good  govern- 
ment means  a  state  of  things  in  which  the 
main  body  are  well  fed  and  well  clothed.  It 
is  the  chtef  business  of  a  Government  to  take 


care  that  one  part  of  the  people  do  not  caoso 
the  other  part  to  lead  miserable  lives.  There 
can  be  no  morality,  no  virtue,  no  sincerity,  i^q 
honesty,  amongst  a  people  coptioually  sufl^er«^ 
ing  from  want ;  it  is  cruel  in  the  last  degree 
to  punish  such  people  for  almost  any  sort  of 
crime,  which  is,  in  fact,  not  crime  of  the 
heart— -not  crime  of  tlie  perpetrator^ — ^bot  the 
crime  •of  his  all-controlling  necessities*" 

It  was  impossible  to  dispute  the  justice 
of  Ibis  remark,  and  it  ought  to  be  borne 
in  mind,  when  adverting  to  the  compara-* 
live  condition  of  the  African  slave  and  the 
English  (slave  he  vwuld  not  call  him) 
operative,  enduring  at  this  moment  sach 
unexampled  suffering.  It  might,  however 
be  said  that  what  he  had  just  read  was 
the  language  of  a  demagogue  or  a  demo- 
crat appealing  to  the  feeliags  and  passions 
of  the  uninformed  :  but,  on  the  other 
band,  he  begged  to  trouble  the  House 
with  what  had  been  written  on  the  same 
theme,  not  by  a  democrat,  but  by  an  in- 
dividual who  was  now  a  high  Tory.  In 
an  article  on  the  prog^ress  of  discontent  in 
Great  Britain,  by  Mr.  Southey,  he  had 
met  with  the  subsequent  passage  :— 

*'  We  had  arrived  at  a  state  in  which  the 
extremes  of  inequality  had  become  intolerable 
and  that  unless '  the  condition  of  the  populaoe 
physical,  moral,  and  intellectual,  were  im- 
proved, a  bdlum  tervU&^VL  war  of  the  poor 
against  the  rich<— would  be  the  result." 

This  was  the  language  of  a  Conservative 
in  1817.  What  amelioration  of  the  con* 
dition  of  the  people  has  taken  place  since 
that  period  ?  He  oonsidered  that  he  had 
not  in  any  reapect  given  an  exa^^rated 
picture  of  the  condition  of  the  people ;  ho 
should  be  extremely  sorry  to  do  so,  and 
most  happy  to  learn  from  any  good  au<» 
thority  that  their  distreasea  were  not  as 
great  as  he  apprehended.  He  should  be 
most  happv  to  find,  that  there  was  any 

!»rospect  OK  improvement — that  their  suf« 
brings  were  not  in  any  respect  owing  to 
the  present  state  of  trade«— and  that  the 
present  state  of  trade  was  not  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  restrictions  upon  commerce. 
Last  year  he  had  stated  that  the  manufac- 
turing classea  were  in  an  unfortunate 
condition,  and, he  had,  moreover»  adduced 
the  opinions  of  many  manufacturers  that 
that  condition  was  Uie  necessary  conae* 
quence  of  their  not  being  allowed  to  ex* 
change  the  produce  of  our  own  country 
for  the  produce  of  other  countries.  The 
warehouses  of  Liverpool  and  of  other 
places  were  almost  bursting  with  flour  im- 
ported  Trom  Anctica,  ¥rbich  would  afford 
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food  for  tbe  ttanriiig»  and  enable  Ihoee 
who  were  rooft  aDxioiiSy  to  take  Ihat  food 
io  escbange  for  manofactures,  and  give 
employmeot   to  tbe  distressed.      Under 
these  circamstances  some  strong  ground 
should  be  stated  for  continuing  the  re- 
strictions complained  of,  and  for  main- 
taining that  the  condition  of  tbe  African 
slave  was  better  worth  our  care  than  that 
of  our  own  population.  But  what  prospect 
is  there  for  the  people?     We  are  now. 
(contioiied  Mr.  Villiers)  going  to  a  division 
—perhaps  to  a  dissolution.  I  hope  we  are. 
It  is  generally  espected  that  tbe  project  of 
Government  for  affording  some  comforts 
to  the  working  classes,  instead  of  adding 
to  their  burdens,  will  be  negatived— that 
on  a  diYiston  Ministers  are  to  be  defeated. 
The  division  lists  will  appear  on  the  mor- 
row.   [Cheeri.]    The  right  bon.  Baronet 
(Sir  £.  Knatcbbnll)  is  pleased  with  that 
observation,  and  his  name,  no  doubt,  will 
appear  in  the  majority ;  I  hope  that  some 
time  will  then  be  allowed  to  the  people  to 
reflect  on  the  conduct  of  those  who  com- 
pose that  majority.    I  do  not  say  so  be* 
cause  I  wish  to  mark  the  names  of  the 
msiority ;  no  doubt  they  think  they  faith- 
fully represent  their  constituents;  but  a 
question  of  great  importance  is  connected 
with  this  point.  We  are  living  in  times 
when  people  are  not  regardless  of  politics 
—when  the  great  mass  of  the  population 
of   the    kingdom  is  putting   forward  its 
claim  to  be  included  in  the  political  sys- 
tem, and  will  mark  the  conduct  of  those 
who  claim  on  this  occasion  to  represent 
them.    The  great  body  of  the  population 
assert  that  they  are  not  represented,  and 
put   forward  •  claims   for   representation. 
What  is  it  that  they  are  told  f   That  they 
are  tirtually  represented — that  the  electors 
are  trustees  for  the  rest  of  the  community 
and   that  those  who  have  the  right  of 
voting  will  iudge  of  the  manner  in  which 
Members  discharge  their  duty.    If  ever 
there  was  a  time  then,  when  these  represen- 
tatives were  put  upon  their  iiial,  and  when 
Parliament  could  be  fairly  tested,  it  is  the 
present ;  and  if  ever  there  was  an  occasion 
when  the  general  interests  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  the  particular  claims  of  those  who 
assert  their  right  to  tbe  suffrage  were  enti- 
tled to  consideration,  it  is  tbe  present.  No 
one  is  less  desirous  of  meddling  with  the 
constitutional  powers  of  the  country  than 
myself,  but  there  must  be  some  limit  to 
tha  argument  that  the  House  does  virtually 
repieeeok  tbe  whole  body  of  tbe  people ; 


we  cannot  constantly  lell  the  people  that 
there  has  been  a  grass  breach  of  tmst  on  tbe 
part  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  yet 
constantly  refuse  them  redress  by  extend- 
ing the  suffrage.     It  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  rapidly  approaching  the  period,  when, 
if  we  do  not  do  justice  to  the  people,  the 
people  will  claim  to  do  justice  to  them- 
selves. What  is  now  likely  to  occur?  What 
do  Gentlemen  hope  and  expect  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  will  follow  the  division  ? 
That  one  set  of  men  will  be  substituted 
for  another  in   the  Government  of  the 
country.     I  do  not  believe  that  the  people 
care  from  whom  the  good  comes,  if  it  be 
good ;  but  before  they  are  called  opon  to 
depose  one  set  of  men  who  propose  to  give 
them  something  good,  they  will  require  to 
hear  what  are  the  principles  of  the  other 
set  of  men,  and  to  be  informed  distinctly 
what  are  the  benefits  they  intend  to  con- 
fer.   The  present  Ministers  tell  us  what 
they  will  do ;  will  the  prospective  Minis- 
ters do  more  )  and  if  so,  what  will   they 
do  ?  During  the  whole  of  the  seven  nighta* 
discussion  we  have  heard  of  nothing  from 
the  other  side,  but  what  is  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  the  suffering  classes.  Some  bon. 
Member  went  so  for  as  to  assert  that  there 
is  no  distress,  or,  or  at  all  events,  nothing 
new  in  the  distress ;  a  West-India  planter 
insisted  that  he  had  not  had  indemnity 
enough;  .he  said  one  hundred  millions 
more  was  due.    I  see  before  me,  an  boo. 
Baronet  who   is  identified  with   another 
question  which  would  add  to  the  burdens  of 
the  people.  I  mean  Church  extension.  He 
is  a  Member  who  wonid  naturally  have 
great  influence  with  a  Government  com- 
posed of  his  party,  and  he  would  add  to  the 
burdens  of  the  people ;  but  what  promise 
do  they  make  of  any  rdief  to  the  people  7  I 
know  of  much  evil,  I  want  to  hear  of  the 
promise  of  some  good.  The  people  are  bent 
upon  having  these  restrictions  upon  com- 
merce removed.  What  says  the  noble  Lo(d» 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  ?  He  is 
against  free  trade.  What  says  the  right 
hon.  Baronet ?    ''I  will  resist  any  plan 
which  proposes  an  abandonment  of  the 
protection    to   agricuhuie.^'     There    ia, 
therefore  ttohope  from  that  quarter.  At  pre-» 
sent  we  may  say,  there  are  three  partiea 
in  the  State.  1.  Those  who  are  for  keeping 
things  just  as  they  are.  2.  Those  who  think 
that  justice  ought  to  be  done  to  tbe  people, 
and  who  hope  to  do  that  jostiee,  and  yet 
preserve  the  constitution.  3.  Those  whom 
hopedefaned  baa  reade  tick,  and  wlio  call 
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Ibr  a  change  in  the  constitatton.  I  under- 
stand the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  to  put  himself  at  the  head  of 
the  second  party.  He  wishes  to  do  jus- 
tice to  the  people,  with  a  proper  regard  to 
the  existing  constitution.  That  is  a  pro- 
minent and  worthy  place,  befitting  his 
name  and  character,  and  he  has  shown 
that  he  possesses  talents,  informatioa, 
and  experience,  to  make  him  the  leader 
of  such  a  party.  In  that  capacity,  he 
has  set  himself  against  monopoly,  and 
in  favour  of  the  general  interests  of  the 
nation,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  ex- 
pect success  under  his  conduct.  I  think 
that  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
classes,  and  all  those  who  complain  of 
restriction,  will  do  well  to  keep  the  noble 
Lord  at  their  head.  I  say  this  quite  inde- 
pendently, and  with  a  view  only  to  the 
advantage  of  the  interests  I  have  hitherto 
advocated.  If  the  noble  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  or  the  right  hon.  Baro* 
net,  had  avowed  Uiemselves  the  warm  sup- 
porters of  those  interests,  I  should  have 
said  precisely  the  same.  They  have  taken 
an  opposite  course,  while  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  has  avowed  himself 
the  champion  of  general  interests,  and,  in 
my  judgment,  the  people  would  be  unwise 
indeed  if  they  repudiated  his  leadership. 
I  trust  that  he  wilt  not  be  deterred  by  the 
ailly  taunt  that  he  has  proposed  this  change 
at  a  moment  which  is  inopportune,  espe- 
cially when  the  objection  comes  from  those 
who  hare  warned  us  that  they  will  resist 
such  measures  at  whatever  time  they  may 
be  brought  forward.  I  trust,  too,  that  the 
noble  Lord  will  be  nothing  daunted  by  the 
reproach,  that  he  has  proposed  a  measure 
which  will  array  and  excite  one  interest 
against  another.  This  is  not  the  fault  of 
those  who  have  recommended  the  change ; 
it  is  one  of  the  cursed  consequences  of 
such  laws,  that  they  do  set  one  class  in 
array  against  the  other.  But  that  is  an 
ai^^ument  in  favour  of  any  tyranny  at  any 
time;  it  was  as  good  in  1641,  as  in  1841 , 
and  we  know  that  our  ancestors  had  the 
spirit  to  disregard  such  fears.  The  gentry 
of  that  day  resisted  the  encroachments  of 
the  Crown  on  a  matter  somewhat  similar 
to  the  present— unjust  taxation.  The 
endeavour  was  to  tax  the  people  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Crown,  without  regard  to 
principle  or  to  their  interests.  That  is  what 
the  aristocracy  would  now  claim  against 
the  community  at  large;  and  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  commercial  and  indus- 


trious classes  will  show  themselves  dege* 
nerate  sons  of  those  who  sowed  the  seeds  of 
liberty  in  our  soil,  and  established  it  in  the 
other  hemisphere ;  and  I  trust,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  is  now  defeated,  that  he  will  not 
expose  himself  to  the  reproach  of  refusing 
to  those  classes  throughout  the  country  a 
full  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opin- 
ions on  this  great  question. 

Sir  E,  Knutchbull  did  not  pretend  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House  through  his  elaborate 
speech,  for  if  he  did  so,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  speak  upon  many  subjects 
foreign  to  the  question  before  them.  The 
hon.  Member  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
had  touched  upon  almost  every  topic 
which  could  be  entertained  by  the  House ; 
but  in  the  observations  which  he  should 
feel  it  necessary  to  make,  he  should  con- 
fine himself  within  a  narrower  compass, 
and  he  trusted  the  House  would  afford 
him  a  patient  hearing.  Allusion  had 
already  been  mMe  to  the  great  length  to 
which  the  debate  had  been  carried,  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  he  re- 
gretted that  the  debate  should  have  been 
so  long  protracted.  Not  that  he  was 
unwilling  the  question  should  be  fully 
and  deliberately  discussed  and  thoroughly 
investigated  in  all  its  bearings,  for  the 
judgement  of  the  country^but  he  la- 
mented that  eight  nights  had  been  occu- 
pied in  that  discussion,  as  he  was  of 
opinion  that  great  public  interests  of  the 
country  must  have  felt  themselves  afiected 
during  that  period.  He  thought  that 
some  responsibility  attached  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  for  not  having  used  the 
influence  which  they  possessed  with  their 
supporters,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  the 
debate  at  an  earlier  period.  There  were 
many  subjects  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  upon  which  he 
joined  issue.  However,  when  the  hon. 
Member  said,  he  thought  that  the  time 
was  come  for  stating  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
intended,  he  agreed  with  him.  He  thought 
that  the  time  had  come  when  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  ought  to  state  what  their 
intentions  were.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  was  opposed  to  all  protection. 
Now,  in  that  respect,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  the  manufacturers  were  ready 
to  support  that  proposition.  Was  that 
the  case?  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  it  were 
possible?    He  would  ask  that  right  hon. 
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Hentleman  were  not  dntiet  upon  some 
urticies  necemary  to  the  revenue  ?  Had 
it  not  been  stated  by  the  Chanoelior  of 
the  Exchequer  himself  that  a  certain 
amount  of  duty  on  com  and  other  articles 
was  necessary  to  raise  an  additional 
amount  of  revenue  of  400,000/.  With 
respect  to  the  8ugar*duties,  the  conclusion 
which  he  came  to  was  that  in  all  proba- 
bility the  revenue  expected  to  arise  from 
that  proposition  would  be  secured,  but  he 
thought  also  that,  without  such  a  proposi- 
tion being  carried  into  effect,  the  increased 
consumption  that  would  arise  from  tlie  in- 
creased supply  which  was  anticipated  from 
our  possessions  would  produce  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  revenue.  This  was  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  the  other  night, 
and  a  most  undue  meaning  had  been  at- 
tributed to  the  language  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  as  if  he  had  spoken  of  duties  ge- 
nerally,  whereas  he  had  only  referred  to 
the  sugar  duties.  The  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University,  had  stated,  that  he 
would  let  the  sugar  duties  alone.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  had  charged  him  with 
declaring,  that  he  would  apply  this  prin- 
ciple to  all  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  to  ail  the  duties  of  Government — 
oould  anything  be  more  unfair?  The 
right  hon.  Judge  Advocate  had  mis* 
slated  this  the  other  evening,  but  upon 
the  explanation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  with  the  candour  and  manliness  of 
his  character  admitted  his  error.  Never*  I 
thelesst  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
and  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
had  again  repeated  the  misrepresenta* 
tion.  Such  nad  been  the  conduct  of 
the  other  side  in  this  debate,  and  it  was 
right  that  the  country  should  know  it. 
With  respect  to  the  subject  of  slavery,  as 
connected  with  the  question  before  the 
House,  he  was  utterly  asionished  to  see, 
that  hon.  QenClemen  opposite  gave  up 
those  principles  which  they  before  enter- 
tained upon  that  subject.  He  had  always 
been  opposed  to  that  most  inhuman  traffic 
and,  when  on  former  occasions  he  had 
heard  opposition  to  the  slave-trade  ex- 
pressed, he  thought  that  the  whole  black 
creation  was  included  in  the  sympathy 
which  was  indicated,  and  that  it  was  not 
confined  to  the  slaves  of  our  own  colonies. 
Whether  or  not  it  was  expedient  to  act 
upon  the  principles  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Government  il)«  present  was 
the  worst  moment  that  could  be  chosen  to 


bring  forward  pffopositions  of  the  kind. 
When  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was  re* 
minded  of  the  injury  that  those  measures 
might  inflict  in  the  present  state  of  Canada 
he  told  the  House  that  be  had  been  in 
communication  with  the  GoTomor  of 
Canada  upon  that  subject,  and  that  noble 
Lord  stated,  that,  if  the  Timber  duties  were 
altered,  it  would  place  him  in  difficuliiea 
that  he  might  not  be  able  to  meet ;  bui 
that,  if  an  alteration  of  the  Timber  Duties 
was  accompanied  by  other  measuraa 
(meaning  no  doubt  a  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws),  in  that  case,  the  Governor-general 
of  Canada  would  not  fear  to  enoonoler 
any  difficulties  that  might  present  them- 
selves. He  thought  that  it  was  conduct 
highly  deserving  of  oensore  for  a  Govern- 
ment to  come  forward  and  propose  men* 
sures  to  Parliament  without  any  expeota* 
tion  of  being  able  to  carry  them.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  when  he  made  his 
statement  entertain  the  least  expectation 
that  he  would  be  able,  to  carry  throogh 
that  House,  a  measure,  for  repealing  tbo 
Corn-laws  ?  He  knew  that  the  vorae  of  the 
country  was  against  him,  and  the  noble 
Lord  knew  that  he  was  deceiving  the  coun* 
try,  and  deceiving  the  Governor-general 
of  Canada  when  he  made  that  piopositkMiy. 
The  ground  on  which  he  and  those  who 
thought  with  btm  rested,  and  whkh  they 
thought  the  only  grounds  Chat  could  tM 
wisely  aeled  upon,  were,  that  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  allow  a  country  like  this  to 
be  dependent  on  foreign  nations  fsr  a 
supply  of  the  first  necessaries  of  life.  He 
believe<l  that  was  the  safe  principle  to  aol 
on,  and  one  which  would  be  the  roost 
beneficial  to  all  classes  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects.  He  would  refer  to  tlie  opinions 
of  Mr.  Canning  on  this  subject,  which  set 
forth  the  sound  view  of  the  question  in 
language  more  impressive  than  any  which 
he  conid  use.     Mr.  Canning  said  :-— 

''It  seems  perfectly  clear  that  tlit  doty, 
to  be  an  efiectual  protection  on  the  one  hand, 
and  not  an  undue  burden  on  the  other,  must 
vary  witli  tlie  price  of  corn." 

On  this  principle  he  (Sir  E.  Knatchbull) 
was  directly  opposed  to  the  propositkm  of 
a  fixed  duty  of  8s.  the  quarter.  He  con- 
tended that  8$.  was  no  protection  at  all. 
Why,  what  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone  say  the  last  n^t  of  the 
debate  ?  That  he  supported  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  to  have  a  duty  of 
8s.,  because  he  knew  that  that  duty  coukl 
not  long  l»e  continued,  and  that  in  the 
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end  tbey  moit  get  rid  of  all  protection  [ 
whate? er.     How,  then  was  it  poiaible  for 
kim  (Sir   E.    KnatchboU)   to   entertain 
tba  propoaitiona  of  her  Majesty't  Govern- 
ment? He  was  snrprised  at  some  opiniona 
that  had  been  expreased  last  night  by 
the'  lK>n.  Member  for  West  Kent,  and 
the  Meosber  for  Hertfordshire;  and  he 
oottld  not  well  understand  the  principles 
on  which  the  conduct  of  both  those  hon. 
Members  rested.    They  told  the  House 
that  they  considered  thai  protection  to 
agricalture  was  essentially  necessary,  and 
yet  these  Members  for  two  counties  gave 
their  unqualified  support  on  all  occasions 
and  on  this  occasion,  to  her   Majesty's 
Ministers,  who  by  every  means  in  their 
power^  were  advocating,  and  promoting, 
the  very  measures  which  they  them^lves 
ao  atfongly  condemned.  All  that  he  could 
say  was,  tliat  the  eonduct  of  both  these 
hoo.   Members    was   roost    inconsistent, 
and  he  rejoiced  to  add  that  there  was 
aaalher  tribunal  beyond  that  House  where 
they  woold  be  afforded  the  opportunity 
of  explaining    their   conduct.      He  re* 
gretted  that  he  did   not   then  see  the 
hon*  Memlier  for  Wolverhampton  in  his 
plaoe.     Nothing  was  more  unfair  than 
for  an  hon«  Member  to  oome  down  to 
that  House  and  make  m  long  speech, 
tnatlogof  all  subjeete,  and  leferrtog  to 
all  parlies,  and  wlicn  he  bad  done,  to 
leav«  tbe  House.    Fraqoently,  dumg  the 
ooume  of  this  lengthened  diecussfen,  he 
had  seen  the  Ministerial  benches  entirely 
empty.  If  eight  nights'  debate  were  requi- 
site upon  this  question,  such  should  not 
have  been  the  case.    He  was  desirous  thai 
all  questions  of  this  kind  should  be  deckled 
on  the  principle  of  what  was  best  to  be 
done  for  the  people  of  this  country.    The 
hon.   Member   tor  Wolverhampton    had 
expatiated  on  the  deep  distress  which  the 
people  suffered.     He  did  not  deny,  that 
great  distress  prevailed  ;  but  he  certainly 
most  be^  to  say,  that  the  Gentlemen  who 
sat  oil  his  side  of  the  Hoase  entertained 
as  deep  sympathy  for  those  who  suffered 
that  distress,  and  were  as  active  in  re* 
lieving  it,  as  any  other  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Hoiise.    However,  ad- 
mitting the  existence  of  this  distress,  he 
should  bo  glad  to  ask  in  wluit  way  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  would   benefit 
the  agricultural  community?    Supposing 
the  price  of  corn  to  be  60s.  the  quarter, 
there  could   be   no   doubt   that  if   the 
price  went  down  to  40^.  the  quarter  the 


people  would  be  better  able  to  purchase 
it,  provided  they  had  the  same  wages  as 
when  the  price  was  at  60s,  Take  the  rate 
of  wages  at  13«.  6d.  a-week,  and  com  at 
60f.  the  (||uarter :  a  labouring  man  could 
support  his  family  with  a  bushel  of  corn, 
the  price  of  which  would  be  7$.  6d.,  and, 
deducting  this  from  the  I3s,  6d.,  he  would 
have  a  clear  surplus  remaining  of  6s,  for  all 
the  comforts  and  necessaries  of  life.  But  if, 
according  to  the  theory  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  the  duties  were  abol- 
ished, tbe  price  would  be  about  40<,,  but 
wages  would  fall  in  the  same  proportion. 
Instead  of  13s.  6cU  per  week,  the  labour- 
ing  man  would  receive  but  ^'4.  For  the 
bushel  of  wheat,  at  40s.  the  quarter,  he 
would  have  to  pay  ^.,  and  there  would 
then  only  remain  4s.  instead  of  6s.  for 
tbe  comforts  of  life*  Now  he  appealed  to 
tbe  House  whether  he  would  not  be  better 
off  with  6f.  a  week  than  4s.  It  is  certain, 
that  if  the  price  of  com  falls,  the  wages 
of  labour  will  fall  also.  In  this  opinion 
I  have  the  authority  of  the'hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Villiers)  himself ;  to  the  follow- 
ing efiect  he  spoke  at  Birmingham ; — 

''One  of  the  disadvantages  we  sustain  in 
competing  with  the  foreign  roaQufacturen  is, 
that  we  are  mueh  mors  heavily  taxed.  Half 
of  our  income  is  devoted  to  the  soppoK  of 
our  publieestalilishments— the  army  and  navy, 
aod  tbe  supplies  of  ships  in  the  aoek-yards« 
Tbe  cost  of  provisions  enters  into  every  one 
of  these,  and,  in  proportion  as  the  price  of 
bread  is  reduced,  are  savings  effectea  in  all 
these  items.  Csn  any  one  doubt  that  we  are 
paying  more  to  every  public  servant  than  would 
be  necessary  if  provisions  were  lower  T  What 
is  the  great  amount  of  our  local  burdens — tbe 
poor-rates  and  county  rates— composed  ofjbut 
the  cost  of  supporting  a  certain  number  of  per- 
sons in  public  institutions  and  gaols?  Every 
local  tax  mast  consequently  be  increased,  by 
whatever  increases  the  cost  of  provisions.*' 

It  is  to  be  presumed,  that  Gentlemen 
who  agree  with  tbe  Member  for  Wolverr 
haropton,  are  prepared  to  act  accordingly 
«— the  salaries  of  all  public  officers  must 
be  reduced — the  pay  of  the  army  and 
navy  must  be  subject  to  tbe  ^fume  princip 
pie — every  roan's  income,  even  the  la* 
tx>urers  roust  be  reduced — if  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  act  on  this 
principle,  thev  ought  to  be  opposed  to 
tbe  hon.  Genueroan.  He  wished  to  read 
to  the  House,  the  situation  of  the  country 
as  it  is  expected  to  be,  when  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Vil- 
liers) shall  prevail — the  following  is  an 
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eitraet  from  a  pabUcation  of  the  Anli* 
Corn-law  League  :— 

<<  Be  in  DO  fear  that  the  fiumers  wonld  be 
rained  by  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  With  free 
trade,  in  twenty-fiYe  yean,  Manchester,  and  all 
the  sarronnding  towns  within  seven  miles  of 
its  Exchangey  would  be  one  great  city.  With 
free  trade,  England,  Ireland  and  Scotland 
would  be  one  great  grating  and  dairy  fimn, 
studded  with  thriving  towns.  With  free  trade. 
Northern  Europe  and  Northern  America  would 
he  our  corn  fields.  Prance  and  Spain,  and  Por- 
tugal, our  Tineyaids.  With  free  trade,  the 
nations  would  convert  the  sword  into  plough- 
diares,  and  spears  into  pruniog-hooks,  and  mea 
would  learn  the  art  of  war  no  more  1 

Thos  it  appeara,  that  the  agricolture  of 
the  country  waa  to  be  deatroyed«*the 
capital  embarked  waa  to  be  aank — the 
fanner  and  hia  laboarera  were  to  be  reduced 
to  ruin — and  England  waa  to  be  entirely 
dependent  on  foreign  coontriea  for  com — 
thia  waa  the  atate  of  thinga  which  the  ad- 
▼ocatea  of  liberal  meaanrea  anticipate  and 
desire^it  waa  to  thia  atate  of  thinga, 
which  for  the  aake  of  the  fanner,  for  the 
aake  of  hia  labourera  and  for  the  aake  of 
hia  country,  he  waa  oppoaed.  Taking 
into  conaideration  the  great  improve- 
roenta  in  agricnltore,  only  now  in  their 
infancy,  be  waa  aatiafied  that  the  capa- 
bility of  thu  country  to  aapply  com  would 
be  rapidly  extended,  and  for  aeveral  yeara 
back,  tbere  waa  no  period  during  which 
com  had  maintained  ao  ateady  a  price.  If 
by  a  free  trade  in  com,  they  made  thia 
country  dependent  on  other  natiooa  for  a 
aopply  of  the  firat  neceasary  of  life,  the 
time  might  come  when  they  would  have  to 
lament  ao  fatal  an  error.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  Uie  Ex* 
chequer,  on  a  former  occasion,  aaked  the 
Gentlemen  at  that  (the  Oopoaition)  aide 
of  the  Hooae,  when  they  oojected  to  the 
meaanrea  of  the  Government,  what  mea- 
aurea  were  they  prepared  to  bring  forward 
to  meet  the  preaent  diflSciiltiea  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  even  went  ao  far  aa  to 
aay,  that  in  all  casea  of  difficulty  and 
emergency  the  country  had  a  right  to  look 
to  that  Houae.  He  had  nlwaya  thought 
that  the  initiation  of  all  meaaurea  reated 
on  the  reaponaible  adviaera  of  the  Crown, 
and  he  had  never  yet  heard  that  a  Crov- 
ernmcnt  bad  the  nght  to  call  vpon  the 
Oppoaitwn  for  the  production  of  meaaurea. 
The  practice  of  that  Houae  and  of  the  coan« 
try,  had  heretofore  been  the  reveraeof  auch 
a  oourae  u  that.  The  public  had  alwaya 
looked  to  the  Miniatera  of  the  Crown  for 


svch  meaaniea  aa  the  coootrj  required. 
These  meaaurea  were  proposed  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  if  the  GenUemen  who  brought 
them  forward  failed  in  obtaining  the  ap- 
proval of  Parliament,  they  generally  had 
the  decency  and  decoram  to  refuse  to  press 
any  longer  on  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature, measures  which  they  knew  they 
could  not  carry,  and  to  propose  which 
must  be  productive  of  great  incoovenienoe 
and  confosion.  He  was  not  of  the  number 
of  those  who  despaired  of  the  country* 
He  placed  the  greatest  reliance  on  the 
strength  and  spirit  of  the  good  sense  of 
tfa«  people.  He  placed  the  fullest  confi- 
dence in  the  intelligence  and  sound  judg- 
ment of  the  people  of  this  eoontiy.  He 
knew  that  they  possessed  a  fund  of  good 
sense,  in  which  the  utmost  confidence 
might  be  placed.  He  believed,  aboie  all, 
that  the  country  required,  a  strong  and 
efficient  Government,  and  that  in  socb 
hands  they  would  be  able  to  oontione 
to  uphold  the  character  of  this  ooomry, 
and  to  maintain  the  interests  and  secve 
the  happiness  of  all  clasafs  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects. 

Mr.  CkoHet  BuUer  had  never  eapon* 
enoed  deeper  dismoiotment  al  any  ^pneh 
that  he  had  ever  beaid  in  that  Hoose^  than 
at  'the  speech  of  the  right  hon*  Barawt 
who  had  jost  sat  down,  particnlariy  whsn 
at  the  end  of  that  apeeeh  the  n^  hoD. 
fianmet  so  cmeDy  domed  thatinfonnataoDf 
fiir  whidi,  in  the  eariier  part»  he  had  given 
the  House  some  reason  to  hope.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  complained  of  die  discor» 
sive  nature  of  this  diactiaaion,  and  promised 
to  confine  himself  within  a  nanow  com- 
paas;  if  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
by  the  term  narrow,  that  he  would  keep 
on  the  outside  of  the  qoestion  before  the 
Houa^  and  would  not  diacuaa  the  qoeation 
of  the  aufflar  dutiea,  he  had  oompletidy 
performed  Uie  promiae  he  had  made.  He 
did  not  mean  to  puraue  the  aame  oowae; 
he  hoped,  that  there  would  be  other  oppor* 
tunidea  of  diacuasing  the  Con4aw%  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  woold  be  able  to 
dilate  upon  the  dreadful  aUte  to  whidi 
England  would  be  reduced  when  thia 
country  ahould  be  converted  into  amilinf 
paatuxea  and  flourishing  towns»  and  when 
the  din  of  war  should  be  no  more  heard. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  been 
content  with  making  his  own  statementa ; 
he  had  gone  deeply  into  andioritie8,and  he 
had  Uunted  there  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  with  inconsisteney.  He  wondered, 
that  the  woid  did  not  ehoke  the  right 
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hon.    Gentleman.      He    wondered,    that 
when  the  word   was  to  he  uttered  the 
lips  did  not  refuse  to  give   it   utterance; 
and  that  there  had  not  come  out  instead, 
**  malt*tax  repeal."    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  found  nothing  hut  deception 
among  his  opponents,  as  he  had  once  done 
among  his  present  friends ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  returned  to  his  old  modes  of 
thinking,  and  tliat  the  whole  of  his  changes 
might  be  summed  up  in  the  well-remem- 
bered exclamation  nusquam  iuta  Jides.    He 
did  not  intend  to  enter  into  all  the  positions 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  he  thought, 
that  the  arguments  which  had  been  used 
against  her  Majesty's  Government  were  so 
special  in  their  nature,  that  when  they  had 
been  already  once  or  twice  refuted,  there 
was  no  occasion   for  any  other  person  to 
refer  to  them.    Above  all  things,  however, 
the  doctrine  embraced  in  the  resolution  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool, 
wilh  respeot  to  shivery  was  a  doctrine  of 
tbe  most  refined  and  exageerated  fanati- 
dfloi  that  he  had  ever  heard  in  any  country, 
and  he  need  not  discuss  it  till  he  found 
some  one  on  that  or  the  other  side  of  the 
HoDse  get  up  to  avow  it.    The  doctrine 
was  of  value  only  in   proportion    to  the 
ooBsistent  rigidity  with  which  it  was  acted 
op  Co  wiUi  respect  to  all  coantries,  and  to 
tlie  prodace  of  every  country  where  slavery 
existed ;    and  he    would  not  discuss  it, 
whibt  he  found  no  Gentleman  on  either 
side  of  the  House  value  his  consistency 
upon  the  subject  a  single  pinch  of  snuff. 
As  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  op- 
posed the  present  application  of  the  princi- 
ple of  free-trade,  as  abstract  lovers  of  that 
principle,  they  had  been  forced,  for  their 
argument,  to   carry-  their  doctrines  to  a 
height  which  he  bad  never  expected  to  find 
them  carried  in  the  present  century  ;  they 
had  carried  it  to  the  height,  not  only  of 
maintaining,  but  of  creating  protection  to 
trade.     For  what  else  was  the  argument 
with  respect  to  the  East- Indian    trade  ? 
At  any  rato,  the  exportation  of  sugar  from 
the  East  Indies  was  not  an  ancient  trade; 
there  were  no  vested  interests  there  5  there 
had  not,  as  yet,  been  any  large  amount  of 
capital  embfurked  in  it,  for  our  unwise  laws 
had  done  everything  to  discourage  the  cul- 
tivation ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  the  Member  ibr  Cambridge,   now 
came  down  and  told  them  to  take  care  of 
the  fertile  valley  of  the  Ganges,  that  these 
were  the  interests,  that  they  ought  to  en- 
ooumge,  and  that  they  ought  to  give  this 
VOL.  LVIII.     {Sfil 


encouragement,  not  by  keeping  up,  but  by 
creating  protective  duties.     And  for  whose 
benefit  were  these  proteclive  duties  to  be 
imposed  ?     They  might  benefit  the  great 
capitalists,  whose  capital  had  been  diverted 
from  the  West  Indies  to  the  East  Indies ; 
but  would  any  one  tell  him  that  it  would  be 
any  advantage  to  the  labourers  in  the  East 
Indies  ?    If  there  were  any  curse  that  thejr 
could  impose  upon  that  county,  it  would  be 
by  diverting  the  industry  into  such  chan- 
nels as  these.    They  would  be  inducing  the 
people  of  the  East  Indies  to  enter  into 
competition  with  other  sugar  not  in  the 
free  markets  of  Europe,  but  they   would 
confine  all  their  exertions  to  a  competition 
with  other  colonies,  under  protective  laws 
with  the  mother  country  alone.     So  that 
by    the    time   capital  should   be  applied 
largely  to  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
East  indies  the  producers  would  be  liable 
to  all  the  fluctuations  caused  by  our  pro- 
tective duties  at  home.     He  said,   then, 
in  the  name  of  the  people  of  India,  ^'  Do 
not  inflict  this  curse  upon  ns."    We  had 
inflicted  injury  enough  upon  that  country ; 
we  had  interfered  with  their  religious  cere- 
monies ;  we  had  subjected  them  to  great 
and  heavy  taxation ;    we  had  destroyed 
their  ancient  manufactures  of  muslin  and 
6f  cotton ;  we  had  driven  them  out  of  their 
own  markets  by  the  introduction  of  ouc 
manufactures,  whilst  we  refused  to  take 
their  produce,  but  of  all   the  curses  we 
could  inflict,  the  worst  would  be  fostering 
and    protecting    a    forced    industry.      It 
seemed,  also,  that  we  were  to  be  induced 
to  foster  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
East  Indies  and  in  the  West,  not  alone  by 
the  usual  arguments  in  support  of  mono- 
poly— although  these  had  not  been  forgot- 
ten by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  because 
they  told  them  that  monopoly  was  the  best 
thing  to  secure  low  prices,  and  that  if  mo- 
nopoly should  be  maintained,  there  would 
be  no  want  of  a  large  supply  of  West- Indian 
sugar  at  the  lowest  price ;    but  we  were 
to  foster    the   growth    of   sugar    in   the 
East  Indies  and  in  the   West  Indies,    to 
prevent   the   consumption   of  sugar,   the 
produce  of  slave-labour.     Why,   no   one 
was  chimerical  enough  to  believe,  that  if 
we   refused    to    take    the   sugar    of   the 
Brazils,  we  should  thereby  put  an  end  to 
slavery.     No  one  was  fanatical  enough  in 
his  views  to  declare  that  we  ought  not  to 
take  any  produce  of  slave-labour.      The 
only  plausible  ground  for  continuing  the 
monopoly  was,  on  account  of  the  experi- 
ment we  were  trying  in  the  West  Indies  ; 
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but  this  was  a  most  dangerous  course  to 
adopt,  because  we  were  placing  tbe  success 
of  this  great  experiment  upon  a  basis  that 
was  sure  to  disappoint  us.     When  eman- 
cipation had  been  granted  by  us  we  ought 
to  have  foreseen  that  a  portion  of  industry 
would  be  diverted  from  the  cultivation  of 
exportable  produce.     What  had  they  seen 
in  Jamaica  f     An  old  colony  in  which  the 
sugar  land  had  been  nearly  worn  out,  the 
demand  for  labour  was  large,  and  the  popu- 
lation having  taken  to  the  cultivation  of 
other  land^  and  the  raisinjg  of  other  produce, 
the  quantity  of  sugar  ror  exportation  had 
fallen  off.     In  Beroice,  and  Antigua,  on 
the  contrary,  the  price  of  labour  was  low, 
the  land  was  good,  and  the  proprietors  were 
enabled  to  compete  with  the  produce  of 
other  countries.     No  one  had  heard  that  in 
Berbice,  in  Antigua,  or  in  Trinidad,  they 
had  not  been  able  to  compete  with  slave- 
grown  sugar.     He  found  it  expressly  stated 
by  Mr.  Burnley,  that  the  demand  of  the 
people  of  Trinidad  was  "  free  us  from  all 
restriction •  and  we  shall  be  able  to  compete 
with  any  country  in  the  world.'*   But  Mr. 
Burnley  was  unlike  other  West- India  plan- 
ters, for  the  instant  the  emancipation  of 
the  negroes  was  effected  he  took  care  to 
procure  a  supply  of  free  labour,  and  he 
might  now  venture  to  invite  competition 
with  the  world.     But  after  all,  it  was  not 
upon  the  mere  question  of  the  sugar-trade 
that  the  Flouse  was  called  upon  to  discuss 
this  subject,  but  there  were  other  relaxa- 
tions of  our  duties  which  were  proposed, 
and  the  consideration  of  which  was  of  the 
utmost  importance.     The  House  must  look 
at  those  circumstances  which  rendered  the 
adoption  of  a  system  of  free  trade  impera. 
tive  upon  the  Government.     The  real  vital 
im|K>rtance  which  pressed  the  relaxation  of 
the  commercial  code  upon  the  Government 
was  the  absolute  necessity  which  prevailed 
for  adopting  free  trade,  as  a  means  of  main- 
taining the  existing  markets  for  the  export 
trade  which  this  country  enjoyed.      He 
wondered  sometimes  whether  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House^  who 
talked  so  lightly  of  the  necessity  of  main* 
taining  the  foreign  markets  for  the  manu- 
factures of  this  country,  had  ever  inquired 
what  it  was  that  supported  the  immense 
population  of  this  oountrv.     What  was  it« 
he  asked,  but  the  superionty  of  those  trades 
which  we  carried  on  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  exports  to  sell  to  foreigners  ?  Tiiere 
was   one   fact  which  appeared  to  him  to 
aSord  a  striking  pieoe  of  evidence  upon  this 
subject ;  it  had  been  fipefuently  mentioiied. 


but  it  could  not  be  too  often  pointed  out 
as  proving  the  immense  importance  of  the 
maintenance  of  our  export  trade.     They 
all  knew  the  great  increase  of  the  manufac- 
turing produce  of  this  country— the  great 
increase  of  the  cotton  and  the  hardware 
trades^-which  were  our  export  trades.     It 
was  our  exports,  therefore,  which  enabled 
us  to  support  our  population— it  was  upon 
the  maintenance  of  that  department  of  our 
trade  that  the  support  of  these  two  and  a 
half  millions  of  our  fellow-countrymen  de- 
pended.     Let  themi  then,  destroy  our  ex- 
port markets  before  they  raised  up  new 
ones,  and  our  population^  instead  <^  being 
the  most  prosperous  in  Europe,  would  be 
the  most  beggarly  and  the  most  suffering. 
He,  thereforo,  conceived  that  an  Eoglisli 
Ministry  really  estimating  the  importance 
of  those  great  interests  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, and  duly  alive  to  the  welfare  of  our 
population,  could   view  nothing  with  so 
much  terror  as  the  destruction  of  any  of 
the  present  markets  for  our  manuGActurek 
When  we  knew  that  our  trade  with  the 
Bnusiis,  and  with  the  United  States  Was  ia 
jeopardy — that  both  those  states  were  about 
to  revise  their  commercial  oodes»  and  to  r^ 
tort  upon   this  country,  he  thought  that 
every  other  consideration  must  give  wajr* 
and  that  the  Government  was  right  in 
taking  this  opportunity  of  coming  to  the- 
House  and  saying>   *'  we  must  no  longer 
falter  on  this  subject,  and  keqi  up  the  syA« 
tcm  of  restriction,  but  we  must  adopt  a  ays* 
tern  of  free- trade,  in  order  that  our  people 
may  live."    A  mat  deal  had  been  a^id 
about  the  exeeedinff  inconvenience  of   dia 
time    at   which    this  question  had  been 
brought  forward.     For  his  own  part  he  had 
never  yet  found  the  time  at  which  it  was 
convenient  for  monopolists  to  give  up  their 
long  enjoyed  privileges ;    and  whether  the 
change  was  proposed  in  the  time  of  high  or 
of  low  prices,  they  could  always  turn  round 
on  the  Government  and  sayt   ''  you  have 
taken  tlie  wrong  time  to  make  this  change ; 
you  should  have  proposed  it  at  some  more 
favourable  opportunity."    Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  affected  to  sneer  at  the  suoceas  of 
the  agitation  which  had  been  created  on  the 
subject  of  the  corn-laws.     He  could  only 
say  that  the  effect  of  the  proposition  whicb 
hsid  been  brought  forward  upon  the  minds 
of  the  people  of   this  country  had  bosn 
much  more  rapid  than  he  could  have  antici- 
pated, for  he  bad  never  imagined  that  a 
question  of  so  much  magnitude,  and  pre- 
senting such  an  infinite  variety  of  topics^ 
would  have  been  so  immediately  taken  up 
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at  Mb  had  been.  But  he  begged  hon.  Gen- 
tlenen  to  consider  that  it  was  in  the  nature 
of  such  an  excitement  as  this  to  go  on  in- 
creasing, and  he  entreated  them  to  reflect 
on  what  the  consequences  of  a  continuance 
of  the  excitement  might  be.  It  certainly 
could  not  continue  with  anything  like  calm 
results,  if  the  question  of  the  corn-laws 
long  remained  in  agitation  in  this  country. 
He  could  not  believe  that  any  subject  so 
dangerous  could  long  continue  to  agitate 
the  country,  because  it  was  a  question 
with  which  men's  interests  and  men's  (eeU 
ings  were  most  strongly  connected.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  told  the  House  that  a  strong 
excitement  prevailed— that  the  Chartists 
were  against  the  proposition  which 
was  made,  and  one  would  almost  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton had  them  all  in  his  pocket ;  but 
he  said  that  this  was  not  one  of  those 
questions  on  which  it  was  wise  for  the 
Government  to  yield  for  any  time,  and 
that  it  would  not  be  wise  for  them  to  let 
the  question  be  long  discussed  among  the 
people.  Whatever  might  be  the  sophis- 
tries by  which  the  Corn-laws  were  de- 
fended, and  upon  which  it  was  contended 
that  they  would  produce  lower  prices  in 
the  end,  the  people  would  see  inevita- 
bly that  they  were  sought  to  be  retained 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  the 
goyeming  classes  of  the  community.  Hon. 
Gendemen  opposite  had  thrown  the  blame 
of  mooting  this  question  upon  the  Govem- 
ment«  but  he  said,  that  they  were  defended 
in  the  course  which  they  had  taken  by  the 
general  opinion  of  the  thinking  classes, 
and  by  the  general  opinion  of  the  working 
and  manufacturing  classes  of  this  country ; 
that  they  were  justified  in  it  by  the  feel- 
ings of  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  who 
demanded  a  relaxation  of  the  present  sys- 
tem. He  assured  the  House  that  he  op- 
poeed  most  strenuously  such  apjpeals  to  the 
people,  he  deprecated  the  moving  of  such 
things  in  the  popular  mind,  but  he  said 
that  thoee  who  produced  the  excitement 
waie  the  monopolists  themselves,  and  not 
those  who  came  forward  to  fight  against 
those  monopolists  in  favour  of  the  great 
mosses  of  their  feUowoountrymen.  But, 
notwithstanding  the  length  to  which  this 
debate  had  been  protract^,  and  the  oppor« 
tonities  afibrded  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site as  to  the  course  which  they  intended 
to  pavBue,  the  House  was  still  ignorant 
whether  they  took  tlieir  stand  on  the 
maintenance  of  all  existing  monopolies,  or 
whether  they  only  intended  to  oppose  that 


in  .opposition  which  they  would  support 
when  they  came  into  power.  He  should 
hope  that  a  course  so  unworthy  as  this 
would  not  be  taken,  and  he  should  hope 
that,  before  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pre- 
tended to  come  forward  to  dispossess  the 
Government  of  their  present  positions 
upon  such  a  question  as  this,  they  would 
let  the  country  see  on  what  grounds  and 
for  what  purpose  they  were  proceeding,  and 
on  what  principle  they  intended  to  carry 
on  the  Government  if  they  should  succeed 
in  obtaining  it.  But  there  was  one  thing 
which  he  thought  that  the  Government 
could  do — they  could  force  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  explain  what  they  meant 
to  do  explicitly— if  not  by  word  of  mouth, 
by  their  votes.  The  Government  did  not 
take  up  this  matter  for  the  interest  of 
narty,  or  of  official  men,  but  for  the  great 
interests  of  the  country,  and  they  could 
only  prove  the  worthiness  with  which  they 
had  taken  it  up»  by  persevering  steadfastly 
in  their  course,  with  a  view  ultimately  to 
secure  the  object  which  they  had  in  view. 
Whatever  imputations  could  be  thrown 
upon  the  motives  of  the  Government,  the 
House  might  be  sure  that  the  people 
would  not  heed  them,  because  they  might 
be  sure  that  the  country  would  see  that 
they  were  battling  for  a  good  cause,  which 
would  justify  an  obstinate  struggle.  Let 
them  force  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
by  their  votes,  an  indication  of  what  they 
meant  to  do.  If  they  would  not  give 
cheap  sugar,  would  they  give  cheap  tim- 
ber P  If  they  would  not  give  cheap  tim- 
ber, would  they  give  cheap  coffee?  and, 
above  all,  if  they  would  not  give  cheap 
coffee,  let  them  see  whether  they  would 
give  cheap  bread.  In  the  course  of  this 
discussion,  either  by  very  shame,  or  by 
some  inadvertence,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  elicit  from  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  how  it  was  that 
they  meant  to  provide  for  the  national  ex- 
penditure, and  if  they  refused  to  increase 
the  revenue  by  diminishing  the  burdens  of 
the  people,  that,  at  least,  they  would  ex- 
plain to  the  people  what  new  burdens  they 
were  about  to  put  upon  them.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  forming  a  conclusion  as  to  the 
result  of  this  strug^e.  He  had  seen  many 
changes  in  the  course  of  his  political  career; 
he  had  seen  powerful  Ministers  of  the  day, 
powerful  also  in  opposition — measures  which, 
at  one  period,  haraly  found  support,  in  an- 
other year  carried  by  acclamation ;  but  he 
had  never  seen  the  permanent  failure  of 
any  great  and  popular  cause,  taken  up  by 
X2 
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a  great  party  in  that  House ;  year  after 
year  he  had  seen  such  principles  taken  up 
by  small  minorities^  but  as  time  advanced 
the  minorities  increased,  and  the  measures 
were  at  last  triumphantly  carried,  assert- 
ing the  power  of  popular  principles  and 
popular  justice.  He  had  never  battled  un- 
der better  auspices  than  now.  They  had, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  the  distinct 
and  clearly- expressed  unanimous  opinion  of 
every  writer  and  thinker  upon  this  subject 
[Cheers];  he  repeated,  of  every  writer  and 
thinker  upon  this  subject  whose  name  was 
known  tr)  him.  Perhaps hon.  Gentlemen  op. 
posite  might  name  some  person  whom  he  had 
forgotten  ;  but  the  Government  had  on  its 
side  the  precepts  and  the  policy  of  the 
greatest  of  our  modem  statesmen  -^  the 
wants  and  the  distresses  of  a  suffering  peo  • 
pie— the  sense  of  justice,  and  the  revolting 
against  injustice  of  that  people,  who  com- 
plained that  their  comforts  were  diminished 
in  order  to  provide  for  the  luxuries  of  an 
aristcctacy ;  they  had  these  things  on  their 
side,  and  he  would  venture  to  say,  that 
those  who  fought  under  their  standard 
would  be  sure  to  conquer. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,*  thb,  Sir,  is  not  the 
first  time  that  I  have  felt  the  extreme  em- 
barrassment of  being  called  upon  to  address 
you  when  every  argument  and  every  topic 
which  could  be  converted  into  the  sem- 
blance of  an  argument  have  been  exhausted. 
And,  I  should  have  been  perfectly  content 
to  relinquish  all  claim  on  the  attention  of 
the  House,  if  I  did  not  feel  convinced,  that 
the  whole  House,  without  reference  to 
party  distinctions,  will  acknowledge,  that 
it  is  not  fitting,  that  I  should  permit  this 
debate  to  close  without  the  expression  of 
my  sentiments.  If  it  be  the  general  opin- 
ion of  the  House,  that  I  have  no  alternative 
but  to  address  them  on  this  occasion,  I  am 
sure  the  same  feeling  will  also  induce  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  grant  me,  whilst  I  do  ad- 
dress them,  their  indulcent  attention.  Sir, 
I  shall  first  apply  myself  to  the  proper  sub- 
ject of  debate — the  question  which  is  in- 
volved in  the  resolution  which  has  been 
moved  by  my  hon.  Friend.  That  resolu- 
tion implies  an  opinion  on  the  part  of 
this  House,  that,  considering  the  sacrifices 
which  we  have  made  for  the  abolition  of 
the  slave-trade  and  of  slavery,  it  is  not 
expedient  to  sanction  the  proposal  for  in- 
troducing into  the  market  of  the  United 
Kingdom  sugar  which  is  the  production  of 
slave  labour.  And,  Sir,  after  all  the  abilitv 
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which  has  been  exhibited  in  opposition  to 
that  principle,  my  opinion  remains  the 
same,  that  it  would  not  be  for  the  interest 
nor  for  the  honour  of  this  country  to  open 
our  market  to  sugar  the  produce  of  slave 
labour.  Sir,  I  should  give  my  vote  on  this 
question  apart  from  all  other  considera- 
tions. If  1  had  heard  nothing  about  Corn- 
laws,  if  I  had  heard  nothing  about  timber 
duties,  I  should  have  been  prepared  on  the 
abstract  merits  of  this  particular  question 
earnestly  to  support  the  resolution  of  my 
noble  Friend.  I  will  state  the  grounds  on 
which  I  give  that  resolution  my  support. 
I  do  not  support  it  on  the  assumption,  that 
there  is  some  overpowering  moral  obliga- 
tion which  compels  us  to  abstain  altogether 
from  the  consumption  of  the  produce  of 
slavery.  I  do  not  recognise  that  principle 
— I  do  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  with  any  unheard-of  violation 
of  moral  duty  in  bringing  forward  this  pro- 
position* I  myself  have  voted  for  the  re. 
duction  of  duties  on  articles  of  consumption 
the  produce  of  slave-labour.  I  have  voted 
for  the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  cotton 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  the  manu- 
factures of  this  country.  I  supported  the 
right  l|on.  Gentleman  opposite  last  year  in 
the  proposal  he  made  for  getting  rid  of  the 
absurd  system  of  sending  oofiee,  the  pro- 
duce of  Brazil  and  of  Venezuela,  round  by 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  in  order  to  intro- 
duce it  here  at  a  lower  rate  of  duty.  I  gave 
him  my  support  on  that  proposition,  and  it 
was  not  in  consequence  of  any  opposition 
from  me,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
subsequently  abandoned  it.  Prudential 
considerations  may  enter  into  the  discussion 
of  questions  of  this  nature.  Reference  may 
be  had  to  the  preponderance  of  good  or 
evil.  If,  by  excluding  cotton,  I  should 
reduce  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  in 
this  country  to  a  state  of  starvation,  should 
paralyse  the  greatest  branch  of  our  manu- 
facturing industry,  should  undermine  the 
foundations  of  our  national  strength — I 
cannot  admit,  that  I  am  morally  bound  to 
entail  such  enormous  evils  on  my  country, 
because  the  cotton  I  require  is  the  produce 
of  slave  labour.  If  such  considerations  may 
influence  my  judgment  as  to  the  admission 
of  cotton,  I  cannot  insist,  that  they  shall 
be  altogether  excluded  in  determining  the 
question  of  sugar.  But  af^r  giving  their 
fair  weight  to  these  considerations— after 
attempting  to  adjust  this  balance  of  jg^oA 
and  t'vil— I  have  made  up  my  mind  in  fa- 
vour of  this  continued  exclusion  of  sagar, 
the  produce  of  slave  labour.     Sir,  my  con- 
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▼iction  mainly  rests  on  a  consideration  of 
the  state  of  the  West  Indies,  and  of  the 
progress  of  the  great  experiment  of  slave 
emancipation  in  those  colonics.  I  do  nol 
ask  you  to  continue  this  exclusion  for  the 
purpose  nf  supporting  the  interests  of  indi- 
vidual West- India  proprietors.  I  admit, 
that  your  liherality  has  been  so  greats  that 
that  if  their  individual  pecuniary  interests 
%vere  alone  concerned,  you  would  have  a 
right  to  call  on  them  to  sacrifice  those  per- 
sonal interests  to  considerations  of  puhlic 
advantage.  But,  Sir,  I  forget  their  indi- 
vidual interests  in  the  much  higher  consi- 
derations that  are  involved  in  this  questicm. 
I  look  to  the  moral  and  social  condition  of 
that  part  of  your  empire  in  which  you  have 
recently  made  the  greatest,  the  most  ha- 
asardous,  and,  as  I  admit,  with  cordial  satis- 
faction, the  most  successful  experiment 
which  has  ever  been  made  in  civilized  soci- 
ety. And  can  I  conceal  from  myself  what 
m^y  be  the  consequence  if,  at  this  time, 
when  society  in  these  colonies  is  staggering 
under  the  shock  of  that  experiment,  you 
take  a  step  which  may  decide  forever,  that 
sugar  shall  no  longer  be  produced  at  a 
profit  by  free  labour  in  those  colonies  ?  Sir, 
the  hou.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Lis. 
keard  says,  that  it  is  a  matter  of  utter  in- 
difference whether  sugar  should  c6ntinue 
to  be  produced  in  certain  of  the  old  colonies 
of  thitf  empire.  *^  Abandon,"  says  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  '*  abandon  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  in  Jamaica— confine  it  to  Demerara 
and  Berbice."  Is  that,  then,  Sir,  the  point 
of  view  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
consider  the  interests  of  the  great  colony 
of  Jamaica,  and  of  other  of  the  old  colonies 
of  this  empire?  Is  it  a  matter  of  utter 
indifference  what  becomes  of  the  capital 
invested  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  ?  Is  it 
just  to  tell  the  capitalists  and  proprietors  of 
Jamaica,  that  emancipation  made  it  neces- 
aaiy,  that  they  should  incur  great  additional 
expense  for  the  moral  and  intellectual  im- 
provement of  the  negroes  who  were  ahout 
to  be  liberated — ^that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  social  welfare  of  the  colony,  that  they 
should  burthen  themselves  with  the  ex- 
penses of  increased  establishments  for  the 
purposes  of  education,  police,  and  justice- 
thai  at  this  critical  moment,  the  welfare  of 
the  liberated  slaves  depends  on  the  increased 
exertions  and  expenditure  of  the  colonists 
is  it  just,  after  having  called  on  them  to 
make  these  sacrifices,  to  inform  them,  that 
it  is  a  matter  of  no  concern,  whether  sugar 
cultifation  be  continued  in  Jamaica?  Can 
we  see  with  indifference  Jamaica  reduced 


to  the  condition  of  St.  Domingo  ?  Can  wa 
see  the  negroes  become  the  proprietors  of 
all  the  land  in  that  colony,  and  content 
themselves  with  such  a  degree  of  cultiva- 
tion as  will  not  produce  them  one  sin- 
gle article  in  the  shape  of  export  from 
that  colony?  Is  this  the  result  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contemplates  from 
the  adoption  of  his  principles  of  free 
trade?  Is  this  to  be  the  result  of  that 
great  experiment  of  emancipation  which 
has  been  proclaimed  to  be  so  successful? 
Is  this  to  be  the  great  and  striking  exam- 
ple which  we  arc  to  hold  up  to  the  imita- 
tion of  all  other  countries?  The  example, 
in  point  of  fact,  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  the  greatest  colony  of 
England  exhibit  is,  the  expulsion  of  the 
white  population  from  the  island,  and  the 
occupation  of  the  soil  by  negroes,  content 
with  the  bare  necessaries  of  Rfe — the  mere 
agricultural  produce  of  the  country — who 
are  to  raise  no  one  exportable  commodity 
— who  can,  therefore,  have  no  trade  with 
England :  and  this,  this  is  the  happy  con- 
dition which  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  anticipates  with  joy — this  is  the  state 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  reduce 
that  population  which  has  so  largely  ex- 
cited the  sympathies  of  the  people  of  this 
country  !  The  hon.  Member  tells  us  that 
there  is  not  a  writer-*not  a  man  of  the 
slightest  authority — who  has  given  an  opi- 
nion in  contradiction  to  his  own.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  can  refer  to  a  witness 
of  the  highest  character  and  of  the  greatest 
experience— Mr.  Burnley.  On  the  instant 
1  will  refute  him  from  the  mouth  of  his 
own  witness.  I  have,  by  mere  accident, 
an  extract  from  the  published  opinions  of 
Mr.  Burnley — and  of  course  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  attach  special  weight  to  those 
opinions.    Mr.  Burnley  says  :— 

*'That  unless  the  power  or  combined  la- 
bour be  ensured,  either  by  ioimigration  or 
some  other  means,  against  the  termination  of 
slavery  in  1840,  the  capital  invested  in  those 
expensive  works  and  machinery  set  up  for  the 
cultivation  of  sugar  must  perish  ;  and  in  his 
opinion,  unless  the  system  under  consider- 
ation be  established  before  1840,  the  most 
mischievous  consequences  must  ensue." 

["Date,  date,"  from  Mr.  C.  BuUer,2 
I  am  reading  from  Mr.  Burnley's  evidence 
before  the  East- India  Committee,  q.  1,418. 
[Mr.  C.  BuUer  here  made  some  observa- 
tion which  did  not  reach  the  gallery] 
Why,  does  the  hon.  Gentleman  imagine 
that  if  he  prevents  the  export  of  produce 
from  Jamaica,  if  be  makes  the  slaves  con« 
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tent  with  the  mere  agricultural  produce 
which  they  can  raise  from  the  soiU*  immi- 
gration of  labour  will  flow  into  Jamaica  ? 
Mr.  Burnley  further  went  on  to  sayi 

<<Tbat  there  was  not  a  man  living  in  Porto 
Rico,  Cuba,  and  the  United  States,  who  did  not 
believe  that  ruinous  prices  must  arise  in  1840 
in  the  British  West  Indies ;  and  that  if  the  first 
oommencement  of  the  experiment  of  free  la- 
bour  in  those  colonies  should  prove  disastrous, 
it  would  create  such  an  unfavourable  impres- 
sion throuah  the  world  as  no  subsequent  ef- 
forts would  be  able  to  remove." 

Now,  Sir,  having  rood  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  evidence  of  his  own  witness,  I 
have  aqpther  authority  for  him,  to  which 
I  think  he  will  be  dispoaed  to  pay  equal 
attention.  ["Now  it  is  coming!"  from 
Mr.  BrolherloH,]  What  in  cominff  ?  Oh  ! 
you  have  heard,  then,  of  the  Manchester 
pamphlet,  have  you  P  Sir,  I  had  an  inter- 
view with  three  intelligent  gentlemen  who 
formed  a  deputation  from  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  Manchester.  They  called  on 
me  to  advocate  the  principles  of  free  trade. 
I  told  them  that  while  I  must  reserve  for 
lay  place  in  Parliament  the  declaration  of 
my  own  opinions  on  any  of  the  sub- 
jects which  they  brought  under  my  con- 
sideration, I  was  perfectly  ready  to  hear 
with  the  greatest  attention  men  for  whoae 
extensive  experience  and  personal  charac* 
ter  I  had  high  respect.  Towards  the  con- 
clusion of  the  interview,  a  particular  wish 
was  expressed  that  I  would  read  a  certain 
pamphlet  on  the  extension  of  slavery,  and 
to  which  1  was  assured  that  I  should  at- 
tach great  importance.  I  made  a  promise 
that  whatever  might  be  my  avocations  I 
would  read  that  pamphlet,  and  I  confess 
that  I  entered  on  its  perusal  with  no  little 
anxiety  after  the  assurance  I  hal  received 
from  such  high  authority  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  resist  its  conclusions.  From  Mr. 
^shworth,  a  gentleman  of  great  ability, 
and  one  of  the  deputation  from  the  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  of  Manchestcri  I  received 
the  pamphlet  in  question,  with  a  note, 
which  1  will  read  :— 

"  Esteemed  Friend—- Herewith  I  send  thee 
a  pamphlet  of  William  Greg  ^  (the  brother,  1 
believe,  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester; 
a  gentleman  of  great  ability,  and,  as  I  am 
told,  of  great  authority  on  the  West  India 
question),  **  which  I  commend  to  thy  attentive 
perusal.  I  do  not  hear  that  either  Sir  F.Buxton 
or  nny  of  his  adherents  ever  attempted  an 
answer,  merely  remarking  that  such  reason- 
ing is  cold  philanthropy." 

Now,  Sir^  towards  the  close  of   this 


pamphlet  I  find  a  discussion  on  this  very 
question,  namely  the  policy  of  importing 
into  England  sugar  from  Cuba  and  BranL 
I  find  an  impartial  view  taken  of  the 
merits  of  the  question— I  find  it  stated, 

"That  the  planters  have  no  right  to  de- 
mand, and,  moreover,  to  expect,  that  the  Brit- 
ish nation  can  permanently  or  Ions  continue 
the  payment  of  the  enormous  pnces  which 
have  of  late  been  charged  for  two  of  the  most 
indispensable  articles  of  general  ooosomption, 
and  that  the  welfare  of  our  own  population, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  negro  population,  re- 
quires some  alteration  in  this  respect;  that, 
with  relation  to  the  interests  of  our  manufac- 
turers, we  ought  to  consider  that  the  Brazils 
were  large  consumers  of  our  fabrics,  but 
would  not  long  remain  so  if  this  country  con- 
tinued to  refuse  the  reception  of  their  princi- 
pal articles  of  produce  in  exchange ;  and  that 
we  ought  not  to  endanger  the  interests  of  one 
class  of  the  community  to  promote  those  of 
another.'^ 

Now,  then,  hear  what  is  said  by  Ibis 
gentleman  so  connected  with  the  manufac- 
turing interests,  the  chosen  champion  of 
the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce- 
one  who  entertains  a  due  regard  for  the 
value  of  the  Brazil  market,  and  also  for 
the  interests  of  the  British  consumer.  This 
is  evidently  a  gentleman  who  is  prepared 
to  take  an  enlarged  and  a  liberal  view  of 
this  question  even  according  to  the  notions 
of  the  Member  for  Liskeard.  And  what  is 
the  conclusion  to  which  this  gentleman 
comes? — He  says: — 

''  Few  things  can  be  more  certain  than  that 
the  ceasing  of  the  sugar  cultivation  in  our  co- 
lonies, and  the  consequent  destruction  of  the 
capital  now  invested  therein,  would  lead  to 
the  complete  abandonment  of  them  by  the 
white  population,  who  would  carry  to  more 
hopeful  lands  their  knowledge,  their  enecgy, 
and  all  their  capital*  Not  only  would  eman- 
cipation singularly  fail,  so  far  as  the  moral 
condition  of  the  negro  is  concerned,  but  the 
effects  which  it  was  expected  to  operate  on 
slavery  in  other  countries,  and  the  anticipated 
ffood  consequences  that  were  expected  to  flow 
from  our  example,  would  be  wholly  lost.'' 

And  now  I  beg  the  special  attention  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  oppcuite.  The  pamph- 
let goes  on  to  say,  that, 

''If  ever  the  negro  population  of  the  West 
Indies  shall  become  squatters  and  cultivators 
of  waste  ground,  instead  of  labourers  for  hir«p 
slaveiT  and  the  slave-trade  will  then  have  re« 
ceived  the  last  and  greatest  encouragement 
which  it  is  possible  for  them  to  receive. '^ 

Mr.  Oreg  foresaw  the  argument  that  would 
be  raised>  that  we  consume  slave^grown 
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tobacco  and  coffee,  and  could  not  there- 
fore ooofligtently  refuse  to  receive  sugar. 
His  answer  h,  that  the  objection  is  rather 
a  smart  than  a  sound  one,  and  that  the 
inapplicability  of  the  position  will  be  obvi- 
ous on  a  few  moments'  consideration. — 

**  In  one  word  (says  Mr.  Greg)  this  country 
is  not  called  on  to  exclude  foreign  slave-grown 
cotton,  because  it  never  has  been  excluded.  It 
is  called  on  to  exclude  slave-grown  sugar, 
becaase  it  has  never  been  admitted*'' 

The  conclusion  of  the  pamphlet  is  as 
follows : — 

**  That  the  only  method  of  destroying  the 
slave-trade,  and  putting  an  end  to  slavery,  is 
by  destroying  the  demand  for  slave-grown 
produce,  and  thus  doing  away  with  the  de« 
maud  for  slaves  ;  that  this  can  only  be  accom- 
plished by  establishing  to  the  world,  and 
through  the  medium  of  the  West  Indies,  the 
superior  cheapness  and  productiveness  of 
free-labour ;  that  the  prosperity  of  the  West 
Indies  can  only  be  continued  and  ensured  by 
an  extensive  and  systematic  system  of  immi- 
gration, and  by  the  temporary  continuation  of 
the  present  protective  discriminating  duties  on 
sugar." 

Sir,  in  case  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  not  perfectly  understand  the  last 
passage,  I  wUl  repeat  it  for  their  benefit. 
"  The  prosperity  of  the  West  Indies  cannot 
be  ensured  without  the  temporary  continu- 
ation of  the  present  protective  discriminat- 
ing duties  on  sugar."  This,  Sir,  is  not  the 
first  time,  that  I  have  been  indebted  for  an 
argument  to  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce. 

^  Sol  occubuit;  nox  nulla  secuta  est." 

I  have  kept  my  promisei  I  have  read  the 
pamphlet,  and  it  has  confirmed  me  in  my 

Sitmen,  that  we  ought  not  to  admit  to  the 
ritish  market  foreign  sugar  the  produce 
of  slave-labour.  Sir,  I  am  not  unaware, 
that  owing  to  the  effects  of  the  emancipa- 
tion of  the  West-Indian  slaves,  there  has 
been  a  great  diminution  in  the  productive- 
ness of  these  cdoniea ;  and  if  we  had  no 
other  source  to  which  we  could  look  for  a 
supply  of  sugar,  the  pressure  would  be  so 
severe  that  we  could  not  continue  to  the 
West  Indies  their  present  monopoly. 
Whatever  might  be  the  advantages  of  en- 
eooraging  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
West-India  colonies,  stilly  if  we  could  only 
look  to  a  supply  of  sugar  to  the  amount  of 
115,000  tons  yearly  t  we  could  not  eontinue 
the  prohibition  on  foreign  sugar.  But, 
Sir,  I  look  to  the  east,  i  look  to  India  to 
affivd  a  security  and  check  against  extra- 


vagant prices ;  and  I  am  of  opinion,  that  if 
you  |)ermit  the  experiment  which  we  have 
entered  on  to  be  carried  out,  the  West 
Indies^  the  Mauritius,  and  India,  will  to- 
ffether  amply  supply  us  with  sugar  at  a 
fair  and  moderate  rate.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xche« 
quer,  referred  with  apparent  satisfaction  to 
the  increase  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
price  of  sugar  on  the  day  on  which  he 
spoke.  Buty  Sir,  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  find,  that  for  some  weeks 
past  there  has  been  a  progressive  reduction 
in  the  price;  and,  notwithstanding  the 
prevalent  expectation  that  this  tlouse 
would  refuse  to  confirm  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  this  expectation 
has  not  produced  any  increase  in  the  price  of 
sugar.  The  Member  for  Liskeard  says, 
we  are  about  to  infiict  an  enormous  injury 
.on  the  East  Indies,  by  opening  the  British 
market  to  East- India  sugar,  refusing,  at 
the  same  time  competition  with  foreign 
sugar  ;  that  we  are  fostering  a  new  mono- 
poly, and  presenting  to  it  a  single  market 
which  wUl  soon  be  overstocked.  But 
surely  the  markets  of  the  world  will  con- 
tinue open  to  East-India  sugar.  Why 
should  not  East-India  sugar,  if  the  supply 
for  our  use  be  superabundant,  compete  in 
the  markets  of  Europe  with  foreign  sugar  ^ 
But,  says  the  hon.  Gentleman,  "  Do  not 
divert  from  their  present  employment,  the 
labour  and  capital  of  India."  Divert  the 
labour  and  capital  of  India !  Have  you 
considered  the  position  in  which  India 
stands  with  respect  to  this  country  ?  Re. 
mittanccs  are  required  from  India  on  be- 
half of  Government,  to  the  amount  of 
3,200,000/L  yearly ;  private  remittances 
amount  to  about  half  a  million  more;  and 
there  is  no  other  mode  of  paying  these  re- 
mittances, except  by  the  agricultural  pro- 
duce of  India.  If,  then,  I  encourage  the 
produce  of  that  country,  and  thus  enable 
it  to  make  up  the  amount  of  the  remit- 
tances— if  I  do  this,  shall  I  be  told,  that  1 
am  inflicting  an  injury  either  on  this 
country  or  on  India?  Shall  I  be  told,  that 
when  I. am  dealing  with  a  country  from 
which  we  exact  a  sum  of  3,200,000/.  for 
Government  purposes  only,  and  which  has 
no  other  mode  of  making  up  that  sum,  ex- 
cept from  the  produce  of  her  agricultural 
industry,  I  must  apply  strictly  and  rigour- 
ously  the  principles  of  free-trade  ?  Sir,  I 
have  often  listened  in  this  House,  with 
painful  emotions,  to  debates  respecting  the 
condition  of  India,  and  to  the  evidence  of 
the  injury  which  this  eountiy  has  done 
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her  by  destroying  her  manufactures  througli 
the  substitution  of  our  own.  Can  I  forget 
the  accounts  of  Dacca^  once  a  great  and 
flourishing  city^  the  seat  of  prosperous 
manufactures,  containing  a  population  of 
150,000  inhabitants,  now  reduced  to  20,000 
or  30,000,  with  the  malaria  and  famine 
extending  their  ravages,  and  threatening  to 
turn  it  into  a  desert  ?  I  recollect,  in  a  de- 
bate respecting  the  emigration  of  the  Hill 
Coolies,  being  struck  by  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh,  a  gentleman 
well  qualified  from  knowledge  and  experi- 
ence, to  deal  with  the  subject.  He  spoke 
of  the  danger  and  mischief  that  would  en- 
sue if  3K>u  refused  an  outlet  for  the  agri- 
cultural labour  of  India.  He  gave  an 
account  of  the  wages  of  agricultural  labour- 
ers in  Bengal,  and  of  the  condition  of  the 
inhabitants.  The  wages  of  the  labourer 
are  about  65.  a  month — that  is.  Is.  6d,  a- 
week,  or  about  2\d,  per  day.  They  subsist 
he  says,  upon  rice ;  and  if  rice  fails,  they 
starve.  He  described  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  seen  the  unfortunate  people  hurry- 
ing by  thousands  to  receive  the  relief  given 
by  the  Government  of  Bengal.  '^I  have 
seen,"  said  he,  *'  whole  villages  swept  away 
by  dreadful  inundations,  and  vast  tracts  of 
land  utterly  ruined  for  cultivation."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  then  drew  a  picture  of 
horror  more  dreadful  than  the  most  roman- 
tic imagination  could  have  conceived.  I 
know  nothing  more  appalling  than  the 
simple  truth  related  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. "  I  know  this,"  said  he,  ''  that  an 
officer  charged  with  a  mission  from  Cal- 
cutta was  obliged  to  turn  back  in  conse- 
quence of  the  horrible  smell  arising  from 
the  unburied  carcases  of  those  unfortunate 
beings  who  had  died  from  famine,  and 
whose  bodies  literally  strewed  the  roads." 
And  are  we,  with  such  accounts  as  these, 
to  be  fearful  of  disturbing  the  application 
of  agricultural  labour  in  India  ?  Have 
the  people  of  that  country,  ruined  by  our 
manufactures,  and  subject  to  heavy  fiscal 
demands,  to  be  met  only  by  the  produce  of 
agricultural  labour — ^liave  they  no  para- 
mount claim  upon  us  ?  The  rigid  princi- 
ples of  free-trade  may  make  no  distinction 
between  their  produce  and  that  of  the 
slaveholder  of  Cuba ;  but  surely  there  arc 
obligations — moral  and  social  obligations — 
duties  you  owe  to  millions  submitted  to 
your  sway— which  compel  you  to  have 
some  regard  for  other  considerations  than 
cheap  suffar.  These  are  the  main  grounds 
cm    whidi   I   support    the    resolution   of 

mj  noble  Friend  (Lord  gandon} ;  first, 


\  am  desirous  of  giving  fair  scope  lor  the 
experiment  we  have  made  by  the  abolicioii 
of  negro  slavery,  and  of  encoamging  the 
production  of  sugar  by  free  labour  in  the 
West  Indies.  Saxmdly,  admitting  the  de^ 
ficiency  of  our  present  supply  from  the 
West  Indies,  I  will  give  a  decided  prefer- 
ence to  the  East  Indies  in  procuring  an 
additional  supply.  I'hirdly,  I  will  not, 
without  more  o^nt  evidence  of  the  neces- 
sity, incur  the  risk  of  encoaraging  slavery 
and  the  slave-trade  by  opening,  for  the 
first  time,  the  market  of  England  to  the 
sugar  of  Cuba  and  Brazil  Sir,  I  never  at 
any  time  sought  to  inflame  the  minds  of 
the  people  on  the  question  of  slavery.  I 
gave  my  support  to  the  measure  of  my  no- 
ble Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  for  the  abolition 
of  slavery ;  and  I  gave  every  credit  to  those 
who  took  part  in  the  intrtxluction  of  that 
measure.  Sir,  I  never  lent  myself  to  the 
cry  of  Anti-slavery,  and  I  will  not  now 
lend  myself  to  the  cry  of  cheap  soger. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  re- 
proached my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge,  and  myself,  with  in- 
consistency in  having  formerly  been  parties 
to  a  proposition  of  Mr.  Charles  Ghrant,  for 
the  introduction  of  foreign  slave-grown 
sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said» 
the  proposition  had  been  supported  by  the 
Cabinet,  of  which  my  noble  Friend  and 
myself  were  Members }  that  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  Mr.  Grant's  measure  was  the  ad«* 
mission  of  slave-sugar  into  competition  with 
that  of  the  East  Indies,  and  that  the  pR»- 
tcction  proposed  for  the  latter  was  only 
9*.  per  cwt.  The  right  hon.  Crentlemen 
said  to  us,  ''Are  you  now  prepared  to  ride 
into  office  upon  such  grossly  inconsistent 
grounds  as  the  rejection  of  a  propontion 
similar  to  that  which  you  yourselves  sap- 
ported  ?"  Sir,  neither  I,  nor  any  Member 
of  that  Cabinet,  have  any  recollection  of 
such  a  discusrion  as  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  mentioned.  If  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Glenelg,  had  any  ie» 
collection  of  it,  I  should  have  given  up  my 
own  impressions ;  but  I  believe  hu  impras- 
sion  is  the  same  as  mine— that  no  sudi 
proposition  was  ever  submitted  to  that  Ca* 
binct.  It  may  have  been  suggested  by 
hinr  to  individual  Members  of  that  Cabinel, 
but  the  Cabinet  never  went  into  thefbmial 
consideration  of  any  such  proposition.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says,  we  did 
not  then  dissent  from  the  principle  of  Mr* 
Grant's  measure.  Very  tme^-but  die 
principle  in  question  was  not  the  comped* 

tion  m  iIaTe*sug«r  with  East^India  aogar 


626 


At^Mmed  Debate 


{Mat  18} 


(Eighth  hay). 


626 


— the  principle  was,  the  increase  of  con- 
sumption of  sugar  by  lowering  the  duty. 
We  said,  we  agreed  to  that  principle^  but 
feared  risking  the  loss  of  revenue.  But  it 
must  be  recollected  that  since  the  period  in 
question  slavery  in  our  own  colonics  has 
been  abolished,  and  that  completely  alters 
the  view  in  which  this  subject  is  to  be  re- 
garded. There  was  besides  at  that  time  a 
bounty  on  the  export  of  our  own  sugar, 
and  the  protection  proposed  by  Mr.  Grant, 
at  leaat  as  far  as  the  West  Indies  were 
concerned,  was  complete.  Foreign  suear 
could  not  have  entered  into  competition 
with  colonial  sugar  at  the  rates  of  duty  he 
proposed.  I  am  surprised,  I  confess,  at  the 
altered  tone  which  Gentlemen  have  lately 
assumed  respecting  slavery.  After  all  our 
magnificent  professions,  is  this  the  course 
which  is  proposed,  and  are  these  the  argu- 
ments by  which  that  course  is  recom- 
mended? We  are  now  to  tell  foreign 
countries  that  the  only  effectual  way  to 
abolish  slavery  and  the  slave-trade,  is  to 
admit  slave-grown  sugar  to  free  competi- 
tion with  our  own.  True,  we  may  give  a 
temporary  stimulus  to  the  produce  of  slavery, 
but  then  we  shall  improve  the  manufacture 
of  free-labour  sugar,  by  rivalry  with  that 
of  sugar  the  produce  of  slave-labour.  But 
will  not  the  improvement  be  reciprocal? 
If  the  result  of  competition  will  be  to  eco- 
nomiiEe  the  application  of  capital  on  our 
.par^— to  introduce  imj[nx>ved  machinery— 
to  stimulate  skill  and  invention,  as  applied 
to  free*labour  sugar— will  not  the  influ- 
ence of  that  same  competition  produce 
similar  results  in  Cuba  and  Brazil  ?  But 
who  will  believe  your  professions?  Who 
will  believe  that  your  motive  in  opening, 
for  the  first  time,  the  market  of  England 
to  slave-sugar  is  the  benevolent  wish  to 
extinguish  slavery?  No,  tell  the  truth. 
If  you  want  cheap  sugar,  say  so.  If  the 
high  price  of  sugar  diminishes  the  comfort 
of  your  own  population— -if  you  want  to 
fjfgea  the  markets  of  Brazil  and  Cuba  to 
your  manufactures  by  taking  their  sugar 
in  exchange — ^avow  your  object,  and  fo- 
reign countries  will  understand  you.  But 
they  will  only  laugh  at  your  pretence  that 
yoQ  are  labouring  to  extinguish  slavery  by 
increasing  the  consumption  of  slave-grown 
produce.  - 1  have  heard,  with  surprise,  from 
Cabinet  Ministers,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  the  doctrine  that  the  delinquencies 
of  foreign  countries  are  no  business  of  ours ; 
that  we  never  contemplated  removing  sla- 
very in  oilier  countries  by  our  example; 
that  it  b  enough  for  ua  to  Iwye  removed 


the  taint  from  ourselves ;  that  the  conduct 
of  other  countries  with  res|)ect  to  slavery 
19  a  matter  of  indifference  to  us.  The 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  says  the 
United  States  would  have  as  good  a  right 
to  refuse  commercial  intercourse  with  us 
on  account  of  the  Corn-laws,  as  we  have 
to  do  so  with  other  countries  on  account  of 
slavery ;  in  short,  that  the  question  is  a 
matter  of  indifference  to  us.  Why  surely 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  the  municipal 
laws  and  usages  of  other  countries  were  no 
business  of  ours,  and  applied  his  remark  to 
the  continuance  of  slavery  and  the  slave- 
trade  by  countries  with  which  we  had 
commercial  intercourse.  The  intense  feel- 
ing that  once  animated  the  people  of  Eng- 
land with  regard  to  the  abominations  of 
slavery  may  have  abated,  but  I  am  mis- 
taken if  there  will  not  be  great  regret, 
great  indignation  at  our  altered  views  and 
altered  tone  with  respect  to  slavery,  and  to 
the  moral  obligations  which  we  are  under 
to  discourage,  by  every  effort  we  can  make, 
the  slave-trade  and  slavery  in  other  coun- 
tries of  the  world.  We  are  now,  it  seems, 
to  abandon  the  high  position  we  have 
hitherto  taken,  and  to  deny  our  own  right 
to  speak  to  other  nations  in  the  language 
of  commanding  authority  on  the  subject  of 
slavery.  The  noble  Lord  alluded  to  the 
difference  between  England  and  Rome, 
and  quoted  the  beautiful  lines  of  Dryden 
for  the  purpose  of  heightening  the  con- 
trast :— 

''  Rome,  it  is  thine  alone  with  awful  sway 
To  rule  the  world,  and  make  mankind  obey. 
Disposing  peace  and  war,  thy  own  majestic 
way." 

True  it  is  that  we  have  no  such  power 
as  that  which  the  poet  ascribes  to  Rome. 
We  have  formidable  competitors  in  the 
struggle  for  empire;  we  cannot  compel 
obedience  to  our  commands  by  the  exercise 
of  material  power :  but  I  had  hoped  until  I 
heard  this  debate  that  there  was  a  sway, 
an  '^  awful  sway,"  which  we  could  still 
exercise— that  there  was  in  our  hands  not 
a  material  but  a  moral  power,  enabling  us 
to  ''  rule  the  world,"  and,  through  the  in- 
fluence of  high  principles  and  of  glorious 
sacrifices,  to  '^  make  mankind  obey."  Peace 
and  war  we  cannot  dispose  according  to  our 
arbitrary  will,  but  I  thought  we  still  hoped 
to  dispose  other  nations  to  follow  the  **  ma- 
jestic way"  which  has  conducted  us  to  hu« 
manity  and  justice.  If  we  still  cherish 
these  hopes,  if  we  have  not  abandoned 
these  hich  pretensions,  then  the  noble  Lord 

may  stiU  claim  for  England  some  of  the 
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high  prifileges  aneited  for  Rone,  voA, 
cookiniiing  hu  quoUtion,  may  oonfidently 
say— 

''To  tame  the  proud— the  fettei^d  slavt  to 
free,— 
These  are  imperial  arts,  and  woitbj  thee.^ 

Sir,  these  are  the  groands  on  which  I 

fVe  my  Tote  for  the  resolulioo  of  my  noUe 
riend.  And  in  voting  for  that  zesolntion 
I  am  taunted  by  the  noble  Lord  with  fiic- 
tious  purposes.  The  noble  Lord  commenced 
his  8f)eech,  Sir,  by  repelling  with  indigna- 
tion the  accusations  against  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  said  with  much  earnestness 
that  he  was  conscious  no  man  who  had 
watched  the  progress  of  the  Goremment  of 
which  he  was  a  member  could  ewer  suppose 
them  capable  of  bringing  forward  any  pub- 
lic measure  with  a  Tiew  to  court  popularity. 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  nothing  on  the  subject  of 
the  noble  Lord's  defence  of  himself— but  I 
had  hoped  that  the  experience  of  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  sufficed  to  free  us  from 
the  charge  of  hanng  offered  a  factious  op- 
position to  her  Majesty's  Government 
Before  he  levelled  any  such  accusation 
against  us,  he  mia;ht  have  recalled  to  his 
recollection  several  occasions  when,  if  we 
had  offered  a  factious  opposition  to  him,  his 
position  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  this 
House  would  have  been  far  less  easy  than  it 
has  been.  He  might  have  borne  in  mind 
the  question  of  pnvileffe-— the  question  of 

ladas— the  question  of 


the  union  of  the  Can 
the  Poor  Law— and.  Sir,  the  noUe  Lord 
might  have  had,  on  a  review  of  these  mea- 
sures, the  Justice  to  ^ve  us  some  credit  for 
not  having  been  desirous  wdnst  our  con- 
victions to  embarrass  his  Oovemmeut  on 
great  public  questions.  But  the  course  I 
pursue  is  a  factious  course ! — I,  who  tAe 
the  same  course  now  that  I  took  last  year 
—I,  who,  when  the  Member  for  Wunm 
proj^osed  to  introduce  into  this  ma»et 
ibreign  sopar  the  produce  of  dave^labour, 
in  comnetition  with  colonial  sugar  the  pro- 
duce or  free  labour— voted  against  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition  on  preasely  the  same 
grounds  on  which  I  vote  acainst  that  ci 
the  Government  this  year — I,  forsooth,  am 
to  be  charged  with  faction,  not  because  I 
alter,  but  wcause  I  adhere  to»  my  opinions  I 
Why  the  only  primdjacie  evidence  dt  fac- 
tion in  this  case  is,  that  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment pursued  the  same  course.  I  have 
had  some  txjpmenee  of  Parliamentarr  as- 
suimnoe*  but  it  is  an  unexampled  specimen 
of  it,  when  Gentlemen  who  abandon  their  I 
opfauons  this  yaar  charge  those  who  adhere] 


to  those  same  opmoos,  both  parties  having 
held  them  together  in  ooncert  last  year, 
with  faction.  There  b  another  olgection 
to  our  lesolotioti.  "  Oh,"  say  hon.  Gentle* 
men  opposite,  **  yon  embody  no  great  wtc^ 
vocable  principle  in  your  lesolotion/'  They 
point,  no  doubt,  to  the  illustrioas  example 
of  the  noble  Lotd's  resolutioa  of  1885,  on 
the  appropriation  of  Churdi  Revenue  in 
Irdand.  *'  Why  content  yourselves,*  they 
say,  "  with  temporary  grounds  of  objeclmii 
to  our  present  meaaores  ?  why  not  dedare 
that  no  settlement  ever  can  be  satisfactory 
which  does  not  exclude  now  and  for  ever 
Ibretgo  sugar  ?*  No,  no,  we  have  had  me- 
morable examples  of  irrevocable  reeolutioiis 
—-we  have  them  fresh  in  our  memoiy — we 
find  them  recorded  in  the  Journals— the 
standing  opprobrium  of  your  Government. 
"  But  see  what  an  enormity  jroa  eoramit** 
-—say  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  *'  Yoo 
absolutely  leave  a  loophole  to  escape  by. 
Who  can  predict  but  that  next  year  you 
will  he  compdled  to  adopt  this  very  prepo- 
sition which  you  now  reject?"  Why,  even 
if  we  should  do  so,  should  we  be  worse  off 
than  the  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  They  op- 
posed last  year  the  very  motion  they  make 
this,  and  thus  left  for  themselves  the  loop- 
hole by  which  diey  are  now  escaping. 
But  do  not  mistake  me.  Do  not  bdieve 
that  I  vote  for  the  resolution  of  ray  noUe 
Friend  with  the  intention  of  deviating 
from  my  present  course  in  a  future  year.  I 
will  be  frank  and  explicit  with  you.  My 
deliberate  opinion  is;,  that  the  great  experi« 
ment  which  has  cost  this  country  so  modi 
—the  great  experiment  for  the  extiiictiott 
oi  slavery— -should  be  fairly  and  perfectly 
tried ;  and  that  to  this  efiect  we  oiwht  to 
encourage  sugar,  the  production  of  free 
labour,  by  giring  it  the  preference  in  the 
market  of  the  United  Kingdom.  If  our 
West.India  Colonies  and  our  pomcssions  in 
the  East  can  supply  the  oonsumptiaci  of 
this  country,  can  ensure  us  a  supply  of  so- 
ger at  reasonable  prices,  at  sodi  prices  aa 
shall  permit  the  accustomed  use  of  sugar— 
I  would  continue  to  them,  on  the  ^peciat 
and  peculiar  grounds  which  I  have  referred 
to,  thenreference  in  the  home  market.  The 
price  of^  sugar  is  ftUing;  it  wae  BSi.  lOdL 
in  July,  1840— it  is  now  only  87#.  ItL; 
and  you  have  recently  given,  by  equaKatng 
the  duties  on  East-Indb  and  West-Indm 
rum,  increased  encouragement  for  the  pro* 
duction  of  sugar  in  India.  I  confidently 
hope,  therefore,  that  we  may  look  for  an 
adequate  supply  of  sugar  the  produce  of 
free  labour.    I  should  m  peifectly  eenleol 
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to  have  terminated  my  observations  with 
what  I  have  stated,  hut  that  1  am  reminded 
by  the  speedies  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  this  question  is  a 
great  financial  and  commercial  question,  as 
well  as  a  question  of  sugar — that  it  is  con- 
nected with  others  of  equally  grave  and 
serious  import  to  the  State--that  her  Majes- 
ty's Government  court  investigation  into 
their  whole  plan  of  finance,  and  that  it  is 
expected  that  hon.  Members  should  not  con- 
fine themselves  to  one  particular  topic  in 
discussing  it»  but  embrace  all  its  bearings. 
With  this  I  do  not  agree.  I  contend  that 
the  policy  of  admitting  foreien  sugar  must 
be  determined  by  other  considerations  than 
thoee  of  ordinary  commercial  policy — that 
it  stands  on  special  and  peculiar  grounds— 
and  that  1  might  fully  admit  the  principles 
of  free  trade-«and  yet  exempt  from  the  ap- 
plication of  them  this  particular  question. 
Sir,  I  do  not  deny  that  in  this  country  there 
exists  great  manufacturing  distress ; — and 
I  am  sure  that,  whatever  may  be  the  issue 
of  our  party  contests  in  this  House,  we  all 
hear  with  pain  those  details  of  individual 
sui&ring  that  have  been  read  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  But,  Sir,  I  protest  against 
these  details  as  legitimate  arguments  to  in. 
fluence  our  judgment  on  the  question  before 
us.  No  man  can  hear  them  with  more  pain 
and  sympathy  than  I  do*-- no  man  can  more 
cordially  or  more  anxiously  desire  to  re- 
lieve them  5  but,  at  the  same  time  that  I 
admit  this,  I  am  bound  also  to  remind  you 
that,  at  all  times  and  under  all  circumstan- 
ces, similar  dbtress  has  existed ;  and  so  long 
as  we  live  in  our  present  complicated  state 
of  aodety,  I  see  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
such  wfll  not  exist,  and  that  appeals,  foun- 
ded on  it,  will  not  be  preferred,  and  at- 
tempts made  to  influence  by  these  means 
oiur  reason  and  judgment.  But,  Sir,  al- 
though I  freely  admit  the  existence  of  such 
distress;  I  do  not,  1  confess,  view  with  the 
same  alarm  as  hon.  Membera  opposite  have 
pnrfened  to  view  it  the  commercial  and  ma- 
nufaoturing  condition  of  the  country.  I 
have  rdened  with  some  anxiety  to  the 
accounts  that  have  been  laid  before  the 
House  as  to  the  commerce  and  manu- 
faetares  of  this  country ;  and  I  see  no- 
thing in  them  to  justify  the  belief 
that  the  denression  in  these  branches  of  our 
national  industry  is  more  than  temporary, 
and  that  we  may  not  expect  a  speedy  re- 
vival, from  the  dasticity  of  our  resources. 
I  shall  teke  first  the  most  unfavourable 
document  that  I  can  find.  The  House  is 
asaraiey  that  there  are  ooaiparative  estimate! 


of  the  exports  and  imports  of  the  United 
Kingdom  for  three  yvars,  beginning  with 
1838,  and  ending  with  1840.  The  oflicial 
value  of  our  exports  was,  in  1888, 
92,000,000/.;  1839,  97,000,000/.;  1840, 
102,000,000/.  But  official  value,  it  muy 
be  stated,  is  only  a  criterion  of  quantity, 
and  the  declared  value  is  a  better  test  of 
the  profitable  nature  of  our  trade.  The 
declared  value  then  of  exports  was,  in  1838, 
49,630,000/.;  1839,  52,700,000/.;  1840, 
51,000,000/.,  showing  a .  decrease  of 
1,7000,000/.  on  a  comparison  of  the  Isst 
year  with  the  preceding.  In  the  cotton 
manufactures,  however,  there  is  no  de- 
crease, nor  in  the  linen  manufacture.  The 
decrease  has  been  on  the  earthenware  ma- 
nufactures, hardware,  the  woollen  manu- 
factures, and  the  silk  manufactures.  These 
have  been  the  chief  articles  on  which  there 
has  been  a  defalcation.  The  total  defalca- 
tion is  1,700,000/.,  comparing  the  declared 
value  of  1839  with  that  of  1840;  and  the 
defalcation  in  earthenware,  hardware,  and 
in  our  silk  and  woollen  manufactures,  will 
account  for  1,600,000/.  of  the  whole. 
Now,  I  find  that  for  these  four  articles  the 
United  States  are  our  chief  customers. 
The  United  States  take  two-fifths  of  our 
earthenware,  two-fifths  of  our  hardware, 
one-half  of  our  silk  manufactures,  and  one- 
third  of  our  woollen  manufactures;  and, 
when  I  consider  the  unsettled  state  of  the 
United  States  in  respect  to  credit  and  cur- 
rency, I  see  ample  cause  why  there  should 
be  a  temporary  decrease  of  demand  for  arti- 
cles of  British  manufacture,  and  grounds  for 
the  confident  hope,  that,  when  we  difficul- 
ties of  the  United  States  have  passed  away, 
the  demand  will  again  revive.  We  roust 
not  be  too  desponding  on  this  subject*  when 
we  consider  the  great  variation  in  demand, 
which  has  frequently  taken  place  in  the 
American  market.  It  is  quite  singular  to 
observe  the  vicissitudes  of  our  commercial 
intercourse  with  the  United  States.  I  have 
been  furnished  with  a  return  of  the 
value  in  dollars  of  exports  from  Great  Bri- 
tain into  the  United  States  for  some  years 
past.  In  1834  it  was  47,000,000;  in 
1835,  61,000,000;  in  1836,  78,000,000; 
and  then  it  suddenly  declined  to 
44,000,000.  The  year  after  it  was  again 
so  low  as  44,000,000;  in  1839  it  was 
65,000,000;  and,  as  might  be  expected 
after  so  sudden  an  increase,  the  next  year 
was  one  of  depression  and  deficiency.  Thus 
the  experience  of  our  trade  with  the  United 
States  warrants  us  in  entertaining  the  hope 
that  the  demand  in  the  United  States  will 
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revive,  and  that  the  depression  in  those  par- 
ticular manufactures  which  have  fallen  off* 
within  the  last  year  will  ere  long  cease. 
Let  us  now  take  the  state  of  our  navigation 
during  the  last  three  years.  I  cannot  re- 
concile that  state  with  any  serious  and 
general  diminution  of  our  manufacturing 
and  commercial  prosperity.  In  1838  the 
tonnage  of  vessels  huilt  and  registered  in 
the  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  these 
are  newly-built  vessels^  was  157,000;  in 
1839  it  was  290,000;  in  1833  it  was 
333,000.  In  1838  the  total  shipping  ;  I 
take  the  tonnage  and  not  the  vessels,  be- 
cause the  number  of  vessels  might  be  in- 
creased and  yet  the  tonnage  remain  the 
same,  or  decline  in  quantity ;  the  tonnage 
of  shipping  entered  inwards  in  1838  was 
4,000,000;  in  1839,  4,433,000;  in  1840, 
4,657,000.  The  tonnage  of  shipping 
cleared  outwards  was,  in  1838,  4,099,000; 
in  1839,  4,494,000;  in  1840,  4,783,000. 
The  tonnage  of  vessels  built  and  registered 
in  the  ports  of  England  was,  in  1838, 
127,000;  in  1839,  144,000;  in  1840, 
165,000.  Now,  fully  admitting,  that  there 
is  severe  pressure  of  manufacturing  distress 
in  some  parts  of  the  country,  I  can  hardly 
reconcile  the  existence  of  the  very  serious 
extent  of  commercial  distress,  which  some 
persons  suppose  to  exist,  with  that,  increase 
of  the  trade  and  navigation  of  the  country 
which  is  indicated  by  the  increase  of  the 
tonnage.  Looking,  then,  at  the  state  of 
the  United  States ;  looking  at  the  state  of 
our  relations  with  China,  and  the  interrup- 
tion of  our  intercourse  with  that  country ; 
looking,  too,  at  the  condition  of  Syria; 
looking  at  the  position  of  France,  and  other 
countnes  of  Europe,  influenced  by  the  fear 
of  war,  affecting  in  a  certain  degree  the 
course  of  peaceful  commerce ;  if  under  such 
a  combination  of  circumstances  there  should 
have  been  a  diminution  in  the  declared 
value  of  British  exports  during  the  last 
year,  I  am  not  led  to  infer  from  that  dimi- 
nution that  all  hopes  of  the  manufacturing 
prosperity  and  superiority  of  this  country 
are^extinct  At  the  same  time,  Sir,  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  admit,  that,  even  if  the 
state  of  anairs  was  most  prosperous,  that  is 
no  reason  why  relaxations  should  not  be 
made  in  restrictions  upon  commerce.  Do 
not  let  us  remain  stationary.  If  we 
can  improve  the  commercial  position  of  this 
country^  do  not  let  us  be  content  with 
maintaining  our  present  ground^  but  ap- 
ply  ourselves  to  a  fair  consideration  of 
the  means  by  which  that  increased  pros- 
perity may  be  obtained.    The  bon.  Mem« 


her  for  Wolverhampton  insists  upon  it  that 
1  must  make  a  declaration  of  my  sentiments 
with  respect  to  the  principles  of  free  traile. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  his  princi- 
ples and  the  principles  of  his  Friends  who 
concur  with  him  are,  that,  without  refer- 
ence to  any  other  consideration  whatever, 
your  true  policy  is  to  buy  in  the  cheapest 
market.  Now,  if  these  are  the  principles 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  be  uniformly 
and  invariably  applied  without  reference  to 
the  circumstances  under  which ,  and  the 
time  at  wliich,  they  are  to  be  applied,  I 
can  only  say,  that  in  those  principles,  or 
rather  in  the  application  of  those  princi* 
pies,  I  do  not  concur.  I  do  not  contest 
them  with  reference  to  countries  in  whicfaf 
if  it  were  possible  to  conceive  such  a  case, 
there  arc  no  preformed  relations  of 
society ;  but  as  my  noble  Friend  justly  said, 
in  that  admirable  speech  which  he  has 
delivered  in  the  course  of  this  debate— <in 
a  country  of  such  complicated  relations,  of 
such  extensive  empiic,  in  a  country  where 
there  exist  moral  and  social  obligations 
wholly  independent  of  mere  commercial 
considerations,  I  say  invariably  and  uni- 
formly to  apply  the  principle  of  buying  in 
the  cheapest  market  would  be,  in  my 
opinion,  to  involve  this  country  in  extreme 
embarrassment.  I  apprehend,  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  obliged  to 
dissent  from  the  principles  of  free  trade 
as  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
the  principle  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
really  to  buy  in  the  cheapest  market  with- 
out reference  to  any  other  consideration^ 
what  does  he  say  to  the  proposal  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  impose  a  duty  of 
Ss.  per  quarter  on  the  importation  of  corn  ? 
Why  does  he  not  demand  from  them 
the  free  and  unrestricted  importation  of 
wheat,  sugar,  timber,  and  everything 
else  ?  But,  in  fact,  her  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment  claim  exactly  the  same  privilege  that 
I  claim,  vis.,  that  I  will  not  commit  my* 
self  to  your  mere  abstract  principles  with« 
out  knowing  the  circumstances  under 
which,  and  the  time  at  which,  you  propose 
to  apply  them.  If  by  the  principles  of 
free  trade  you  simply  mean  the  progressive 
and  well-considered  relaxation  of  restric- 
tions upon  commerce,  I  may  venture  to  re- 
fer to  the  past  I  can  say  with  truth,  not- 
withstanding the  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  there  was  no  man  in  this  House 
from  whom  Mr.  Huskisson  derived  a  more 
cordial  and  invariable  support  than  he  de- 
rived from  me.  I  know  not  whether  the 
principles  on  whidi  be  acted  are  unpopular 
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now  or  no,  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare 
that  I  did  at  that  time  cordiaUy  support 
the  proposals  made  by  Mr.  Huskisson,  and 
that  the  result  of  those  measures  has  con- 
firmed me  in  the  wisdom  of  that  course. 
The  noble  Lord,  however,  seemed  to  con- 
sider that  Mr.  Huskisson  met  with  a  cold 
and  hefdtating  support  from  his  colleagues 
and  from  the  party  who  generally  act^  in 
concurrence  with  them ;  but  this  I  know, 
and  I  may  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Palmerston)  to  confirm  my  statement,  that 
Mr.  Huskisson  assigned,  as  one  of  his  chief 
reasons  for  joining  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
in  1828,  that  he  would  have  in  me  a  coU 
league  from  whom  he  had  previously  re- 
ceived constant  and  cordial  support  in  his 
commercial  measures.  Now,  a  word  as  to 
the  unvarying  assistance  which  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson receivea  from  the  noble  Lord's  party. 
The  fact  is,  that  the  most  formidable  oppo* 
sition  which  Mr.  Huskisson  had  to  en- 
counter came  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry ;  and  on  that  very  question  which 
has  been  so  particularly  referred  to,  the 
silk  manufacture— on  that  particular  ques- 
tion the  Member  for  Coventry  (Mr.  Ellice), 
boasting,  of  course,  of  the  most  enlarged 
views  of  commercial  policy,  yet,  being 
pressed  by  his  Coventry  constituents — col- 
lected together  every  argument  which  he 
conld  possibly  collect,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  silk  manufacturers  of  Coventry,  to  show 
why  silk  manufactures  should  be  exempted 
from  the  principles  of  free  trade ;  and  the 
only  opposition  in  point  of  an  actual  mo- 
tion which  my  right  hon.  Friend  en- 
countered, was  the  motion  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  grande  decue  columen- 
que  rerum  of  her  Majesty's  Government. 
And  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  seconded  and 
cordially  supported  by  a  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Williams),  a  faithful  adherent  of  the 
same  party,  who  was  then  Member  for 
Lincoln,  and  has  since  been  elevated  to  the 
office  of  Judge.  That  hon.  Gentleman  (a 
sound  Whig  I  presume)  not  only  contested 
the  principles  of  free  trade,  but  he  accused 
Mr.  Huskisson  and  us  who  acted  with  him 
of  being  "  cold-blooded  metaphysicians, 
who,**  according  to  the  language  of  Mr. 
Burke,  *'  were  actuated  by  all  the  malig- 
nity of  the  devil — and  by  the  same  sove- 
reign contempt  for  the  happiness  and  wel- 
fare of  mankind."  And  now,  forsooth,  we 
are  to  be  told  that  Mr.  Huskisson  met  with 
nothing  but  obstruction  from  his  own 
party,  and  that  he  was  wafted  over  all  his 
difficulties  on  the  flowing  wave  of  Whig 
enthusiasm.     The    noble    Lord  seems  to 


claim  an  exclusive  inheritance  of  the  prin« 
ciples  of  Mr.  Huskisson.  Nay,  he  makes 
the  awful  announcement,  that  if  he  and 
his  colleagues  are  driven  out  of  office,  they 
will  pack  up  the  principles  of  free  trade 
and  carry  them  on  with  them.  "  Don't 
rob  us  of  our  property,"  says  the  noble 
Lord ;  but  at  last  the  generosity  of  his  na- 
ture prevails,  and  he  promises  that,  if  he  is 
properly  applied  to  by  his  successors,  he 
will  not  withhold  a  contribution  from  the 
stock  of  liberal  policy.  Why,  what  right 
has  the  noble  Lord  to  claim  this  exclusive 
dominion  over  the  principles  of  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson }  When  did  we  hear  a  word  of  them 
until  the  pressure  of  the  present  moment  ? 
Was  there  ever  any  public  man  who  pro- 
nounced so  positive  a  condemnation  of  the 
principles  of  free  trade  as  the  present  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country  ?  And  did  one  of 
you  dissent  from  that  declaration  ?  When 
Lord  Melbourne  said,  that  it  would  be  ab- 
solute insanity  to  deprive  the  agriculture  of 
this  country  of  protection — and  when  he 
held  language  from  which  it  must  be  rea- 
sonably inferred  that  he  thought  it  impos- 
sible, in  the  complicated  relations  of  so- 
ciety in  this  country,  to  apply  the  pure 
principles  of  free  trade  to  the  trade  in  com 
or  almost  anything  dse-— when  he  gave 
that  plain  indication  of  his  sentiments,  as 
the  head  of  the  Government,  did  one  man 
of  you  rise  in  this  House  to  express  his  op- 
position to  those  sentiments  r  Was  the 
budget  of  last  year  brought  forward  on  the 
principles  which  are  now  advocated  ?  Was 
the  five  per  cent,  additional  on  customs  and 
excise  a  specimen  of  your  comprehensive 
financial  views?  When  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  the  simplicity  of  his 
heart,  said  there  could  be  no  great  harm  in 
putting  five  per  cent,  additional  on  tobacco 
since  the  present  amount  of  duty  was  1,200 
per  cent,  on  the  prime  cost  of  the  article- 
had  he  then  become  a  convert  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Mr.  Huskisson  ?  Let  us  do  jus- 
tice to  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  not  confound 
his  measures  and  proceedings  with  youi-s. 
Mr.  Huskisson  applied  his  principles  soberly 
and  cautiously,  and  with  the  power  and 
means  and  intention  of  efiectually  carrying 
them  out.  He  prepared  the  public  mind 
for  the  adoption  of  these  principles ;  he  an- 
ticipated opposition  to  them,  and  prevented 
the  success  of  that  opposition  by  the  cau- 
tious and  deliberate  manner  in  which  he 
approached  them.  You  ask  me  what  I 
propose  to  do  with  reference  to  the  Corn- 
laws.  Sir,  I  will  not  shrink  from  the  ex- 
pression of  my  opinion.     If  I  saw  a  reason 
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for  changing  my  cowne,  I  would  do  so,  and 
frankly  avow  it.  But  I  have  not  changed 
my  opinion.  Notwithstanding  the  com- 
hination  which  has  been  formed  against 
the  Corn-laws,  notwithstanding  the  de- 
claration that  either  the  total  repeal^  or  the 
substitution  of  a  fixed  duty  for  the  present 
scale,  is  the  inevitable  result  of  the  agita- 
tion now  going  forward— notwithstanding 
this  declaration,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  avow 
my  adherence  to  the  opinion  which  I  ex- 
pressed last  year,  and  again  to  declare  that 
my  preference  is  decidedly  in  favour  of  a 
graduated  to  a  fixed  duty.  I  said,  last 
year,  and  I  repeat  now — for  I  may  refer  to 
the  speech  I  then  made  as  the  expressions 
of  my  opinions  now«  that  I  viewed  with 
anxiety  the  state  of  the  manufactures  of 
this  country.  I  stated  then,  as  I  state 
now,  that  I  consider  the  prosperous  state 
of  the  manufacturing  industry  of  this 
country  to  be  intimately  connected  with 
the  welfare  of  our  agriculture,  and  that 
the  prosperity  of  our  manufactures  s  a 
greater  support  to  our  agriculture  than  any 
system  of  Corn-laws.    That  was  the  lan- 

fiage  I  held  then,  and  that  is  the  language 
now  repeat.  I  said  that  I  preferr^  the 
rinciple  of  a  sliding  duty  to  a  fixed  one. 
said  that  I  would  not  bind  myself  to  the 
details  of  the  existing  law,  but  would  re- 
serve to  myself  the  unfettered  discretion  of 
considering  and  amending  those  details. 
You  declare,  however,  that  no  man  can 
maintain  the  present  system  of  Corn- 
laws,  and  be  friendly  to  a  liberal  com- 
mercial policy.  I  deny  that  conclusion, 
and  I  refer  you  to  Mr.  Huskisson.  He 
certainly  never  considered  protection  to 
affrioulture  incompatible  with  the  removal 
ox  restrictions  on  commerce.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  has  quoted  some  opinions  said 
to  be  delivered  by  Mr.  Huskisson  after  he 
led  oiBce,  but  I  know  that,  during  the  pe- 
riod I  was  united  in  office  with  him,  there 
was  no  more  strenuous  supporter  of  a  gra* 
duated  scale,  and  no  more  determined  op* 
poser  of  a  fixed  duty.  And  to  put  that 
question  beyond  all  doubt,  and  to  set  at 
rest  any  suspicion  of  my  stating  opinions 
as  his  which  he  had  not  entertained,  I  will 
quote  them  to  the  House.  Mr.  Huskisson 
stated  in  1827,  that  it  had  been  urced 
aeainst  him  that  he  held  the  opinion  that 
Kngland  ought  not  to  depend  largely  on 
otlier  countries  for  the  supply  of  coni)  and 
that  he  had  declared  in  1815,  and  still 
maintained,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
dangerous  than  a  reliance  of  this  country 
on    foreign  countries  for  her  food.      He 


avowed  that  such  were  his  opiniona,  and 
with  regard  to  the  graduated  scale*  he  oh* 
served,  that  he  was  not  only  the  advocate 
of  ity  but  that  he  claimed  credit  for  being  its 
actual  author.  In  1827,  Mr.  HusktsMm 
said:— 

''  I  proposed,  in  1814,  a  graduated  scale, 
and  it  is  not  likely  I  shonld  now  recommend  a 
principle  utterly  inconsistent  with  it." 

In  1898  Mr.  Huskisson  spoke  thus  : — 

"An  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  in  f4Vout 
of  a  fixed  duty  ;  abstractedly,  that  might  look 
well  enough ;  but,  when  they  regarded  the  cir. 
cumstances  of  the  country  and  the  wants  of 
the  people,  they  would  see  the  impossibility  of 
adopting  such  a  principle.  If  a  high  perma- 
nent duty  were  imposed,  then,  in  periods  of 
scarcity,  the  poor  would  be  exposed  to  suffer- 
ings, the  infliction  of  which  no  claims  for 
protection  on  the  part  of  the  home  corn-grower 
would  ever  justify".  "  A  permanent  fixed 
duty  was  out  of  the  question.'' 

Thb  was  the  opinion  of  Mr,  Huskiima 
in  1828,  two  years  before  the  telmination 
of  his  useful  career.  The  noble  liOid  will, 
however,  propose  the  adoption  of  a  fixed 
duty.  I  shall  ofier  my  opposition  to  it  on 
the  ground  that  I  do  not  think  a  fixed  duty 
can  be  permanently  maintained.  The 
Member  for  Marylebone  agrees  with  me 
for  he  supports  the  proposition,  not  on  its 
own  merits,  but  because  it  will  be  a 
stepping.stone  to  absolttte  freedom  in  the 
trade  of  com.  The  noble  Lord's  fixed 
duty  will  be  asiaOed  by  the  same  arguments 
by  which  the  graduated  scale  is  now  aU 
tacked*  The  Members  for  Finsbury  or 
Wolverhampton  will  anin  detail  cases 
of  severe  privation  in  the  manufacturing 
towns — the  cry  of  '^  no  bread-tax  "  will  be 
raised — the  noble  Lord  will  infallibly  be 
met  by  that  illegitimate  warfare  of  whiob 
he  has  set  the  exampi^^and  what  is  bis 
confidence  that  he  will  be  enabled  to 
maintain  his  fixed  duty  f  You  ask  again 
—what  do  you  propose  to  do  with  reapeet 
to  the  timber-duties?  I  answer,  I  reaerve 
to  myself  an  unfettered  action  on  this  point. 
Before  I  consider  the  timber-duties  I  shall 
require  that  the  noble  Lord  will  sive  me 
the  benefit  of  that  information  whioi  be  baa 
derived  from  the  Governor-general  of  Ca- 
nada. How  is  it  possible  for  me — how  could 
any  rational  man  venture  to  form  an  opintoa 
upon  such  a  subject  as  the  timber-duties* 
without  having  been  put  in  possession,  not 
only  of  the  financial  and  commercial,  but 
of  the  political  circumstances  connected 
with  them?  Did  the  noble  Lord  apply 
without  hesitation,  the  principles  of  &ee 
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tnde  to  the  timber-duties ?  No;  the  no- 
ble Lord  availed  himself  of  the  advant- 
ages  which  his  office  gave  him.  He  knew 
that  there  was  a  great  politioal  crisis  in  our 
North  American  colonies.  He  looked  to 
the  state  of  Canada.  He  considered  the 
great  experiment  which  had  been  made 
there  by  the  union  of  the  provinces.  He 
reflected  upon  the  state  of  our  relations 
with  the  United  States  of  America,  con- 
sequent on  the  apprehension  of  Mr.  M'Leod« 
and  the  long-pending  and  unsettled  question 
of  the  north-eastern  boundary.  He  took 
all  these  important  circumstances  into  con- 
sideration,  and  wisely  said, — 

**  Before  I  disturb  the  trading  interests  of 
Canada  by  great  alterations  in  the  existing 
timbered uties,  I  wiU  ascertain  the  state  of  feel- 
ing in  that  country  on  political  questions,  and 
confer  with  the  Govemor-general  as  to  the 
political  efiects  of  a  commercial  measure/' 

And  what  answer  does  he  receive  from 
the  Governor-general?  An  avowal  that 
the  alteration  of  the  timber-duties,  under 
present  circumstances,  would  greatly  add 
to  his  difficulties  in  oonducting  the  Go- 
vernment of  Canada.  And  is  there  any 
justice  in  your  demanding  from  me  posi- 
tive declarations  of  my  opinion  on  the  sub* 
ject  of  these  duties,  and  denying  me  at  the 
same  time  the  opportunity  of  weighing  the 
politic^  conrideratioDS  that  are  involved  in 
them  ^  The  only  informaiion  vou  give  me 
is,  that  the  measure  of  the  noUe  Lord  will 
increase  the  difficulties  of  governing  Ca- 
nada, and  yet  I  am  to  declare  preremptorily 
in  its  favour.  But  it  seems  that  the  Go« 
vemor-general  of  Canada  has  informed  the 
noble  Lord,  that  if  some  other  measures 
were  proposed  concurrently  with  an  altera- 
tion of  the  timber-duties,  the  dissatisfaction 
iu  Canada  might  be  mat^ially  abated, 
The  noble  Lord  has  not  given  us  the  faint* 
est  conception  of  the  nature  of  that  other 
measure.  How  preposterous  it  would  be 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  the  timber- 
duties  with  nothing  but  partial  informa- 
tion, and  mysterious  notices  as  to  the 
possible  effect  which  the  agitation  of  that 
question  might  produce  in  a  colony  which 
is  in  tlie  crisis  of  a  hazardous  experiment 
in  Government,  and  which  is  on  the 
frontier  of  a  powerful  State  with  which 
our  relations  are  far  from  satisfactory. 
Stilly  however,  there  remains  the  argu- 
ment, that  we  are  in  a  state  of  extreme 
financial  difficulty «  and  some  extraordinary 
effort  must  be  made  to  relieve  us.  There 
is  great  finaaoial  difficulty;  but,  for  that 


financial  difficulty  you — her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment—are mainly  responsible.     You 
have  had  the  possession  of  power  since  the 
year   1835.     You  have  h^  the  complete 
uncontrolled  administration  of  the  finances 
of  this  country  during  that  period.    When- 
ever you  happen  to  he  successful  you  bcnst 
of  success  as  a  proof  of  your  wisdom,  but 
you  never  admit  failure  to  be  even  primd 
facie    evidence  of  your  incapacity.     But 
the  whole  course  of  your  financial  admi- 
nutration    has    been  a  series  of   failures. 
Year  after  year  there  has  been  deficiency, 
year   after    year    increasing    expenditure, 
and  diminished  means  of  meeting  it.  And 
now,  when  the  aggregate  of  your  yearly 
deficiencies  amounts  to  near  8,000,000/. 
— when  the  burden  becomes  intolerable — 
when  exposure  and  disgrace  arc  inevitable 
— instead  of  penitent  confiassions  of  your 
own  incapacity  and  mal-administration,  you 
represent    yourselves    as    martyrs  in  the 
cause  of  free  trade — and  call  upon  me  to 
furnish  you  with  a  budget.     And  I  am  by 
no  means    surprised  at  your   confidence. 
You  recollect  that  when  I  lefl  office   in 
1830,  had  I  been  connected  with  an  ad- 
ministration which,  during  the  period  in 
which  it  had  the  management   of  the  fi- 
nances of  this  country,  reduced  the  public 
debt  by  20,000,000/.  of  capital,  and  the 
annual    charge   upon    that  debt  by  more 
than    1,000,000/.      You    remember,  too, 
that  we  left  a  surpliis  of  1,600,000/.  of 
revenue    over  expenditure  -—  and   mark ! 
we    did    all    this  with   the   incumbrance 
of  an  unreformed  Parliament.    You  have 
had  your  own  way  for  five  years,  with  the 
advantage  of  a  r^ormed  Parliament  |    you 
have  had  the  full  enjoyment  of  the  pro- 
mised blessings  of   '*  cheap  government.*' 
You  got  rid  of  these  your  illiberal  colleagues 
in  1834 — ^pointing  to  Lord  Stanley  ana  Sir 
James  Grakamy--^nd  with  all  these  ad- 
vantages in  your  favour,  a  reformed  Parlia- 
ment, cheap  Government,  no  patronage,  no 
obatruction  from  illiberal  colleagues,   the 
shameful  result  is  a  deficit  for  the  present 
year   of   2,400,000/.,    a  total  deficit   of 
7,500,000/«    And  vou  consider  me  respon- 
sible for  this,  and   demand    from    me    a 
Budget.     You  recollect,  no  doubt,  the  aid 
which  I  gave  you  with  respect  to  the  Ja- 
maica question  on  a  former  occasion-— when 
1  rescued  you  from  the  perils  of  your  own 
evil  ways,  when  I  enabled  you  to  retain 
popular  representative  Government — when 
1  prevented  you  from  disturbing  the  foun- 
dation of  the  security  of  every  other  colony 
which  boasted  of  a  representative  system— 
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when  you  were  compelled  to  take  my  ad- 
vice^  and  were  glad  and  rejoiced  in  your 
counsellor — you  remember  all  this^  and, 
with  good  reason,  invoke  my  aid  again-— 
and  be  assured  that,  if  the  circumstances 
were  the  same^  I  would  again  give  it  you, 
and  again  compel  you  to  take  my  advice. 
But  I  cannot  help  you  now.  No,  ^eat  as 
is  my  commiseration,  I  cannot]  assist  you. 
I  view  with  unaffected  sympathy  tbe  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  has  been 
remarked,  that  a  good  man  struggling  with 
adversity,  is  a  sight  worthy  of  the  gods. 
And  certainly,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
both  with  respect  to  the  goodness  of  the 
man,  and  the  extent  of  his  adversity,  pre- 
sents at  the  present  moment  that  spectacle. 
Can  there  be  a  more  lamentable  picture 
than  that  of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
seated  on  an  empty  chest — by  the  pool  of 
bottomless  deficiency — fishing  for  a  Budget? 
I  won't  bite,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shall  return*  home  with  his  pannier  as 
empty  as  his  chest.  What  absurdity  there 
is  in  demanding  a  Budget  from  me— in  re- 
quiring that  I,  who  am  out  of  office,  who 
have  l^en  out  of  office  for  ten  years,  shall 
agitate  the  public  mind  by  declaring  what 
taxes  I  would  impose^  or  what  taxes  I 
would  remit,  if  I  were  in  power !  There 
may  be  some  young  Member  silly  enough 
to  suppose,  that  I  will  permit  declarations 
on  such  a  subject  to  be  extorted  from  me— 
that  I  will  give  you  the  advantage  of  hint- 
ing at  a  property-tax,  or  threatening  to 
increase  the  penny  post.  I  will  make  no 
declaration  whatever  as  to  the  course  which 
I  will  pursue,  if  in  office,  with  regard  to 
financial  measures.  Nay,  more,  my  first 
act  in  office  must  necessarily  be  to  demand 
a  vote  of  confidence  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  order  that  I  may  be  enabled 
to  review  the  financial  situation  of  the 
country— -to  consider  its  expenditure,  and 
the  various  causes  from  which  the  present 
difficulties  have  arisen*  I  would  not  receive 
office  on  the  condition  of  making  hasty,  ill- 
considered  attempts  to  repair  the  existing 
evils.  I  admit  now,  as  I  nave  often  admit* 
ted,  the  bad  policy  of  incurring  debt  during 
peace ;  but  tnat  admission  should  not  pre- 
vent me  from  proposinc  such  temporary 
arrangements  as  might  give  time  for  mature 
consideration  on  the  present  financial  con- 
dition and  prospects  of  the  country.  The 
decision  of  to-night  will  involve  a  vote  of 
confidence.  If  unfavourable  to  the  Go- 
vernment, it  will  imply  distrust  in  their 
competency  to  relieve  the  country  ftom  its  I 


present  embarrassment.  They  are  chaiee* 
able  with  having  produced  it :  it  is  in  vain  tor 
them  to  refer  to  occasional  causes  of  extra- 
ordinary expenditure — to  a  rebeliion  in 
Canada— to  an  expedition  against  China. 
After  making  allowance  for  these,  there  is 
the  evidence  of  gross  mismanagement-* 
there  is  proof  that,  while  there  was  a  grow- 
ing increase  in  expenditure,  not  only  there 
was  no  effort  made  to  provide  fresh  means 
of  ^meeting  it,  but  existing  means  were 
thrown  away.  Revenue  was  abandoned 
while  estimates  were  increasing — revenue 
was  abandoned  not  from  the  conviction  of 
the  Government  that  the  sacrifice  was  wise, 
—but  abandoned  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ciliating party  support.  What  has  been 
the  cause  of  this  ?  What  has  led  us  step 
by  step  to  the  brink  of  this  precipice  ?  Not 
the  want  of  ability  in  individual  Members 
of  the  Cabinet— not  negligence,  not  inoom- 
petence — no,  the  evil  is  to  be  found  in  a 
departure  from  constitutional  principle— 
in  the  persevering  attempt  to  govern  with- 
out having  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  may  be  dexterity  in  this, 
but  it  is  fraught  wiUi  intolerable  evil  to 
the  country.  I  speak  not  of  occasional  de- 
feats, but  of  the  exhibition  year  ajfter  year 
of  the  inability  of  a  Government  to  carry 
its  own  measures.  You  yourselves  must 
be  conscious  of  this.  You  have  written 
your  own  condemnation.  When  I  fetired 
from  office  in  1835,  after  a  short  and  inef- 
fectual struggle  of  three  months— when  I 
relinouished  office  on  the  express  ground, 
that  I  did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons— the  noUe  Lord  told 
me,  that  I  had  acted  in  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution.  When  Lord  Meiboumc  re- 
turned to  office  in  1839,  after  the  defeat  of 
Government  on  the  Jamaica  Bill,  Lord 
Melbourne — after  referring  to  a  conversa- 
tion between  King  William  Srd  and  Bishop 
Burnet,  in  which  the  King  obaerved,  that 
the  worst  form  of  Government  was  a  weak 
and  inefficient  monarchy— said,  that  the 
worst  administration  that  could  be  formed 
was  that  which  did  not  possess  sufficient 
of  the  confidence  of  Parliament  to  be  ena- 
bled to  carry  the  measures  which  it  deemed 
important  for  the  public  welfare.  It  it  a 
violation  of  constitutional  principle— a  vio- 
lation of  the  spirit  of  representative  Go- 
vcmment-^hat  this  state  of  things  should 
continue.  It  is  not  fit  that  we  should  pre- 
sent to  Europe  the  spectacle  of  a  House  of 
Commons  constantly  refusing  to  sanction 
the  measures  of  an  Administration,  yet  not 
influencing  tbe  fate  of  that  AdministratioQ* 
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It  is  not  for  the  interest  of  free  and  popu- 
lar Government^  that  this  exhibition  should 
continue.  It  is  not  for  the  interest  of 
monarchy,  that  the  servants  of  the  Crown 
should  be  powerless  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons It  is  not  for  the  interest  of  the  mea- 
sures which  they  recommend,  that  those 
measures  should  be  viewed  with  suspicion 
and  distrust  on  account  of  the  position  of 
their  authors.  It  is  not  for  the  interest  of 
public  men — it  detracts  from  their  weight 
and  authority — it  is  injurious  to  their  pub- 
lic character  —  to  retain  office  without 
power.  Power,  indeed,  in  one  sense*  they 
do  possess.  I  do  not  underrate  it.  They 
can  excite  and  inflame  the  people;  they 
can,  by  the  minute  detail  of  sufferings— by 
imputing  those  sufferings  to  the  acts  of  the 
Legislature — ^by  comparing,  for  instance, 
the  wretched  condition  of  a  manufacturing 
population  with  the  ease  and  comfort  of 
liberated  negroes,  they  can  obstruct  the 
calm  and  dispassionate  consideration  of 
public  measures.  But  this  is  a  sorry  tri- 
umph :  this  appeal  to  passion  can  always 
be  made — it  always  has  been  made :  dis- 
tress— severe  distress — privations  that  are 
afflicting  in  the  recital — will  always  exist 
in  such  a  society  as  that  in  which  we  live, 
and  can  always  be  urged  agiiinst  any  mea- 
sure which  partakes  (as  the  best  measures 
may  partake)  of  an  unpopular  character. 
These  appeals  have  a  powerful  effect,  when 
made  by  individual  Members  of  the  Legis- 
lature. "When  made  by  men  in  authority 
•—by  men  whose  duty  it  is  to  resist  the  in- 
fluence of  such  appeals,  and  to  expose  their 
tendencies — they  act  with  tenfold  weight. 
It  may  be»  that  you  will  succeed  in  your 
present  object;  it  may  be,  that  amid  the  con- 
flicts of  passion  which  you  will  have  excited, 
amid  the  collision  of  contending  interests, 
you  may  gather  up  the  scattered  elements 
of  discord,  and  combine  them  into  the  ma- 
terials of  party  strength;  but  you  will  find 
them  dangerous  and  uncontrollable  instru- 
ments of  Government.  Rely  upon  it,  that 
when  authority  supports  itself  by  invoking 
the  assistance  of  agitation,  it  calls  to  its  aid 
an  ally,  powerful  no  doubt,  but  an  ally 
that  will  be  its  master,  and  not  its  slave. 

Viscount  Palmerston  spoke  as  follows  :* 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Kent,  in  the  speech  which  he  addressed 
to  the  House  this  evening^,  expressed  bis 
regret  at  the  long  duration  of  this  debate ; 
that  regret  did  not  surprise  me,  because  a 
debate  less  favourable  to  one  side  of  the 
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House,  and  attended  in  point  of  argumenti 
whatever  may  be  its  result  as  to  numbers, 
with  greater  triumph  to  the  other  side,  it 
never  has  been  my  lot  to  witness ;  I  can 
well  understand  therefore  that  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kent  should  regret  the  protracted 
length  of  the  debate  ;  and  notwithstanding 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  who  has  just  sat 
down,  and  though  1  admit  the  great  dex- 
terity with    which    he  has   handled  the 
various  topics  which  be  has  treated,  I  do 
not   think  that  even  that  speech  will  in- 
duce the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kent  to 
retract  the  regret  which  he  has  expressed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  who  has  just  sat  down  has  been 
pleased  to  make  himself  exceedingly  merry 
at   what  he  conceives  to   be  the  forlorn 
condition  of  my  right    hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  fishing  for 
a  budget.     My  right  hon.  Friend  is  fishing 
for  no  budget,  he  has  caught  his  budget, 
and  has  laid  it  on  the  table.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  does  not  go  begging  to  the 
other  side  for  a  budget.     He  has  been 
reproached  on  former  occasions,  and  has 
been  taunted  to  night,  for  playing  a  part 
which  is  stated  to  be  utterly  unworthy  of 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  has  to 
deal  with  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue  and 
has  brought  forward  a  budget  to  supply 
that  deficiency,  and  he  is  charged  with  an 
entire  forgetfulness  of  the  duties  incum« 
bent  on  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  instead  of  coming  down  with  a 
proposal  to  add  to  the  burthens  of  the 
people,  he  proposes  to  fill  up  the  deficiency 
of  revenue  by  relieving  the  people  from  a 
portion  of  those  burthens.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  mistaken  in  saying   that  we 
asked  him  for  his  budget  instead  of  ours. 
What  we  asked  was,   and   not  even  to- 
night has  an  answer  been  given  to  our 
question,  tell  us  aye  or  no  what  you  mean ; 
we  intend  to  supply  the  deficiency  of  the 
revenge  by  striking  a  blow  at  some  of  the 
great  monopolies  which  have  hitheKo  re- 
tarded the  prosperity  of  the  country,  you 
object  to  our  proposal  upon  narrow  and 
insufficient  grounds ;  tell  us  then  plainly 
whether  you  are  willing  to  make  up  the 
deficiency  in  the  way  we  have  intended 
to  do  soi  or  whether  you  are  prepared  to 
vote  new  taxes  for  the  purpose.    That  is 
the  question  put  to  the  other  side,  and  to 
that  question  we  have   had  no  answer. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  indeed  stated  that 
he  would  give  us  with  the  utmost  frank- 
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ness  his  opinion  on  the  three  questions, 
about  sugar,  corn,  and  timber :  but  what 
vere  his  declarations,  wh^t  were  those 
explanations  which  were  to  be  given  in  the 
spirit  of  such  unreserved  frankness  ?  As 
to  the  sugar  duty,  he  threw  over  in  the 
beginning  of  bis  s|)eech,  the  principles  and 
doctrines  contained  in  the  resolution  of 
his  noble  Friend,  and  said  that  (he  ques- 
tion was  one  of  prudence,  rather  than  of 
Erinciple,and  in  the  latter  part  of  his  speech 
e  said,  that  the  only  pledge  he  would  give 
about  the  sugar  duties  was,  that  he  would 
wait  to  see  whethei'  the  expected  supply 
from  the  East  Indies  would  cover  defi- 
ciency in  the  duties,  and  that  for  the  nejit 
year  be  should  propose  no  change  in  the 
rate  of  duty  ;  but  the  right  bon.  Ba- 
ronet, reserved  himself  for  the  future,  and 
beyond  next  year  he  would  give  us  no 
pledge  either  w<iy.  Well,  then  we  were  to 
have  his  unreserved  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Corn-laws.  What  was  it? 
why  th%t  he  preferred  a  sliding  scale  to  a 
fixed  duty.  A  sliding  scale  may  be  a 
slippery  thing.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
took  care  to  guard  himself  against  de- 
claring whether  that  sliding  scale  wouM  or 
would  not  be  a  scale  materially  diminish- 
ing that  amount  of  inordinate  protection 
which  the  present  law  affiurds.  But  the 
question  he  was  called  upon  to  answer  is, 
whether  he  is  willing  or  not  to  supply  a 
p^rt  of  the  deficiency  of  tho  revenue,  by 
creating  an  extension  of  our  commerce, 
by  means  of  a  reduction  in  th^  present 
i^moi^nt  of  the  duty  on  corn  ?  About  the 
timber  duties  too  we  have  had  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  equally  frank  and  candid 
declaration.  If  my  ears  did  not  deceive 
me,  he  said,  that  on  Xh^l  question  h^ 
should  keep  himself  totally  unfettered  for 
the  future.  That  until  he  knew  what  is 
at  present  known  only  to  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  tha  colonies,  and  until 
he  should  be  put,  like  my  noble  Friend, 
into  the  confidence  of  the  Governor-ge- 
neral of  Canada,  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible for  him  to  afford  us  any  informa- 
tion as  to  bis  views.  Well  then,  Sir,  am 
I  not  justified  in  saying,  that  never  do  I 
remember  a  great  questioi)  like  the  present, 
debated  by  one  party  on  grounds  so 
narrow  and  inadequate.  The  question  is, 
whether  the  great  springs  of  our  national 
industry  shall  be  relieved  from  sonie  of 
those  artificial  obstructions,  which  have 
hitherto  retarded  their  devclopement,  or 
whether  th^  sources  of  our  national  pros- 


perity shall  for  the  benefit  of  privMe  in- 
terests, and  of  privileged  cla«se<»  poDtinma 
to  be  chpked  op  ?  Tb^  questioq  is  fcvs- 
tween  fr^  trade,  (and  by  free  trad^  { 
mean  trade  op^p  to  competition)  on  the  w^ 
side,  and  monopoly  on  the  other.  The 
question  is  between  reason  and  prejudice ; 
between  the  interests  of  the  many,  and  the 
profits  of  the  few — and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  shrinking  from  a  question 
vihich  they  dare  not  manfully  grapple  witb» 
and  afraid  to  join  issue  with  us  on  the  veal 
merits  of  the  case,  because  they  know  that 
the  verdict  of  the  country  would  be  against 
them,  have  endeavoured  to  narrow  the  dis- 
cussion down  to  one  collateral  point,  and 
under  a  delusive  pretence  to  entrap  this 
House  and  the  country  into  an  erroneoua 
decision.  The  epithet  hypocritical  i|p- 
plied  to  the  resolution'  by  •  speakers  on  this 
side  has  been  taken  amiss  by  Qentlemi^n 
opposite  ;  I  will  -endeavour  not  to  repeat 
offensive  expressions;  I  will  content  myself 
with  saying  that  this  resolution  is  the 
homage  which  monopoly  pays  to  free 
trade.  But  an  homage  so  unwilling  and 
constrained  that  those  who  pay  it  hiive 
not  been  ^ble  entirely  to  assume  the  virtue 
which  they  do  not  feel ;  but  have  thought 
it  prudent  to  leave  themselves  2^  loophole 
for  escape ;  and  by  that  notable  parenthesis 
which  was  so  well  exposed  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  they  have  pro- 
vided for  themselves  the  mesons  of  de« 
scending  if  necessary  from  the  lofty  ground 
of  principle  on  which  they  profess  to  takf 
their  stand,  to  the  lower  aini  mofe  opn* 
venient  level  of  expediency.  Their  course 
reminds  me  of  that  sometimes  pursued  1^ 
their  friends  the  Spanish  Carlj^ts— on  mof^ 
than  one  occasion  in  the  late  civil  w^f. 
the  Carlists  when  warning  to  attack  the 
Queen's  forces,  placed  apd  c|rove  along;  ^t 
^he  head  of  th^ir  column  a  number  of 
helpless  captives,  trusting  (bat  (he  hu* 
nianity  of  their  opponents  i^ould  disarm 
their  resistiince,  ^nd  that  thus  th«y  shoulfl 
succeed  iu  their  attack.  Sq  noiy  (ho  hqn. 
Gentlemsn  opposite  ppt  forward  the  suf- 
ferings of  the  negroes.  I  forbear  from  in- 
quiring how  many  of  those  who  f^re  fore- 
most in  the  cry,  hs^ire  had  their  share  in 
causing  those  sufferings;  though  soovs 
things  haye  passed  in  this  d^l^ate  whic|) 
tend  to  throw  light  upon  such  ^n  ipqiiify. 
But  th^y  put  forward  the  sufferings  of  t^e 
negroes,  and  under  cov^r  gf  that  pr^t^n^^ 
the  whol£  hand  of  immopolists  rush  for- 
ward to  scale  the  fortress  of  po|v#r*     But 
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ihe  p%rty  oppovite  stand  upon  principle 
against  in^resU  The  principle  they  st^nd 
upon  if  the  principle  of  hupaanity ;  the  in- 
terest tbey  oppose  is  that  of  the  25,000,000 
of  people  who  inhabit  these  islands.  Now, 
I  honour  and  respect  principle.  I  admire 
a  man  who  acts  upon  principle,  even 
though  in  carrying  his  principle  out,  he 
should  thwart  roe,  and  obstruct  roy 
path.  But  then,  let  principle  be  the  rule 
and  not  the  exception.  Let  it  be  the  guide 
of  conduct,  and  the  inspirer  of  actions, 
and  let  it  not  be  merely  put  forward  as  a 
pretext  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  un- 
acknowledged ends.  They  say  humanity 
is  their  principle — an  excellent  principle 
it  is — pharity  is  said  to  begin  at  home ; 
why  should  not  humanity  also  be  a  do- 
mestic virtue  t  True  it  is  there  are  mil* 
lions  of  suffering  negroes  abroad  ;  true 
alio  is  it  that  we  have  millions  of  suffer- 
ing fellow-countrymen  at  home.  Why 
sboi^ld  pur  humanity  bestow  itself  exclu- 
sifely  on  the  former,  instead  of  giving  a 
due  share  of  its  attention  to  the  latter  ? 
The  principle  laid  down  by  Gentlemen 
opposite  is,  that  we  ought  not  to  consume 
tho  produce  of  slav^  laboiir;  that  is  the 

Sinciple  whjch  has  been  maintained  by 
e  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, who  moved  the  resolution,  but  it 
was  not  so  clearly  asserted  by  the  right 
bon.  the  Member  for  Tarawortb.  He 
seemed*  indeed,  to  set  it  aside.  This  may 
luiye  arisen  from  proofs  which  have  been 
given  by  what  has  passed  in  other  places, 
of  ihe  manner  ip  which  the  people  of  the 
country  view  this  matter ;  and  I  fim  no^ 
aurpfised,  that  at  the  close  of  this  debate, 
the  principle  on  which  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site laid  such  stress  at  the  outset,  should 
now  be  allowed  in  some  degree  to  remain 
uonotiped.  But  the  principle  contended 
for  is,  that  we  ought  not  to  consume  the 
produce  of  ilave-Iabour.  Well,  if  that 
principle  is  to  be  adopted,  apply  it  hon- 
estly, faithfully!  and  throughout.  Prohibit 
tbe  importation  of  the  enormous  quantities 
of  cotton  which  are  brought  every  year 
from  the  United  States  of  North  America. 
Prohibit  the  tobacco ;  prohibit  the  rice 
^hich  you  bring  from  thence  and  which 
is  all  tl^e  produce  of  slave  labour.  ["Oft  /*^ 
The  hop.  Gentlemen  opposite  laugh  and 
cry  Oh !  at  the  very  idea  of  such  a  thing 
— they  shrink  from  such  an  application 
0|f  their  principle — they  know  that  such 
an  application  of  their  principle  would 
deprive  of  employment  some  millions  of 


their  fellow-countrymen,  and  would  bring 
them  to  utter  ruin.  They  say  it  would 
not  be  expedient  to  do  this;  expedient, 
indeed  I  a  pretty  principle  this  to  take 
stand  upon,  the  practical  application  of 
which  is  to  depend  on  comparative  ex- 
pediency. But  they  think  they  have  an 
answer  to  this  argument :  they  say  it  is 
one  thing  to  submit  to  an  evil  that  exists, 
it  is  another  thing  to  create  a  new  evil ; 
and  although  we  have  long  encouraged 
slave-labour  in  North  America,  that  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  now  begin  to  en- 
courage slave-labour  in  South  Ainerica, 
But  would  the  effect  of  our  measure  be 
that  we  should  begin  now,  for  the  first 
time,  to  permit  the  consumption  of  things 
produced  by  slave-labour  in  South  Ame- 
rica ?  Do  we  not  already  encourage  the 
employment  of  slave-labour  in  South 
America,  and  to  the  extent  of  our  means? 
Do  we  not  send  out  every  year  to  the 
Brazils  vast  quantities  of  our  manufac- 
tures, and  are  we  not  paid  for  them  by 
the  sugar  and  coffee  which  is  there  pro- 
duced by  the  labour  of  slaves?  Do  we 
not  glut  the  Brazilian  market  with  our 
goods,  and  stimulate  them  every  year 
more  and  more  to  produce  more  and  more 
slave- labour  commodities  to  buy  those 
goods  with  ?  It  is  true  that  the  sugar 
and  coffee  come  not  here  but  go  to  Ger- 
many to  be  sold,  and  it  is  the  money  they 
are  spld  for  that  is  remitted  to  us;  but 
does  this  alter  the  nature  of  the  trans- 
action ?  We  are  told  that  we  must  not 
encourage  the  employment  of  slave-labour, 
and  yet  we  first  set  the  slaves  in  North 
America  to  work,  to  produce  for  us  as. 
much  cotton  as  possible,  and  then  we  add 
to  the  value  of  that  cotjon  and  send  it 
out  to  South  America  in  order  therewith 
to  set  the  slaves  of  South  America  to 
work,  to  produce  as  much  sugar  and 
coffee  as  they  can.  The  details  of  these 
transactions  of  ours  with  the  Brazilians 
are  sufficiently  curious  to  be  worth  fol- 
lowing out.  We  say  to  the  Brazilians  we 
can  supply  you  with  cotton  goods  cheaper 
and  better  than  any  you  can  get  else- 
where, will  you  buy  tnem  ?  By  all  means, 
reply  the  Brazilians,  and  we  will  pay  you 
for  your  goods  by  our  sugar  and  our 
coffee.  No,  say  we,  your  sugar  and  coffee 
are  produced  by  slave  labour,  we  are  men 
of  principle,  and  our  consciences  will  not 
allow  us  to  consume  the  produce  of  slave- 
labour,  we  cannot  take  your  sugar  and 
your  coffee.  Well  then,  any  body  would 
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imagine  that  the  transaction  ended  here ; 
that  we  sent  our  manufactures  to  some 
free  labour  market,  and  left  the  Brazilians 
to  eat  and  drink  their  sugar  and  coffee, 
or  to  dispose  of  them  as  best  they  may. 
No  such  thing ;  we  are  men  of  principle, 
but  we  are  also  men  of  business,  and  we 
try  to  help  the  Brazilians  out  of  their  dif- 
ficulty. We  say  to  them,  it  is  {rue  that 
we  cannot  consume  your  slave-labour 
sugar  and  coffee;  but  close  by  us,  and 
near  at  hand,  live  some  forty  millions  of 
industrious  thriving  Germans  who  are  not 
so  conscientious  as  we  are;  take  your 
sugar  to  them ;  they  will  buy  it  of  you, 
and  you  can  pay  us  for  our  cottons  with 
the  money  you  will  thus  receive;  and 
though  we  cannot  take  your  sugar  and 
coffee,  we  shall  not  scruple  to  take  the 
money  you  have  sold  them  for.  But  the 
Brazilians  represent  that  there  will  be 
some  difficulty  in  this.  The  Germans, 
they  say,  live  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  we  must  send  them  our  sugar  in 
ships ;  now  our  ships  are  few  in  number, 
and  are  ill*  fitted  to  cope  with  the  waves 
of  the  great  ocean ;  what  shall  we  do  ? 
Our  reply  is  ready.— Do  not  let  this  dis- 
turb youy  we  have  plenty  of  ships,  and 
they  are  quite  at  your  service.  It  is  true 
that  slave-labour  produce  would  contami- 
nate our  warehouses,  our  shops,  and  our 
tables ;  but  our  ships  are  different  things, 
and  they  shall  carry  your  sugar  for  you. 
But  the  Brazilians  have  another  difficulty; 
indeed  there  is  no  end  to  their  difficul- 
ties. They  tell  us  that  the  Germans  are 
particular  in  their  own  way  about  these 
matters,  and  have  a  fancy  for  refined 
sugar.  That  it  is  not  easy  to  refine  sugar 
in  Brazil,  and  that  the  Germans  do  not 
like  the  trouble  of  refining  it  themselves. 
Our  desire  to  oblige  is  inexhaustible,  we 
again  step  in  with  an  expedient:  Come 
never  mind,  we  will  help  you  here  also  : 
we  will  not  only  carry  your  sugar,  but  we 
will  refine  it  for  you  too.  It  is  sinful,  in- 
deed, to  consume  slave-labour  sugar,  but 
there  can  be  no  harm  in  refining  it,  which, 
in  fact,  is  to  cleanse  it  from  part  of  its 
original  impurity.  Accordingly  we  refine 
the  sugar,  and,  to  be  sure,  we  think  we 
bave  done.  Not  a  bit.  The  Brazilians 
are  at  us  again.  The  fact  is,  say  they,  we 
produce  a  great  deal  of  sugar ;  more  than 
the  Germans  will  buy,  at  least  at  a  remu- 
nerating price ;  what  are  we  to  do  with 
our  surplus  ?  Well,  our  goodness  is  in- 
finite :  having  carried  the  Brazilians  on  tu 


far,  we  are  determined  not  to  leave  them 
till  we  have  seen  them  safe  home;  we 
have  a  remedy,  we  tell  thero,  for  thit 
also ;  we  ourselves  will  buy  your  aurplns. 
It  cannot,  indeed,  be  consumed  at  home, 
because  the  people  of  this  kingdom  are 
the  inhabitants  of  the  mother  country, 
and  are  men  of  conscience ;  but  we  will 
send  it  to  the  West  Indies,  and  lo  Aus- 
tralia ;  the  people  who  live  in  those  parts 
are  only  negroes  and  colonists,  and  what 
right  can  they  have  to  consciences ;  yomr 
slave-labour  sugar  can  do  them  no  harm  : 
and  now,  that  you  may  not  plague  us  any 
more  about  these  matters,  we  tell  you  at 
once,  that  if  ever  the  price  of  our  own 
sugar  shall  rise  above  a  certain  amount; 
we  will  then  buy  more  of  your  slave, 
labour  sugar,  and  eat  it  ourselves.  Now, 
without  meaning  the  slightest  offence,  lei 
me  ask  if  it  is  not  the  grossest  hypocrisy, 
that  when  these  things  are  as  notorious  at 
the  sun  at  noon- day,  we  should  be  asked, 
on  pretences  so  hollow,  and  so  inconsist- 
ent  with  what  is  constantly  going  on,  to 
forego  an  arrangement  which  will  relieve 
our  commerce,  and  assist  our  finances. 
But  then  it  is  said  that  the  proposed  mea- 
sure will  encourage  the  slave-trade.  It 
can  encourage  the  slave-trade  only  in  at 
far  as  it  may  give  any  great  additional 
stimulus  to  dave-labour,  and  I  have  al- 
ready dealt  with  that  objection.  I  can 
assure  the  House,  that  if  we  had  thought 
that  this  measure  would  give  to  the  slave- 
trade  any  encouragement,  which  we  thouM 
not  be  able  by  other  meant  amply  to 
counterbalance,  we  would  not  have  pro- 
posed the  measure  to  Parliament,  what- 
ever might  have  been>  the  advantaget 
otherwise  to  be  gained  from  it.  I  think 
we  have  given  proof  of  the  sincerity  of 
our  zeal  for  the  soppretsion  of  the  tlave- 
trade.  During  the  time  we  have  hati 
the  honour  to  conduct  the  affaire  of 
the  country,  we  have  laboured  astido- 
ously,  perseveringly,  and  not  withoat 
some  succeu,  in  the  pursuit  of  this  great 
end.  The  suppression  of  the  tiave-tiide 
is  to  be  effected  by  two  means — first,  by 
the  vigilance  and  activity  of  that  maritime 
police,  which,  by  virtue  of  our  treaties 
with  other  powers,  we  are  enabled  to 
ettablish ;  secondly,  by  those  measnret  of 
internal  administration  which  foreign  p>. 
vernments  may  put  into  execution,  either 
in  compliance  with  our  suggestions,  or  la 
fulfilment  of  treaties  concluded  with  ut. 
I  contend  that  the  measure  which  w<e  pro* 
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pose  will  assist  us  in  both  these  respects  ; 
for  it  will  give  us  a  better  chance  of  ob- 
taining by  treaty  any  additional  powers 
and  authority,  which  our  maritime  police 
may  stand  in  need  of;  and  it  will  in- 
crease the  disposition  of  foreign  govern* 
meots  to  fulfil  the  engagements  they 
have  taken  towards  us,  to  put  down  the 
slave-trade  within  their  own  territories. 
When  we  came  into  office  in  1830, 
we  found  the  slave-trade  carried  on  to 
an  immense  extent,  and  under  various 
flagSy  notwithstanding  the  treaties  we  had 
then  concluded  with  Spain,  Portugal, 
Braiil,  the  Netherlands,  and  Sweden  ;  and 
notwithstanding  the  declaration  made  at 
Ifae  Congress  of  Vienna,  which  was  al- 
luded to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
and  which  cannot  be  mentioned  with  too 
roach  honour  to  the  statesmen  who  pro- 
posed it,  and  to  the  Governments  by  which 
it  was  adopted.  The  treaties  with  Por- 
tugal and  Spain  were  insufficient  for  their 
purpose.  That  with  Portugal  only  applied 
to  slave  trade  north  of  the  line,  and  nei- 
ther that  nor  the  treaty  with  Spain  gave 
sufficient  powers  for  the  detention  of  ves- 
sels equipped  for  slave  trade.  We  had  no 
treaty  with  France,  and  slave  trade  was 
carried  on  under  the  French  flag.  The 
first  thing  we  did  was  to  obtain  a  treaty 
with  France,  giving  mutual  right  of  search 
and  detention  to  the  cruizers  oF  the  two 
nations ;  and  when  Gentlemen  recollect 
bow  much  the  events  of  the  last  wars  be- 
tween England  and  France  must  have 
rendered  such  a  mutual  right  distasteful 
to  both  nations,  and  repugnant  to  their 
feelings  and  their  pride,  the  mere  fact  of 
such  a  treaty  having  been  concluded,  must 
be  a  convincing  proof  of  the  sincerity  and 
zeal  with  which  both  Governments  were 
animated  in  their  endeavours  to  put  down 
this  traffic ;  and  the  success  of  that  treaty 
has  been  complete,  for  from  that  moment 
die  slave  trade  has  ceased  to  be  carried 
on  Qoder  the  flag  of  France.  Next  we 
obtained  from  Spain,  by  a  new  treaty, 
larger  powers  for  our  cruizers,  and  fuller 
aadmore  complete  engagements  on  the 
part  of  the  Spanish  crown ;  and  I  must 
say,  that  if  the  Spanish  governors  of  Cuba 
bad  acted  with  good  faith,  and  had  rigidly 
enforced  the  law  of  Spain,  and  had  punc- 
tually fulfilled  the  treaty  engagements  of 
the  Spanish  crown,  their  exertions,  assisted 
by  those  of  the  British  cruisers,  would 
loDg  since  have  entirely  put  an  end  to  the 


Cuba  slave-trade;  and  a  similar  result 
would  have  been  obtained  in  Brazil,  if  the 
Brazilian  government  had  executed  with 
good  faith  and  vigour  the  engagements  it 
has  contracted  on  this  matter  towards 
Great  Britain.     But  we  were  told,  and  by 

manv  of  the  most  zealous  friends  of  abo* 

ft 

lition,  that  our  treaties  would  be  of  no 
avail  to  suppress  the  slave-trade  until  every 
maritime  state  in  Christendom  should  have 
joined  in  the  league  to  put  it  down ;  for 
as  fast  as  we  drove  the  trade  from  one 
flag  it  would  take  shelter  under  another, 
and  that  nothing  effectual  would  be  ac- 
complished as  long  as  any  one  flag  re- 
mained by  which  it  could  be  protected. 
We  felt  the  tiuth  of  this  assertion,  and  we 
set  ourselves  to  work  in  right  good  earnest 
to  enlist  all  the  maritime  states  of  the 
world  in  the  Christian  league  against  slave- 
trade.  We  have  laboured  hard,  and  I  am 
proud  to  say  not  without  some  success. 
At  the  present  moment  we  have  treaties 
concluded  and  ratified  with  France,  Spain , 
Portugal,  the  Netherlands,  Sweden,  Den- 
mark, the  Hans  Towns,  Sardinia,  Tus- 
cany, and  Naples  ;  we  have  been  negoti- 
ating a  treaty  between  England,  France, 
Austria,  Russia,  and  Prussia,  to  be  founded 
upon  the  treaty  now  existing  between' 
England  and  France.  The  details  of  this 
treaty  have  for  several  months  been  agreed 
upon,  and  the  signature  of  the  treaty  has 
been  delayed  solely  by  the  peculiar  posi- 
tion in  which  France  has  for  some  time 
past  stood  with  relation  to  the  other  four 
powers,  and  not  in  consequence  of  any 
difficulties  as  to  the  treaty  itself;  and  I 
trust  that  very  shortly  that  treaty  will  be 
signed.  When  that  treaty  is  signed  we 
shall  propose  to  Belgium,  to  Hanover,  and 
to  Greece  to  accede  to  it,  and  I  trust  there 
can  be  no  doubt  of  our  obtaining  the 
accession  of  those  states.  The  Greek  go- 
vernment has  indeed  lately,  and  very  much 
in  consequence  of  representations  made  to 
it  by  the  British  Government,  passed  a  law 
prohibiting  under  severe  penalties  that 
Mediterranean  slave-trade  in  Greek  ves- 
sels which  had  begun  to  attract  the  atten- 
tion of  Europe.  If  we  succeed  in  all  this, 
as  I  see  no  reason  to  doubt,  we  shall  have 
enlisted  all  the  maritime  states  of  Europe 
in  the  Christian  league.  Nor  have  we 
been  idle  as  to  America*  We  have  con- 
cluded treaties  which  have  been  ratified, 
with  Brazil,  Buenos  Ayres,  Venezuela,  and 
Haiti;  we  have  concluded  treaties  which 
have  not  yet  been  ratified,  with  Mexico, 
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MooterideOy  Chile,  and  Bolivia ;  and  we 
have  concluded  additional  artidet  which 
alfo  have  not  yet  been  ratified  with  Brazil. 
We  are  negotiating  a  treaty  with  the  re- 
public of  the  Eqoator,  and  we  have  pro- 
posed an  improved  treaty  to  Brazil.     We  j 
have  also  proposed  a  treaty  to  Fern,  but ' 
the  present  distvrbed  state  of  that  repnbiic, 
prevents  us,  for  the  moment,  from  making  | 
any    progress  in    that  negotiation ;    the 
party  now  in  power  in  Peru  having  set  up  j 
the  strange  doctrine  that  Peru  is  not  to 
make  treaties    with    any  but    American  . 
States.  Well,  then,  if  we  succeed  in  these 
various  negotiations,  which  I  have  no  rea- 
son to  think  we  shall  not,  we  shall  have 
enlisted  in  thb  league  against  slave-trade 
every  stale  in  Christendom  which  has  a 
flag  that  sails    on  the  ocean,  with   the 
single  exception  of  the  United  States  of 
North  America ;  and  I  cannot  believe,  that 
the  American  people,  descended  from  the 
same  ancestors  as  ourselves,  imbibing  from 
their  earliest  infancy  the  same  principles 
of  liberty,  and  the  same  doctrines  of  re- 
ligion, will  long  stand  aloof,  and  refuse  to 
join  the  league,  when  they  find  themselves 
the  only   Christian  nation  that  has  not 
subscribed  to  its  engagements.  They  have 
hitherto  been  deterred  from  doing  so  by 
the  fear  of  agreeing  to  that  mutual  right 
of  search  which  is  the  main  foundation  of 
all   these  treaties,  and   an  indispensable 
means  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade.     But  they  have  not  sufficiently  re- 
flected, that  the  right  of  search  which  is 
necessary  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave- 
trade  is  a  thing  utterly  and  entirely  differ- 
ent from  that  right  of  search,  which  on 
former  occasions  has  been  the  sulgect  of 
dispute  between  them  and  us.     1  trust 
that  the  people  of  America  will  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  carried  away  by  names, 
but  will  investigate  the  nature  of  things ; 
and  when  they  find,  as  on  consideration 
they  must  do,  that  what  we  atk  is  not  in- 
consistent with  their  national  honour,  and 
is  essential  for  abating  a  great  evil,  they 
will  join  the  other  states  of  Christendom, 
and  give  the  slave-trade  its  death-blow. 
I  think,  then,  that  we  may  assert  that  our 
conduct  proves,  that  we  feel  no  indifler- 
cnce  about  this  great  question  of  the  slave- 
trade;    and  that  we  are  not  men   who 
would  lightly,  and  in  order  to  escape  from 
a  temporary  difficulty,  sacrifice  a  principle 
which  has  long  guided  our  course,  and 
forego  an  object  which  we  have  laboured 
•0  hard  to  attain.    On  the  contrary,  u  I 


have  already  said,  by  adoptiag  the  ptii- 
poaed  measoie,  we  shall  acquire  additioMd 
facilities  for  the   accomplishBent  of  o«r 
purpose*.  I  have  aaid,  that  the  slave-tittde 
would  long  since  have  been  pvt  down  in 
the  Brazils  and  in  Cuba,  if  the  Brazilian 
government,  and  the  govemon  of  Cnfan, 
had  chosen  to  enforce  their  own  laws,  and 
to  fulfil  the  obligations  of  trentica  eon- 
eluded  with  us.  Why  have  they  not  done 
so  ?     Because  they  do  not  believe  in  the 
sincerity  of  our  pii>fetsions,  and  attribnie 
our  anxiety   fi»r   the   suppression  of  the 
slave-trade  to  motives  very  difleient  fhim 
those  which  in  reality  prompt  ns.     They 
see  in  OS  nothing  but  commercial  enemies. 
On  the  one  hand  we  shot  oor  markeli 
against  their  prodnoe ;  on  the  other  hand 
we  try  to  prevent  them  from  getting  what 
they  erroneously  consider  a  necessary  ac- 
cession of  labourera.    They  judge  of  one 
part  of  our  conduct  by  the  other.    They 
see,  that  with  a  spirit  of  narrow-minded 
commercial   jealousy,    we  esclnde  thehr 
produce,  that  it  may  not  compete  in  onr 
markets   with    the   produce  of  our  own 
colonic* ;  they  think,  that  we  want  to  pre- 
vent them  from  getting  fresh   slaves,  in 
order  that  thus  their  sugar  may  cost  them 
more  and  may  become  dearer ;  and  that 
so  the  sugar  of  our  colonies  may  be  better 
able  to  compete  with  their  sugar  in  the 
market  of  Europe.     I  regret  that  much 
has  been  said  in  this  debate,  which  is  HI 
calculated  to  undeceive  them  in  this  point ; 
for  doctrines  have  been  heM  in  this  dis- 
cussion exactly  the  reveree  of  those  which 
we  press  upon  the  Brazilians  when  urging 
them  to  abolish  their  slave  trade.  We  have 
endevoured  to  persuade  them,  that  Im 
labour  Is  cheaper  in  the  end  than  slave- 
labour,  and  that  the  cessation  of  thealave^ 
trade  would  be  no  injury,  but  in  fact  a 
benefit  to  them.     We  have  been  jostfiied 
in  holding  this  langoage  to  the  Bresilinna, 
because  we  held  it  to  our  own  West-India 
colonists.     When    we   wanted  them    to 
agree  to  the  emancipation  of  their  skiYes, 
we  told  them,  that  in  the  end  they  would 
find  free  labour  less  expensive  than  slsve- 
labour,  and  we  told  them  the  truth ;  and  no- 
thing that  has  yet  happened  in  the  working 
out  of  the  great  experiment  which  we  ara 
making  in  the  West  Indies,  leads  me  In 
the  slightest  degree  to  doubt  that  the  as- 
sertion we  made  to  them  is  tree.    Bot 
what  has  been  the  argument  which  has 
been  maintained  on  this  point  in  this  de- 
bate by  many  Gentlemen  oppasitei  neat 
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coaiiecttd    with    the    West  Indies,  and 
btfit    acquamted  with   the  state   of  our 
eoloBies  thei«.    They  have  all  contended, 
that    if  we    admit    to    consumption    in 
this  tsountry    the  sugar  of   the    Brazils 
which  they  say  is  cheap,  because  it  is  the 
produce  of  slave-labour,    our  own  sugar 
whMk  they  say  is  dear,  because  it  is  the 
|itodiiee  of  fVee  labour,  will  be  driven  out 
of  the  Market;   and  thus  our  Colonies 
will  be  mined ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  town  of  Cambridge  pressed  this  argu- 
Oiont  with  peculiar  Tehemence»  saying,  as 
a  reaaoo  for  his  doing  so,  that  on  the  de- 
ctsimi  of  this  matter,  his  dearest  interest, 
nayi  at  far  as  his  West-India  property  is 
coacemed,    his  very  existence  depends. 
The  gteat  argument,  then,  of  these  Gen- 
tlemen is,  that  the  free-labour  sugar  of 
the   West  Indies  cannot  compete   with 
the  slave-labour  sugar  oF  the  Brazils ;  now 
what  is  this  but  declaring  to  the  Brazi- 
lians and  the  Spaniards*  that  we  have 
been  telling  them  untruths  all  this  while, 
at  to  the  comparative  cheapness  of  free 
labour?    Will  they  not  think  that  we 
have  added  to  the  odiousness  of  our  com- 
mercial hostility,  the  meanness  of  dupli- 
city and    falsehood  i  that  we  have  been 
endeavouring  to  trepan  them  into  an  abo- 
lition of  their  slave-trade  upon  false  pre- 
tences ;  telling  them  that  slave  labour  is 
the  dearest,  and,  tfaerelbne,  the  least  ad- 
vantageous to  tliem^  though  we  knew  and 
were  convinced  all  the  while,  that  it  is 
the  cheapest  and  most  profitable.    Let  us 
contince  them^  by  our  conduct,  that  in 
our  doctrine  we  were  sincere.     Let  us 
convtttce  them  that  we  do  believe  free  la- 
bour to  be,  as  it  unquestionably  is,  cheaper 
than  slave  labour.     Let  us  do  so  by  ad- 
mitting their  slave-labour  sugar  into  com- 
petition with    free-labour  sugar    in  our 
market,  not  indeed  into  competition  on 
equal  terms,  for  that  is  not  at  present  pro- 
•posedy  but  into  competition  modified  by  a 
discriminating  duty  of  fifty  per  cent,  in 
favour  of  the  produce  of  our  own  colonies. 
If  this  measure  is  carried,  I  shall  enter 
into  negotiation  with  the  Brazilians  and 
Spaniards  with  better  hopes  of  success, 
and  shall  think  that  I  have  a  better  chance 
of  persuading  them  to  employ  the  means 
which  they  themselves  possess,  to  put  a 
slop  to  the  slave-trade  within  their  own 
territories ;  for  they  will  listen  to  our  re- 
iBonatraQces  with  a    more  willing   ear, 
when  they  shall  believe  them  to  be  dicta- 
lid  by  principle,  and  when  they  shall  no 


longer  suspect  them  to  be  the  oflTspring  of 
commercial  jealousy.  Sir,  I  lay  the  greater 
stress  upon  this,  because  it  is  only  from 
England,  and  fVom  the  exertions  of  Eng- 
land, that  any  hopes  can  be  entertained  of 
the  extinction  of  the  slave-trade,  and  of 
the  ultimate  abolition  of  slavery  through- 
out the  world;    because  it  is  England 
alone  that  feels  any  deep  and  sincere  in- 
teliest  in  the  matter.     England  now  holds 
a  proud  position  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth ;    and  exercises  a  great   influence 
upon  the  destinies  of  mankind.     That  In- 
fluence is  owing,  in  the  first  place,  to  our 
great  wealth,  to  our  unbounded  resources, 
to  our  military  and  naval  strength.     But 
it  is  owing  still  more,  if  possible,  to  the 
moral  dignity  which  marks  the  characttsr 
and  conduct  of  the  British  people.    I  fear 
that  the  resolution   of  the   noble   Lord, 
the    Member  for  Liverpool,    will    tend, 
if  adopted,  to  impair  all  these  elements  of 
our  strength.   I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
respect  which  foreign  nations  have  hitherto 
felt  for  the  sincerity,  the  plain  dealing, 
the  straightforwardness  of  the  British  cha. 
racter,  will  be  lowered,  when  they  see  the 
House  of  Commons  adopting  a  resolutioti 
by  which  the  principles  of  humanity  and 
justice,  are,  (1  am  sorry  to  say  so),  pros- 
tituted to  serve  the  party  purpose  of  a 
day,  and  I  am  sure  that  we  shall  sap  the 
foundations  of  our  strength,  if,  by  the 
continuance  of  our  restrictive  and  prohi- 
bitory regulations,  we  undermine   those 
great  commercial  and  manufacturing  in- 
terests which  are  the  main  supports  of  our 
power.    Those  who  desire  to  see  the  prin- 
ciples of  liberty  thrive  and  extend  through 
the  world,  should  cherish  with  an  almost 
religious  veneration,  the  prosperity  and 
greatness  of  England.  As  long  as  England 
shall  ride  pre-eminent  on  the  ocean  of 
human  a  flairs,  there  can  be  none  whose 
fortunes  shall  be  so  shipwrecked,  there 
can  be  none  whose  condition  shall  be  so 
desperate  and  forlorn,  that  they  may  not 
cast  a  look  of  hope  towards  the  light  that 
beams  from  hence ;  *and  though  they  may 
be  beyond  the  reach  of  our  power,  our 
moral  support  and  our  sympathy  shall 
cheer  them  in  their  adversity,  and  shall 
assist  them  to  bear  up^  and  to  hold  out, 
waiting  for  a  better  day.    But  if  ever  by 
the  assault  of  overpowering  enemies,  or  by 
the  errors  of  her  misguided  sons,  England 
should  fall,  and  her  star  should  lose  its 
lustre,  with  her  fall,  for  a  long  period  of 
time,  would  the  hopes  of  the  Afl'icani 
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whether  in  his  own  Continent,  or  in  the 
vast  regions  of  America,  be  buried  in  the 
darkness  of  despair.    I  know  well  that  in 
such  case,    Providence  would,    in    due 
course  of  time,  raise  up  some  other  nation 
to  inherit  our  principles,  and  to  imitate 
our  practice*    But  taking  the  world  as  ii 
is,  and  states  as  they  are  constituted,  I  do 
not  know,  and  I  say  it  with  regret  and 
with  pain,  1  do  not  know  any  nation  that 
is  now  ready  in  this  respect  to  supply  our 
place.    I  say,  then,  that,  they  who  are  the 
sincere  friends  of  that  cause  of  which  we 
have  been  the  strenuous  advocates,  and 
the  not  wholly  unsuccessful  supporters, 
instead  of  giving  their  assistance  to  a  reso- 
lution which  is  founded  upon  a  hollow 
pretence,  ought  to  lend  their  aid  to  us, 
and  to  help  us  to  accomplish  those  pur- 
poses, which  they  themselves    have   so 
deeply  at  heart.    Now,  I  have  said,  that 
the  real  question  at  issue  is,  the  choice 
between  monopoly  and  free  trade.    The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire 
(Lord  Stanley),  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  spoke  last  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  have 
given  us  their  views  of  the  meaning  of  the 
term  free  trade;  and  defined  it  to  be  a 
trade  free  from  all  duties  whatever  upon 
the  importation  of  foreign  produce.    That 
is  not  my  notion  of  free  trade.    That  is 
not  the  free  trade  which  I  wish  to  see  in- 
troduced.   We  must  have  an  army  and 
a  navy,  and  civil   establishments.      To 
maintain  these  we  must  have  a  revenue ; 
and,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  more  pro- 
per or  legitimate  mode  of  raising  a  part  of 
that  revenue  than  by  duties  upon  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  commodities.     But 
then  I  say,  let  those  duties  be  laid  on 
solely  for  purposes  of  revenue ;  let  them 
not  be  laid  on  for  what  is  called  pro- 
tection ;  that  is,  to  enable  a  comparatively 
small  number  of  men  to  carry  on  a  trade 
in  itself  a  losing  one,  at  the  expense  of 
the  rest  of  the  community.     I  know  that 
in  an  artificial  stale  of  society,  such  as 
that  in  which  we  live,  it  is  impossible  at 
once,  and  without  s8me  delay,  to  carry 
into   full  application,  principles  of  this 
kind.   Because,  if  suddenly  adopted,  they 
would  derange  the  course  of  transactions, 
and  involve  thousands  in  ruin.  To  do  this 
is  neither  our  intention  nor  our  wish. 
But  let  us  keep  these  principles  stead- 
fastly in  view  ;  let  them  guide  and  direct 
our  course;  and  let  us  apply  them  as 
nearly  and  as  quickly  as  circumstances 
will  permit*    Protection,  in  the  tense  in 


which  the  word  is  used  by  those  who  now 
oppose  the  plan  of  the  Government,  ia  a 
tax  levied  upon  the  industry  and  skill  of 
the  mass  of  the  community  to  enable  a 
few   to  remain  indolent    and   unskilfol. 
Such  protection  is  not  only  erroneoos  io 
principle,  but,  after  all,  utterly  useless  to 
those  for  whose  particular  benefit  it  is  maia- 
tained.     Shew  me  a  trade  that  is  free,  by 
which  1  mean,  open  to  fair  competitioa, 
and  I  will  shew  you  a  trade  carried  oo 
with  intelligence,  enterprize,  and  suceess* 
Shew  me  a  trade  that  is  highly  protected, 
and  I  will  shew  you  a  set  of  men,  supine, 
unimproving,  and  probably  labouring  on* 
der  perpetual  embarrassment.    But  the 
evil  does  not  end  here.     Not  only  does 
this  excessive  protection  paralyze  the  very 
interests  it  is  intended  to  invigorate  ;  but 
it  operates  most  injuriously  upon  the  ge- 
neral welfare  of  the  country,  in  relation  to 
our  commercial  intercourse  with  foieign 
nations.     For  protection  is  a  game  that 
two  can  play  at.    It  is  impossible  that  a 
great  country  like  England  can  go  on  pro- 
tecting, as  it  is  called,  its  various  interests, 
and  that  other  countries  should  not  follow 
the  example.    Can  we  tell  other  countries 
that  they  ought  to  diminish  the  duties  of 
their  tarifi*;  that  competition  is  the  very 
life  of  trade ;  that  emulation  inspires  ac- 
tivity and  enterprize,  and  that  without  en- 
terprize and  activity  commerce  can  never 
flourish  nor  be  beneficial  to  those  who 
carry  it  on  ?    Can  we  hold  these  doctrines 
to  other  nations,  and  at  the  same  time 
persist  in  our  own    restrictive   systea? 
When  we  propound  these  principles  to  fe- 
reign  Governments,  they   listen  to  our 
arguments  with  civil  incredulity ;  they  ap- 
peal from  our  doctrines  to  our  practice; 
they  point  to  our  own  tarifi*,  and  tell  us, 
in  diplomatic  paraphrase,  **  When  tou 
alter  your  own  commercial  system ;  when 
you  bring  down  to  a  moderate  amount 
your  excessive  import  duties,  we  may  be» 
come  converts  to  your  doctrines,  and  shall 
be  ready  to  talk  with  you  about  a  revision 
of  our  own  tariflf."    i  have  had  to  dicusa 
these  matters  with  most  of  the  Foreign 
States  with  which  we  have  commercial  re- 
lations, and  they  are  all  in  the  same  story. 
They  invariably  give  us  to  understand, 
that  when  we  ask  them  to  permit  a  more  li*' 
beral  admission  of  our  manufactured  goods 
into  their  markets,  we  ought  to  set  them 
the  example,  by  allowing  a  more  liberal 
admission  of  their  produce  into  our  market« 
I  Commercei  they  observe,  is  a  system  of 
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bariery  and  if  we  exclude  from  our  ports 
their  cora,  their  timber^  their  sugar,  their 
Goffee,  every  great  article,  in  short  of  their 
produce,  which  they  could  offer  us  in  ex- 
change for  our  commodities,  how  can  we 
suppose  that  they  can  carry  on  trade  with 
OS?    I  have  said,  that  one  great  evil  of 
our  restrictiTe  system  is,  that  it  induces 
other  states  to  fancy  that  it  is  the  secret 
of  our  prosperity,  and  that  it  sets  them 
to  imitate  our  example.    Is  this  an  ima- 
ginary evil?— far  from  it.  In  proportion 
as  the  increase  of  communication  between 
couotries  in  time  of  peace,  has  enabled 
every  country  to  be  better  informed  as  to 
what  is  going  on  elsewhere,  other  nations 
have  seen  more  deeply  into  the  details  of  our 
restrictive  system,  and  have  been  tempted, 
some  by  ignorance,  some  by  prejudice, 
some  from  a  spirit  of  retaliation,  to  imitate 
our  example.     First,  there  is  the  Prus- 
sian Commercial  Union,  which  has  spread 
itself  over  almost  all  of  the  central  and 
northern  states  of  Germany.   That  league 
has  just  renewed  itself  by  treaty  for  twelve 
•  years  from  1842.    Next  year  their  depu- 
ties will  meet  for  the  purpose  off  revising 
their  tariff,  and  this  House  and  the  coun- 
try deceive  themselves  greatly   if   they 
imagine  that  a  perseverance  in  our  re- 
strictive system,  and  in  our  prohibiting 
duties,  will  not  induce  the  German  League 
to  continue  their  present  high  duties  upon 
our  manufactures,  and  perhaps  to  increase 
those  duties  in  such  a  manner  as  to  shut 
our  commodities  out  from  the  whole  of 
that  part  of  the  market  of  Europe.    Rus- 
sia and  Sweden  prohibit  a  great  number 
of  our  manufactures,  and  when  we  ask 
them  to  relax  their  tariff*,  they  say,  take 
our  corn  and  timber,  and  then  we  will  talk 
with  you  about  admitting  your  manufac- 
tures into  our  ports.    Alx>ut  two  years 
•go  Sweden  sent  over  here  a  nobleman  of 
high  distinction,  and  of  great  influence  in 
his  own  country  for  the  purpose  of  endea- 
vouring to  come  to  some  agreement  with 
us  for  a  mutual  modification  of  the  tariffs 
of  the  two  countries,  but  timber  was  our 
stumbling  block,  and  we  had  no  hope  at 
that  time  of  being  able  to  carry  through 
Parliament  any  arrangement  of  our  timl^r 
duties  that  ^rould  have  met  the  views  of 
the  Swedish  government ;  we  had  had  a 
mortifying  experience  but  a  short  time  be- 
fore or  the  manner  in  which  any  proposi- 
tion of  that  kind  was  likely  to  be  dealt 
with  in  this  House.  France,  which  ought 
to  bo  a  gnat  market  for  our  commodities ; 


France,  a  country  so  near  to  us,  producing 
many  things  which  we  want,  and  wanting 
many  things  which  we  produce;  France 
has  a  tariff  which  excludes  many  of  our 
principal  manufactures.    But  France  will 
not  alter  her  tariff  unless  we  alter  ours. 
As  an  instance  of  the  extent  to  which 
this  mania  of  protection  rages,  France  not 
content  with  prohibiting  our  cotton  goods, 
and  excluding  by  high  duties  our  iron,  has 
lately  descended  to  a  minuteness  of  pro« 
tection  which  would  be  ludicrous  if  it  were 
not  an  indication  of  the  force  of  existing 
prejudices  on  these  matters.    France  has 
lately  laid  an  excluding  duty  upon  our 
needles  and  fish  hooks,  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  that  important  branch  of  her 
own  national  industry !    The  Belgians  too 
are  running  wild  with  the  notion  of  pro- 
tection, and  are  for  excluding  by  protect- 
ting  duties  almost  every  commodity  which 
the  industry  of  man  can  make.    When 
you  preach  to  these  foreign  nations  the 
absurdity  of  such  practices,  they  reply,  it 
is  all  very  well ;  but  we  observe  that  Eng- 
land has  grown  wealthy  and  great  by  these 
means,  and  it  is  only  now,  when  other  na- 
tions are  following  her  example  that  she 
has  discovered  that  this  system  is  a  l)ad 
one;    when   we  shall  have  attained  the 
same    pitch    of    commercial    prosperity 
which  England  has  reached,  it  will  then 
be  time  enough  for  us  to  abandon  a  system 
which  perhaps  may  then  no  longer  be  ne- 
cessary. It  is  in  vain  we  tell  these  people, 
that  England  has  grown  great  and  pros- 
perous, not  by  means  of  this  fallacious 
and  mischievous  system,  but  in  spite  of  it. 
It  is  in  vain  we  tell  them,  that  this  pro- 
tective system  has  checked  our  growth, 
and  has  prevented  the  full  developement 
of  our  national  resources.    Until  we  prove 
by  our  practice,  that  we  are  sincere  in  our 
doctrines,  neither  France,  nor  Belgium, 
nor  Germany,  nor  Russia,  nor  Sweden,  nor 
anv  other  country  in  either  hemisphere, 
will  be  induced  to  relax  their  own  restric* 
tive  and  prohibitory  laws.    The  United 
States  of  America  have  imitated  our  ex- 
ample, and  have  established  a  protecting 
Uriff.    The  ill  effect  of  this  tariff  upon 
the  commerce  between  these  two  countries 
has  been  mitieated  by  the  circumstance, 
that  the  Southern  States  are  chiefly  agri- 
cultural, and  have  few  or  no  manufactures 
to  protect,  and  that  thus  the  protecting 
tariff  of  the  north  cannot  prevent  a  great 
trade  between  the  two  countries,  the  re- 
iult  of  which  is  to  send  over  to  us  vast 
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i|iiaiitilie8  of  Ibal  ttave-lttbottr  GoUon, 
which  ftll  pftrlies  have  acknowledged  it  » 
•o  estentiai  for  us  to  hatre,  and  which  it 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  do  without. 
Yet  DO  man  can  doubt^  that  if  England 
and  the  United  States  were  mutually  to 
reviae  their  scales  of  im(>ort  datieSy  the 
comnerce  between  the  two  countries 
would  greatly  increaae.  But  are  the  United 
States  the  only  country  in  Amarica  where 
ibis  vicious  system  has  taken  root?  Meaico 
4s  folto#inf  the  eJtampte — and  who,  does 
the  House  think,  are  the  partiea  who  have 
peiitioned  the  Mexican  government  for 
protection  against  the  importation  of  Bri- 
tish manufactures  into  Mexi^  ?  why  some 
renegade  soni  of  Englandi  itho  have  es* 
tablished  manufactories  in  Mexico^  and 
who  are  eildeavoarirtg  to  prevail  upon  the 
Mexican  government  to  exclude^  by  high 
protecting  dutiesi  British  manufactures  of 
the  same  kind  as  those  which  they  are 
themselvas  making.  Such  is  the  course 
which  our  restrictive  system  induces  other 
countries  to  take.  And  what  then  is  the 
state  of  our  trade  generally  with  other  toun- 
tries  ?  It  is  is  quite  true,  as  stated  by  the 
right  hiMi.  Baranett  the  Member  for  Tarn*, 
worthy  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  condi- 
tion of  our  foreign  trade  to  inspire  de- 
spondency ;  i  trust  that  the  resources  of 
the  country  are  too  deeply  rooted  to  be 
withered  even  by  this  vicious  system, 
though  it  prevents  their  full  growth  and 
developement.  But  if  you  examine  and 
analyse  our  foreign  trade,  vou  will  trace  in 
it  remarkable  proofii  of  the  injarrous 
efiects  of  this  system*  You  will  see  how 
these  protecting  laws  cramp  the  industry 
of  the  country.  £very  year  a  smaller  and 
smaller  portion  of  the  manufactures  which 
we  export  consists  of  articles  in  the  mak- 
ing of  which  much  labour  and  skill  are 
employed.  Every  year  a  greater  portkm 
of  our  exports  consists  of  articles  of  an 
elementary  nature,  which  are  not  destined 
for  use  and  consumption,  but  are  to  serve 
as  materials  which  are  to  afford  employ- 
ment to  the  foreign  manufacturers.  For 
instance,  the  exportation  of  cotton  goods 
does  not  inorease  in  the  same  proportion 
as  the  exportatioQ  of  vam*  Then  again 
look  to  our  artisan  and  capitalist  Both 
of  thaaa  are  leaving  the  country*  The 
capitalist  goes  elsewhere  with  the  notion 
of  findine  cheaper  labour.  The  artisan 
with  the  hope  of  obtaining  better  remune- 
ration for  his  industry*  Every  year  our 
frotaatipg  system  is  raising  up  against  us 


in  other  parts  of  the  world  manuisctwrmg 
competitors,  and  every  year  British  skill, 
British  industry,  and  British  capital^  ane 
transferring  themaelvca  abroad,  to  render 
the  competition  of  foreii^n  countrtesmone 
end  more  formidable.    We  aia  thus  our- 
selves assisting  to  exclude  oar  own  ooas- 
merce  from  the  markets  of  other  couatriea. 
If  this  system  is  persevered  in,  we  shall  at 
last  come  down  to  that  spendthrift  iados- 
try,  which  is  to  coasiat  inexporting  iita* 
ehinery,  as  Well  as  the  elements  of  mano- 
facttures,  and  when  o«%r  exports  consist  -of 
capital,  skill,  industry,  machinery,  and 
materials,  we  shall  no  doubt  wonder  how 
it  happens,  that  our  finished  manufactutvs 
are  no  longer  able  to  compete  witli  those 
of  other  countries  in  the  markets  of  the 
world.    Sir,  in  asf  opinion^  there  never 
was  a  discussion  in  which  it  was  more 
clear,  which  side  of  the  House  advocated 
the  true  interests  of  the  nation ;  aye,  even 
the  interests  of  thoae  nominally  protected 
classes,  whose   supposed    interests  have 
banded  together  sd  lai^ge  a  phalanx  in  op- 
position to  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    But  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamwprth,  has  said*  that  we, 
the  Government^  have  by  the  improvidence 
of  our  administration  created  the  financial 
difficulties  for  the  remedy  of  which  we 
have  brought  forward  these  measures,  and 
that  we  have  ourselves  been  the  cause  of 
that  excess  of  expenditure  over  income 
whkh  our  plan  is  intended  to  provide  for. 
But  surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doea 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  rebellion  in 
Canada  was  owing  to  any  misgovarnment 
of  ours ;  and  as  to  our  dispute  with  China, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  very  properly 
and  very  handsomely  abstained  from  pre- 
judging a  matter  which  is  not  yet  ripe  for 
discussion.     But  then  I  would  ask,  haa 
the  deficiency  arisen  from  our  having  made 
any  undue  increase  in  our  military  or 
natal  forces?  Has  it  arisen  from  any  wan<- 
ton  expenditure  incurred  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  spite  of  the  resistance  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ?  On  the  contrary,  the 
Government  has  been  found  fault  with 
year  after  vear  for  not  augmenting  the 
military  and  naval  establishments  <rf  the 
country*    They  have  reproached  us  for 
too  miKsh  eoonomy*  never  for  being  too 
prodigal.    The  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
therefore  no  right  to  attribute  tne  present 
deficiency  to  any  mismanagement  or  mis- 
condoct  on  the  part  of  the  Government-^ 
it  has  arisen  from  a  varietyi  end  from  a 
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combbifttion  of  circutlialaiiceSfOter  which 
file  GoviSrnineiit  had  no  controt ;  and  I 
wilt  venture  to  say,  that  if  the  OenilenieD 
opposite  had  been  in  office  that  deficiency 
would   not   have   heen  left;    1  abstain 
giving  an  opinion  whether  it  would  have 
been  greater.     The  question  then  is,  whe* 
ther  the  Honse  will  adopt  the  plan  of  my 
right  hon.  Friendt  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bxcheqwer^  for  a  reduction  of  duties,  by 
which  the  revenue  would  be  increased,  the 
commerce  of  the  country  relieved,  and 
the  industry  of  all  classes  eocouniged ;  or 
whether  the  House  will  take  counsel  from 
the  Qentl^nian  opposite  who  wduld  sup- 
ply the  deficiency  by  betaking  themselv^ 
to  a  loan,  or  by  imposing  fresh  taxes,  and 
by  thus  adding  to  the  iHirthens  of  the 
country.     Whatever  may  be  the  result  of 
this  discussion,  and  whetlier  we  succeed 
or  not  in  our  present  attempt,  depend 
upon  it  the  days  of  these  monopolies  are 
numbered,  and  their  doom  is  sealed.  The 
ottlyquestMn  is,  whether  they  shall  Ml  to 
day  under  our  blovr,or  whether  they  shall 
be  tieserved  to  meet  their  fate  hereafter 
from  the  hands  of  those  very  persons  ilrho 
now  stand  forward  to  defend  them.    To 
maintain  them  much  longtsr  is  impossit>le, 
the  country  has  spok<^n  out  upon  the  mat- 
ter.   The  general  opinion  of  all  those  per- 
sons who  are  engaged  iti  carrying  on  the 
industry  and  commerce  of  the  country  is 
too  strong  to  be  resisted  by  any  set  of  mien 
who  may  be  called  upon  to  adtniniftter  the 
Oovemment.    What  has  been  the  course 
of  Parliament  in  this  respect  ibr  several 
yearn  past  ?    It  has  done  nothing  but  de- 
stroy monopolies.    First  we  abolished  that 
monop(4y  which  by  the  Test  and  Corpo- 
ration Acts  the  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  held  agaioBt  their  Dissenting 
fellow  subjects ;  this  was  ao^mplished  by 
the  eBbrts  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
RosieU),  assisted  ultimately  by  the  con- 
currencii  of  tiie  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  Amt  Tamworth.    Then  was  at- 
tadced  that  giant  monbpoly  which  the 
Catholte  disabilitieB  gave  16  the  Protest- 
ants  of  the  kthgdom  over  their  Catholic 
fellow  coontrytoien*    That  monopoly  de* 
fended  itself  with  astonishing  determina- 
tioui  ila  lesistanee  was   obstinate   and 
fierce^  but  it  measured  its  lensth  upon  the 
ground.     Thte  was  assailed  that  huge 
monopoly  which  placed  in  the  hands  of  a 
eomparatlvelv  tmall  number  of  persons 
thte  power  of  returning  Members  to  serve 
in  the  Houm  of  Gommons.     That  battle 


was  still  itoore  severe^  the  resistance  w*s 
still  more  desperate,  the  confiict  almost 
shook  the  country  td  its  foundations,  but 
at  last  the  victory  was  complete,  and  tlwt 
monopoly  fell.  Then  came  the  monopoly 
by  which  certain  self-elected  corporators 
exercised  in  the  lowits  throughout  the 
united  kingdom,  a  jparamount  authority 
over  the  local  int^esu  and  afifairs  of  tlieit 
respective  boroughs.  This  was  leto  vi- 
gorously defended,  and  it  has  fellehi. 
Tbeli  there  was  the  great  monopoly  by 
which  the  East -India  Company  excluded 
the  commerce  of  their  fellow  countrymen 
from  ail  the  vast  regions  of  Asia  i  that 
was  acknowledged  to  be  indefi^nsibie,  and 
it  yielded  without  a  struggle.  We  arte 
now  attacking  another  set  of  tnbnbpoliea, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
has  annotinced,  that  he  intends  to  carry 
the  principle  of  relaxation  still  further, 
and  to  apply  it  to  ether  parts  of  our  tariff, 
so  as  to  relieve  our  commerce  from  many 
of  the  trammels  which  at  present  confine 
it.  Thesoi  then^  are  the  principles  on  which 
we  stand  ;  our  plan  is  plain,  simple,  and 
intelligible.  I  think  that  hdn.  Gentlemen 
opposite  might  have  giv^n  us  ah  equally 
plain  and  intelligible  answer  to  our  ques- 
tion, what  thev  would  propose  to  do.  They 
might  have  tbld  us  distinctly,  and  at  once, 
whether  they  would  rest  their  plan  of 
finance  upon  the  abolition  of  monopolies, 
or  upon  the  maintenance  of  monopolies. 
They  have  riot  however  chosen  to  speak 
out,  but  I  will  venture  to  say^  that  before 
thele.  discussions  are  brought  to  a  close 
they  will  be  eotnpelled  to  speak  out.  it 
is  due  to  themselves,  it  is  due  to  us^  it  is 
due  to  Parliailitent,  it  is  due  to  the  country, 
that  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite upon  these  important  matters  should 
no  longer  be  shrouded  in  mysterious 
silence,  or  be  concealed  by  evasive  decla- 
rations. We  have  a  right  to  call  upon 
them,  not  to  *give  us  a  new  budget,  for 
that  we  do  not  want,  and  would  not  accept 
if  offered  it,  but  to  tell  us,  aye  or  no,  whe- 
ther they  will  adopt  the  principles  on 
which  we  have  founded  our  budget,  and 
of  which  the  country  has  unequivocally 
expressed  its  approbation.  But  I  will 
venture  to  predict*  that  although  they  may 
resist  these  measures  to  night  lor  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  thereby  a  majority  iti 
the  division,  yet  if  they  should  come  into 
bfltee,  these  are  the  measures,  which  a  just 
regard  for  the  finances  and  oommeice  of 
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(be  counlry  will  compel  thenii  themselvesy 
to  propose  and  carry. 

Lord  John  Rus&ell  said,  that  it  might 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  if  he 
stated  the  course  which  he  intended  to 
pursue  in  respect  of  the  resolution,  he  had 
placed  on  the  books,  in  case  it  should  be 
negatived  by  the  House.  He  proposed 
that  resolution,  in  the  Rrst  place,  that  he 
might  record  the  principle  of  the  budget 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer:  and,  in  the  next  place, 
because  he  thought  that  the  first  discus- 
sion would  turn  entirely  and  totally  on  the 
question  of  the  sugar  duties.  He  thought 
that  it  might  be  desirable  that  they  should 
have  some  question  on  which  a  more 
general  debate  could  be  taken;  but  as 
this  debate  had  been  so  protracted,  and 
so  many  subjects  had  been  entered  into 
in  discussing  it,  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  raise  a  debate  on  the  resolution 
itself.  He  should  content  himself,  there- 
fore, after  the  division,  by  merely  moving 
the  resolution.  Certainly  some  things  had 
been  said  in  the  debate  on  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words,  and  he  thought  it 
might  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  he  should  then  do  so.  In  respect  to 
the  statement  which  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  misapprehended  what  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  stated  to  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  meaning  of  Mr.  Huskisson. 
Some  words  had,  he  believed,  fallen  on  a 
former  occasion  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which 
might  have  been  misunderstood,  but  he 
did  not  think  that  he  had  ever  stated  that 
the  merit  of  supporting  Mr.  Huskisson 
was  due  the  party  to  which  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  belonged,  and  did  not  properly 
belong  to  those  who  were  then  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson's  colleagues,  and  to  the  party  who 
at  the  time  surrounded  him*  The  only 
statement  that  be  (Lord  J.  Russell)  re- 
membered to  have  made  of  the  sort  was  at 
the  commencement  of  the  present  Session, 
before  Easter,  when  he  said  that  he  was 
quite  willing  to  give  the  credit  of  these 
principles— not  to  Mr.  Huskisson  only, 
but  also  to  those  who  then  acted  as  his 
coUeagoes;  and  he  was  quite  satisfied, 
for  his  own  part,  that  the  whole  merit  of 
having  first  proposed  those  principles  o^ 
commercial  policy  should  rest  with  the 
colleagues  of  Mr.  Huskisson  and  himself, 
fiad  that  they  (the  liberals)  should  only 


be  considered  as  following  in  their  foot- 
steps. So  far  was  he  from  entertaining 
any  desire  to  claim  for  himself  or  his 
party,  any  of  the  merit  which  properly 
belonged  to  Mr.  Huskisson  and  his  sup- 
porters. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  al- 
luded to  the  use  of  the  term  factious  by 
him  as  applied  to  the  Opposition,  and  had 
complained  of  the  use  of  it.  He  did  not 
now  see  any  reason  to  modify  or  to  retract 
that  expression.  It  was  intended  to  apply 
to  their  conduct  upon  the  present  occasion ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  finances  of  the 
country,  the  derangement  of  which  had 
been  fully  and  frankly  laid  before  the 
House  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  a  man- 
ner which  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  hoped 
would  have  led  to  a  response  from  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite, — he  had  confined 
his  application  of  the  expression  to  these 
particulars,  and  had  not  extended  them  to 
the  general  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. He  was  bound  to  state  that  on  the 
privilege  question,  that  of  the  Union  of  the 
Canadas,  and  that  of  the  Poor-law  and 
some  other  questions,  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  as  far  as 
possible  from  deserving  the  epithet  which 
bad  been  complained  of.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  concluded  with  some  remarks 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Government,  in 
which,  after  speaking  of  the  talents,  and 
characters,  and  principles  of  individual 
Members,  he  had  nevertheless  said  that 
they  (the  Government)  had  not  acted  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and  spirit 
of  the  constitution.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  drawn  a  sort  of  comparison  be- 
tween the  conduct  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  his  own  when  last  in 
ofiice.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  occasion  had  been  placed  by  the  late 
King  in  a  situation  of  entire  confidence, 
as  entire  as  that  reposed  in  her  Ministers, 
by  her  present  Majesty.  What  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet? 
In  the  first  instance,  though  there  was  no 
great  equality  of  parties  in  Parliament,  or 
any  peculiarities  in  the  state  of  public 
aflbirs,  calling  for  the  dissolution  of  a 
Parliament  that  had  only  been  two  years 
in  existence,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
recourse  to  the  measure  of  an  immediate 
dissolution  in  order  to  maintain  his  Go- 
vernment That  was  the  first  step  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  one  which  he  certainly 
would  have  thought  right  to  have  been 
taken  on  some  large  ground  of  necessity, 
or  foimded  upon  some  extensive  system  pf 
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pabiic  policy ;  bat  which,  as  far  as  he  could 
judge,  had  only  been  adopted  because  the 
right  hoA.  Oentleman  had  assumed  the 
place  of  Lord  Melbourne,  aod  because  he 
thought  it  necessary,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  power  thus  assumed,  to  dissolve  a 
Parliament  which  had  hitherto  carried  on 
the  public  business  with  a  decided  majority 
in  favour  of  Government.  The  short  ad« 
mioistration  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  one  exception,  was  a  succession  of 
Parliamentary  defeats.  Now  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  bad  never  blamed  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  in  the  perseverance  which  he 
had  shown  on  the  occasion.  When  he 
came  down  to  the  House  stating  that  he 
was  actuated  by  no  love  of  power,  no 
desire  to  cling  to  office^  but  that  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  his  sovereign  to  persist,  and 
to  controue  to  persist.  When  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  came  down  to  the  House 
and  stated  these  things,  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell  had  given  him  full  credit  for  the 
determination  which  he  then  expressed. 
The  only  thing  which  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
remarked  in  the  resignation  of  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet  was,  that  in  so  doing  he  had 
acted  io  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  be« 
cause  he  thought  it  was  then  sufficiently 
proved  that  he  could  not  regain  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Commons — a  House 
of  Commons  that  had  not  then  set  three 
months  after  assembling  subsequent  to  a 
dissolution.  But  while  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
said  be  did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, heat  the  same  time  must  say,  that  his 
course  on  the  occasion  in  question  seemed 
to  him  to  afford  a  much  stronger  instance 
of  a  Government  retaining  office  than 
anything  that  had  occurred  during  the 
time  the  present  Government  had  been  in 
office.  At  the  commencement  of  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  thought  it  necessary  to  bring 
to  the  test  the  question  whether  those 
who  sat  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  had 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  question  was  fuU^  debated,  and  the 
House  ultimately  decided,  by  a  majority 
of  twenty*one,  against  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Now  was  not 
that  a  totally  different  case  from  any  that 
had  occurred  during  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  If,  during  the 
Session  of  1835,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  obtained  a  majority  of  twenty-one  in 
that  House  in  his  favour,  on  a  vote  of 
want  of  confidence,  would  he  not  have 
thought  himself  justified  in  assuming  that 


he  had  the  confidence  of  the  House  ?    He 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  was  bound  to  say,  that 
he  would  have  been  so  justified.    In  look- 
ing back  at  all  that  occurred,  he  could 
not  think   that    they  had   been  wrong. 
Their  probable  successors  did  not  certainly 
seem   to  enjoy    the   confidence    of   the 
country  to  such  an  extent  as  to  justify 
them  in  taking  their  places.     He  would 
not  say  what  might  be  the  case  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  with  regard  to  the 
result  of  the  single  elections,  he  must  say, 
that   he  did  not  think  they  showed  any 
decisive  evidence.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  had  given  them  no  reason  to  hope 
that  he  would  be  favourable  hereafter  to 
the   principles  of  which   Ministers  were 
the  advocates.     Even  had  he  been  com- 
pelled   to  oppose    the   proposition    now 
on   account  of   the  state  of  the  West- 
India   interest,  still  it  might  have  been 
better  to  have  intimated  the  probability  of 
some  amelioration.     He  had  certainly  not 
been  able  to  succeed  in  his  endeavour  to 
find  means  to  produce  regularity  in  the 
Corn- trade  with  the  preservation  of  the 
sliding  scale.     Fluctuation,  gambling,  in* 
terruption  of  trade,  and  want  of  a  market 
for  our  commodities  would  be  the  inevita- 
ble consequence  of  preserving  that  prin- 
ciple.   If  any  great  alteration  were  made 
in  the  law,  preserving  that  principle,  the 
change  would  be  resisted  on  the  other 
side  with  equal  vehemence.     However,  he 
would  not  now  enter  into  a  further  dis- 
cussion of  the   Corn- laws,   because  he 
should  have  a  future  opportunity  of  doing 
so,  he  onlv  wished  to  make  one  observation 
upon  what  had  fallen   from   the  noble 
member  for  North  Lancashire  in  reference 
to  the  trade  in  grain.    That  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  the  producer  of  corn  could 
not  depend  upon  his  own  skill  and  indus- 
try, but  must  rely  upon  the  sunshine  or 
the  storm  for  the  abundance  and  scarcity 
of  bis  crop.    That  was  true  as  to  the  pro- 
ducer of  a  particular  country ;  he  must 
depend  upon  a  higher  power ;  but  the  same 
power  that  directs  the  storm  had  given  a 
remedy  for  any  local  disadvantage,  for 
such  was  the  bounty  and  benevolence  of 
Providence,  that  if  in  one  country  there 
was  a  bad  season,  and  a  deficient  crop, 
another  was  blest  with  a  good  season,  and 
an  abundant  harvest.    It  was  fortunately 
in  the  power  of  man,  by  his  skill  and  in- 
genuity, and  the  means  they  gave  of  tra- 
versing the  ocean,to  take  advantage  of  the 
beneficence  of  the  Creator.    If  that  inter- 
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course  weie  nol  permitted  by  ihort-eiglit. 
ednesi  and  error,  do  oot  let  it  be  said  that 
It  was  to  tbe  infliction  of  heaven  that  a 
deBciencj  of  food  was  to  be  attributed. 
Let  the  blame  be  laid  where  it  was  due. 
Let  the  laws  be  blamed  which  defeated  the 
magnificent  scheme  by  which  plenty  would 
be  given  to  all  the  nations  of  the  world, 
more  or  less,  depending  upon  each  other, 
and  keeping  up  a  kindly  and  a  beneficial  in- 
tercoarse.  Let  the  laws  be  blamed  which 
blasted  the  fair  prospects  of  a  nation,  and 
inflicted  the  curse  of  sterility,  barrenness, 
and  scarcity  upon  a  land  where  plenty 
might  reign,  and  msrred  the  gracious  de- 
signs of  Providence  by  unjust  legislation. 

Sir  R.P^el  rose  amid  cries  of  *'  question," 
and  solicited  permission  to  e|(plain  upon  a 
single  point.  The  noble  Lord  had  adverted 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  and  to  tbe 
appointment  of  a  noble  Friend(theMarquess 
of  Londonderry)  to  the  embassy  to^ Russia. 
The  House  bad  come  to  no  vote  on  that 
occasion  ;  but  a  motion  had  been  made 
for  the  production  of  the  appointment, 
wbichf  in  &ct,  had  not  taken  place.  He 
bad  been  no  party  to  the  withdrawal  of 
bis  noble  Friend  fjrom  the  appointment* 
tbe  retirement  had  been  th^  act  of  his 
noble  Friend,  and  of  his  noble  Friend 
akme.  If  the  House  had  proceeded  to 
present  an  addreat  to  tha  Crovn  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  bad  been  bis  (Sir  R.  Peers)  firm 
intention  to  have  retired  from  ofiice.  He 
bailed  to  repeat  that  the  act  pf  his  noble 
Friend  had  not  been  counselled  or  sug- 
gested by  him. 

The  question  was  then  put  as  fojlowsj 

MThst  Mr.  Speaker   do   now   Isave   tbe 

Chair:— Amendment  propostd»  to  leave  out 
from   the  word   'That'   to  the  end  of  the 

3uc9tion,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  '  const- 
erin|^  the  efTorls  and  sacrifices  which  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  have  made  for  the 
abolition  of  tbe  slave-trade  and  slavery,  with 
the  earnest  hope  that  their  exertipns  and  ex- 
ample might  lead  to  ibe  mitigation  and  final 
exjinption  of  those  evils  in  other  countries, 
this  House  is  not  prepared  (espesially  with  the 

S resent  prospects  of  the  supply  of  sugar  from 
iriiish  possessioQs)  to  lulopt  the  measure 
proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Government  for  tbe 
redaction  of  tbe  duty  on  foreign  sunra,'  in- 
stead thereof:  — Question  put,  *Tbat  tbe 
wprds  proposed  to  he  led  out  stsnd  part  of  tbe 
Question.  " 

The  Ifouse  divided ;— Ayes  281 ;  Noes 
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Speaker  ....  1 

658 

On  the  qtiestion,  that  the  qaestion  as 
amended  be  agreed  to. 

Lord  John  Russell  moved  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  considering  "  to  the  end 
of  the  amendment,  in  order  to  add  the 
following  words : — 

''  That  it  is  practicable  to  supply  the  pre- 
sent inadequacy  of  the  revenue  to  meet  the 
expenditure  of  the  country,  by  a  judicious 
alteration  of  protective  and  differential  duties, 
without  any  material  increase  of  the  public 
burdens  ;  such  a  course,  will,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  promote  the  interests  of  trade, 
afford  relief  to  the  industrious  classes,  and  is 
best  calculated  to  provide  for  the  maintenance 
of  public  faith  and  the  general  welfare  of  tlie 
people.'* 

I  Mr.  Fielden  moved, that  the  debate  upon 
this  amendment  be  adjourned.  The  mo- 
tion fell  to  the  ground  for  want  of  a 
seconder. 

The  resolution  moved  by  Lord  John 
Russell  was  negatived.  Main  question 
agreed  to  as  follows  \ — 

"  Resolved,  that  considering  the  efforts  and 
sacrifices  which  Parliament  and  the  country 
have  made  for  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade 
and  slavery,  with  the  earnest  hope  that  their 
exertions  and  example  might  lead  to  the  miti- 
gation and  final  extinction  of  those  evils  in 
other  countries,  this  House  is  not  prepared 
(especially  with  the  present  prospects  of  the 
supply  of  sugar  from  British  Possessions)  to 
adopt  the  measure  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  reduction  of  duty  on 
foreign  Sugars." 

Adjourned. 
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Thursday,  May  20,  1841. 

IffnnTnfl.]  BlUi.  Retd  a  woond  time  z^Feloiiy  Explana- 
tloDi  Boroughs  Improremcnti ;  BuUding  ReguIaUons. 

BbIMobs  pwMntcd.  By  Mr.  BeUiell,  Mr.  Bell,  Sir  C. 
KnighUey,  md  Mr.  Goultmm,  fhmi  the  East  Riding  of 
Yoik»  Duncburch,  Cambridge,  and  several  other  places, 
ia  flmmr  of  the  Com-laws.— By  Mr.  H.  Berkeley,  Sir  M* 
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Wood,  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Sheppard,  Mr.  P.  Howard,  Colo- 
nel Davies,  and  other  hon.  Members,  ftom  Bristol,  Crip« 
pkgate,  Frome,  Cumberland,  Carlisle,  Woroester,  Lanoaa- 
ta,  and  a  great  many  other  places,  toac  the  Repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws. — By  Mr.  Wyse,  from  Roman  Catholics,  for 
the  Establishment  of  Piovindal  Colleges  in  Ireland.— By 
Mr.  Greene,  from  Lancaster,  sgainst  the  proposed  Alter 
ation  in  the  Timber  Duties. — By  Mr.  Colquhoon,  from 
Wesleyans  and  others,  against  any  frirther  Grant  to  May- 
nooth. — By  Mr.  Carrie,  from  Northampton,  against 
Church  Rates. — ^By  Colonel  Vemer,  and  Mr.  Litton,  from 
the  North  of  Ireland,  and  Dublin,  against  Lay  Patronage 
in  the  Church  of  Scotland.— By  Mr.  Hughes,  and  Mr, 
Darby,  from  Carnarvon,  and  Leigh  (Eisex)«  for  Churdi 
Extension. 


The  Late  Division.]  Mr.  Fielden  esiid, 
it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
Members,  that,  yesterday  morning,  after 
the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
put  to  the  House,  he  had  proposed  an  ad- 
journment of  the  debate ;  that  motion  had 
been  seconded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  and  since  he  had  come  to  the 
House  that  evenings  he  had  been  told,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ash  ton,  who  was  in 
the  gallery  at  the  time,  had  also  seconded 
it.  Now  that  motion  ought  to  have  been 
entertained.  He  had  been  asked  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
to  withdraw  his  motion,  on  the  under- 
standing that  at  some  future  time  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  stating  his 
opinions  on  the  subject.  What  he  com- 
plained of  was,  that  his  motion  for  adjourn- 
ing the  debate  had  been  disposed  of  with- 
out his  consent.  The  Speaker  had  never 
asked  him  if  he  would  take  the  sense  of 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  put  it  to  the  House  if  they  would 
divide  on  it.  He  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
complain.  It  was  a  question  affecting  the 
privilege  of  his  constituents.  He  thought  it 
probable,  that  the  House  might  have  re- 
jected his  motion,  but  he  complained  of  its 
having  been  rejected  without  a  division. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilkenny 
could  bear  testimony  that  he  had  been 
asked  to  withdraw  his  motion,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity given  him,  on  some  future  occasion, 
of  speaking  on  the  subject  of  the  previous 
debate ;  and  he  had  risen  to  speak  when 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, had  proposed  his  amendment.  He  had 
risen  more  than  a  dozen  times  during  the 
debate  to  make  known  his  sentiments,  but 
had  not  been  able  to  attract  the  Speaker's 
notice.  He  did  not  complain  of  that.  He 
knew  how  difficult  it  was  for  the  Speaker  to 
see  every  Member  who  rose.  But  yesterday 
morning,  between  three  and  four  o'clock,  he 
had  risen  to  move  the  adjournment,  as  he 
wished  to  enter  into  explanations  as  to  the 
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lauKXii  which  would  infloeoce  him  in  ^t- 
lag  hift  vote.  He  had  heen  afked  to  pro- 
ceed with  hb  fpeedi,  bat  he  refaied  to  do 
io»  and  at  that  hour  of  the  monung  it 
could  hardly  have  been  e&pected.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  his  motion  for  the 
adjournment  waa  rejected — why  it  wai  not 
pat  from  the  Chair — ^and  a  division  taken 
on  the  queftjon  of  adjournment.  Befote 
he  said  anything  more,  he  hoped  to  have 
an  answer  to  that  question. 

The  Speaker  felt,  that  he  could  give  the 
best  answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  oouid  state,  that  if  the 
motion  had  been  seconded,  he  should  cer- 
tainly have  put  it  from  the  Chair.  ^  After 
the  hon.  Member  had  put  the  question,  he 
(the  Speaker)  asked  who  seconded  the  mo- 
tion, and  he  paused  two  or  three  seconds 
for  an  answer.  No  hon.  Member  in  his 
view  seconded  it,  and  he  had  then  pro- 
ceeded to  read  the  question  to  the  House. 
As  he  was  reading  the  question  he  saw  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  rise,  but  he  did 
not  understand  him  to  my  a  single  word, 
or  to  second  the  motion.  He  appealed  to 
hon.  Members  near  him  whether  he  was 
in  error,  and  they  concurred  with  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  addressed 
the  Hous^.  He  concluded,  therefore,  that 
the  motion  was  not  seconded,  and  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  see  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
gallery )  he  had  only  heard  that  since  the 
adjournment,  and  was  not  aware  of  it  at 
the  time.  If  he  had  been  aware  of  it,  of 
course  it  would  have  been  his  duty  to  put 
the  question. 

Mr.  Wakley  could  easily  understand  tliat 
the  Speaker  was  in  doubt  and  difficulty  as 
to  what  was  passing  in  the  House.  There 
was  certainly  noise  and  confusion  in  his 
(Mr.  Wakley's)  part  of  the  House,  as  well 
as  near  the  Chair.  He  recollected  the 
Speaker  askins  who  seconded  it,  and  he 
(Mr.  Wakley)  had  risen  from  his  seat,  and 
said,  *'  I  do  Sir,"  but  he  could  easily  be- 
lieve tbat  the  Speaker  did  not  hear  him, 
for  there  was  considerable  noise  in  bis  part 
of  the  House,  and  several  hon.  Members 
cried  "  Don't  second  it." 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglit  saw  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  rise,  but  did  not  hear  him  say 
a  single  word. 

Mr.  Fielden  was  understood  to  ask  why, 
when  he  had  risen  a  second  time  to  press 
his  question,  it  was  not  ^ ut  ? 

Toe  Speaker  had  omitted  to  state  why 
the  Question  was  not  put  when  the  hon* 
Member  rose  a  second  time.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  rise  until  after  the  voices 


had  heen  given  in  the  negptive,  and  die 

cording  to  the  praetiee  of  the  Hooae,  ha 
put.  He  wouU  also  state,  that  when  he 
observed  no  hon.  Member  riae  and  second 
the  motion,  he  had  said,  in  the  hearing  of 
several  haa.  Members  near  him,  "There  is 
no  seconder." 

Mr.  Fielden,  not  having  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  peaking  during  we  ddMte,  would 
send  the  speeA  he  intended  to  make  to  the 
newqinpers.  And  he  would  tell  theas  mosc^ 
that  what  he  had  sent  he  had  written  be- 
fore, and  if  hon.  Members  would  write  be* 
forehand  what  they  intended  to  speak,  they 
would  save  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  That  would  enable  hon.  Members 
and  the  puUic  to  see  what  wein  his  aenit« 
ments  on  the  subject. 

Sugar  DoTin.]  The  CAoncrttr  q^/Ae 
Exchequer :  Sir,  I  give  notice  that,  on 
Monday  next,  I  will  move  that  the  House 
shall  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means^  with  a  view  to  move  the 
usual  annual  Sugar  Duties  therein. 

I^Thb  announcement  occasioned  much 
astonishment,  and  the  House  was  crowded, 
expecting  to  hear  some  intimation  of  re* 
signation  or  an  explaimtion  of  the  cause  of 
not  resigning.] 

Adjournmbnt  op  tbb  Housb— «ConH* 
LAW8.3  Lord  J.  RnsseU  moved,  that  thia 
House,  at  its  rirfng,  do  adjourn  to  Mon* 
day. 

The  Earl  of  Darlingiom  .*  as  it  appean 
to  be  the  intentioa  of  the  ndUe  Lord- 
notwithstanding  the  division  of  the  other 
night — to  cling  with  an  nnparallekd  te* 
imcity  to  office,  after  the  sense  of  the  Hoose 
of  Comroona  has  been  unequivoodly  de^ 
clared  against  him,  may  I  ask,  on  what  day 
he  intends  to  bring  forward  the  question  of 
the  corn-laws? 

Lord  J.  Ryssell :  On  FMtij  the  4th  of 
June. 

House  at  its  rinng  to  adjourn  to  Mon- 
day. 


Royal  MAniNXs.!     Lord  C 

rose  to  bring  forward  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  relative  to  the  report 
of  the  naval  a^d  military  commission  >  That 
commission  had  sat  for  two  years,  at  the 
dose  of  which  period  they  furnished  their 
report.  It  was  not  for  him  (Lord  George 
Lennox),  to  impugn,  nor  did  ho  moan  lo 
impugn,  the  tipan  of  that 
But  what  he  mmpisined  of  \ 
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recommendations  of  the  commissioners  re- 
specting the  officers  of  the  army,  navy,  and 
ordnance,  had  been  attended  to,  and  carried 
out  hf  the  heads  of  these  several  depart- 
ments, whereas  that  which  related  to  the 
Marines  had  been  neglected.  He  hoped 
that  the  marine  officers  would  soon  be  put 
upon  an  equal  footing  with  the  officers  of 
the  navy,  and  that  the  day  was  not  far 
distant  when  a  marine  officer  would  even 
act  as  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He  re- 
gretted that  there  appeared  a  disposition  to 
evade  the  just  claims  of  this  gallant  body 
of  men.  He  formerly  moved  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  on  the  subject ; 
he  was  met  by  the  objection,  that  the  pro- 
per course  of  proceeding  was  by  an  address 
to  Uie  Crown.  He  adopted  the  suggestion, 
and  moved  an  address  to  her  Majesty,  and 
then  he  was  informed  that  he  shoula  have 
moved  for  a  committee.  He  confessed  he 
looked  for  the  support  of  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs. upon  this  occasion. 
That  noble  Lord  had  possessed  many  op- 
portunities of  testing  the  merit  of  the 
marines,  and  had,  on  several  occasions, 
found  them  eminently  useful  when  engaged 
on  foreign  service.  The  noble  Lord  must 
be  fMf  sensible  of  the  efficient  manner  in 
whidk  the  gallant  corps  had  discharged 
their  duty  at  Lisbon,  in  Spain,  and  re- 
cently on  the  coast  of  Syria.  Lookine  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  corps  had  been 
employed  in  oanrying  out  the  nobis  Lord's 
pdicy,  they  might  not  inaptly  be  called 
''  Palnenton's  Own."  The  noble  Lord 
etmcluded  by  movin^f,  that  the  House 
should  resolve  itself  into  a  committee  of 
the  whole  House,  to  take  into  consi- 
deration the  report  of  the  naval  and  mi- 
litary commission,  as  relates  to  the  re- 
commendations relative  to  the  Royal  Ma. 
Tines. 

Sir  H,  Vvokm^  having  been  a  member  of 
the  naval  and  military  commission,  was 
anxious  to  say  a  very  few  words  upon  the 
question.  He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  House,  that  the  members  of  that 
commission  were  actuated  by  a  sincere 
desire  to  do  justice  to  that  distinguished 
corps,  the  Marines,  and  to  further  promo- 
tion in  it.  Tlie  noble  Lord  had  complained 
of  the  small  amount  of  the  promotions  in 
the  corps,  compared  with  those  In  other 
branches  of  the  service  ;  but  that,  he  could 
assure  him,  was  the  result  of  accidental 
circumstances.  It  would  be  found  impos- 
viliie  lioeqtmliae  promotions  by  any  arrange* 
mente.  He  would  only  repeat,  that  the 
aomaussioii  was  moat  anxious  to  do  justice 


to  the  corps,  more  particularly  after  they 
were  deprived  of  the  assistance  of  a  gallant 
officer  of  marines  who  was  appointed  a 
member  of  the  commission. 

Sir  A.  Dalrymple  said,  he  had  voted 
with  the  noble  Ix>rd  formerlv,  when  he 
proposed  an  address  to  the  Crown  upon 
this  subject ;  but  the  Queen  having  been 
pleased  to  appoint  a  commission,  he  would 
not  concur  in  doing  anything  which  would 
have  the  appearance  of  sitting  in  judgment 
on  the  proceedings  of  that  commission. 

Sir  C.  Adam  concurred  in  the  view 
taken  by  the  last  speaker.  It  would  be 
most  inconvenient,  and  contrary  to  the 
practice  of  the  constitution,  to  interfere 
with  the  commission.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  referred  to  the  report  of  the 
commission,  to  show  that  great  promotions 
had  taken  place  since  the  Order  in  Council 
in  1 837 ;  that  officers  who  were  unfit  for  duty 
had  been  allowed  to  retire  upon  their  full 
pay ;  and  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
commission  had  been  carried  out  as  re- 
spected inefficient  officers,  every  one  of 
whom  had  been  provided  for.  For  his 
own  part,  though  he  should  resist  the 
motion,  he  held  the  marines  in  the  highest 
estimation,  and  would  do  all  in  his  power 
to  serve  them. 

Viscount  Ingeslrie  thought,  that  after 
the  report  which  the  commission  had  made, 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  take  the  course 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  was  of 
opinion  also,  that'a  committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  the  proper  tribunal 
before  which  such  a  subject  should  be  in- 
vestigated. He  must,  therefore,  give  his 
vote  against  the  motion  ;  but  he  hoped  that 
vote  would  not  be  regarded  as  a  proof  that 
he  took  no  interest  in  the  welfare  of  the 
marine  corps. 

'  Captain  ioldero  sidd,  that  while  the  pay 
of  the  other  branches  of  the  service  had 
been  liberally  increased,  the  marines  had 
remained  unnoticed.  He  believed,  indeed^ 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  commis- 
sion had  been  carried  into  effect  with  regard 
to  almost  every  other  department,  except 
that  of  the  Royal  Marines.  Considering 
the  brilliant  services  which  that  body  of 
men  had  performed  for  the  country,  he 
must  say  that  it  savoured  something  of  in* 
gratitude,  that  it  should  be  necessary  to 
drive  at  those  in  power  continually,  in  order 
to  get  justice  done  to  them.  For  the  first 
time  they  had  heard  of  two  marine  officers 
having  received  a  brevet  rank^  those  officers 
having  been  in  the  action  of  the  Shannon 
and  the  Chesapeake.  But  this  neglect  had 
Z2 
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gone  on  all  through  the  war.  He  should 
support  the  motion  of  the  nohle  Lord,  un- 
less the  gallant  Admiral  would  make  some 
promise  that  would  render  a  committee 
unnecessary. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  beh'eved  that  every  one 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  commission 
had  been  carried  into  efTect.  The  number 
of  promotions  given  by  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty to  the  marines  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  the  force  employed  was  unex- 
ampled. He  looked  upon  the  motion  of 
his  noble  Friend  as  totally  uncalled  for, 
inasmuch  as  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had 
complied  with  all  the  suggestions  made  by 
the  commission,  except  on  the  single  point 
of  prize-money.  It  was  impossible  to  do 
more  in  the  way  of  increasing  superannu- 
ations and  retirements,  without  forcing  to 
retire  men  who  were  every  way  competent 
to  do  the  duties  of  active  service,  which 
would  be  impolitic  in  the  extreme. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  no  complaint 
could  be  brought  against  the  Government 
the  course  it  had  pursued  with  reference 
to  the  marine  corps.  Formerly  he  bad 
thought  this  branch  of  the  service  much 
neglected ;  but  since  the  appointment  of 
the  naval  and  military  commission,  it 
seemed  that  full  justice  had  been  done  to 
them.  There  were,  however,  one  or  two 
recent  instances  in  which  he  thought  pro- 
motions should  have  been  made.  He  al- 
luded particularly  to  the  case  of  Captain 
Spry  and  another  old  marine  officer,  who 
had  served  together  in  Commodore  Na- 
pier's ship,  the  Powerful,  during  the  late 
hostilities  on  the  coast  of  Syria,  and  had 
partaken  of  all  the  glory  which  attached  to 
the  British  arms  on  that  occasion.  These 
old  officers,  one  of  whom  had  served  for 
thirty.five  years,  were  left  without  pro- 
motion, although  most  of  the  naval  offi- 
cers who  served  in  the  Powerful  had  been 
raised  to  higher  rank.  He  thought  the 
case  of  these  veterans  highly  deserving 
the  notice  of  the  Admiralty. 

Lord  A.  Lennox  cordially  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
rewarding  Captain  Spry  and  the  other 
marine  officer  of  Commodore  Napier's 
ship.  He  trusted  that  his  noble  relative 
would  not  press  the  motion  to  a  division, 
as  he  hoped  the  notice  taken  of  the  sub- 
ject would  be  sufficient  to  induce  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to  do  their  utmost 
to  benefit  the  service. 

Sir  C.  Adam  was  understood  to  state, 
that  all  the  marine  officers  who  served  on 


the  coast  of  Syria  had  been  promoted,  but 
that  some  delay  had  arisen  in  the  case  of 
Captain  Spry.  It  was,  however,  fully  in. 
tended  that  he  should  be  promoted. 

Captain  Pechell  was  ready  to  support 
the  noble  Lord  in  any  motion  which  would 
benefit  the  corps  of  Royal  Marines.  He 
would,  however,  recommend  him  to  with* 
draw  the  present  motion,  in  the  hope  that 
what  had  been  said  would  influence  the 
treatment  of  that  body. 

Lord  G.  Lennox  replied,  and  intimated 
that,  as  the  House  was  then  so  exceed- 
ingly thin,  he  should  not.  put  it  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division. 

Motion  negatived. 

Register  of  Electors.]  Mr.  Tho^ 
mas  Buncombe  rose  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  petition  of  Samuel 
Cousins  (presented  23d  March),  and  to 
move, — 

'*  That  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  lor 
amending  the  representation  of  the  people  of 
England  and  Wales,  it  is  incumbent  on  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  of  every  county  to  write  or 
print  the  register  of  electors  annually,  and  to 
turnish  copies  of  the  same  at  the  most  reason- 
able price.  That  by  a  return  made  to  this 
House  on  the  4th  day  of  May,  1840,  it  appears 
that  the  register  of  electors  for  the  county  of 
Hertford  is  charged  at  89/.  for  each  of  the 
years  1837  and  1838,  and  that,  by  the  same 
return,  it  appears  that  in  counties  where  the 
register  is  printed  the  price  charged  for  the 
same,  where  the  number  of  electors  vary  from 
4,000  to  6,000,  is  from  4f.  to  10s.  each.  That 
the  omission  hitherto  to  print  the  register  of 
electors  for  the  county  of  Eiertford,  and  to  fur- 
nish copies  at  a  reasonable  price,  has  l>eeQ 
productive  of  great  inconvenience,  and  is  an 
infringement  on  the  rights  of  the  electora  of 
the  said  county  in  the  exercise  of  their  fran- 
chise to  return  Members  to  Parliament.  That 
a  copy  of  the  register  of  electors  for  the  county 
of  Hertford,  for  the  year  1840,  ending  1841, 
be  forthwith  laid  before  this  House.*' 

The  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  find- 
ing there  was  no  objection  to  these  reso- 
lutions, with  the  exception  of  the  second, 
which  he  should  not  press,  he  should  not 
trouble  the  House  with  a  discussion,  but 
would  merely  move  the  resolutions,  emit- 
ting the  second  paragraph. 

Resolutions,  with  the  omission  of  the 
second,  were  agreed  to. 

Anatomy  Act.]  Mr.  Maclean  moved 
for  returns  of  the  number  of  insfiectors 
appointed  under  2  and  3  William  4tb.,  c. 
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75«  commoDly  called  the  Anatomy  Act, 
and  the  districts  under  their  separate  in- 
spection. Of  the  amount  of  salary  paid 
to  each  inspector,  and  allowance  for  tra- 
felling  expenses  in  each  year  from  1836 
to  31st  day  of  December,  1840,  inclu- 
sive. Of  the  number  of  visits  made  by 
each  inspector,  to  the  several  schools  of 
anatomy  within  his  district,  specifying  the 
name  of  the  school,  and  date  of  each 
visit,  from  1833  to  1840,  inclusive.  Of 
all  subjects  sent  to  the  several  colleges 
and  hospitals,  and  schools  of  anatomy ; 
specifying  the  number  to  each,  and  the 
date  thereof.  Of  each  inspector's  report 
to  the  Home-office,  of  all  contraventions 
of  the  Anatomy  Act  by  teachers  or  stu- 
dents, from  the  year  1833  (0  1840,  inclu- 
sive ;  and  also  (if  any)  what  proceedings 
have  been  taken  thereon. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  was  prepared  to  assent 
to  the  motion,  with  the  exception  of  that 
part  of  it  which  called  for  a  return  **  of 
all  subjects  sent  to  the  several  colleges 
and  hospitals,  and  schools  of  anatomy ; 
specifying  the  number  of  each,  and  the 
date  thereof."  That  part  of  the  motion, 
be  should  oppose. 

Mr.  Maclean  was  willing  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  to  take  what  he  could 
get ;  but  on  a  future  occasion  he  should 
move  for  the  whole  of  this  information, 
and  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
to  consider  the  subject.  He  would  not 
now  press  that  part  of  the  return  which 
was  objected  to. 

Mr.  Warhurton  believed,  that  the  Ana- 
tomy Bill  had  worked  well,  and  that  no 
complaint  had  been  made  against  it  from 
any  of  the  schools. 

Mr.  7.  Duncombe  begged  to  correct  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  spoken.  It  was 
due  to  the  medical  men,  whose  petitions 
he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  had  presented,  to 
state,  that  very  great  dissatisfaction  exis- 
ted as  to  the  operation  of  the  Anatomy 
Act.  He  was  only  sorry  that  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  did  not 
feel  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to  give  the 
whole  of  the  returns  for  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  had  moved.  Some  of 
the  petitions  stated  that  certain  hospitals 
carried  on  a  regular  trade  in  bodies,  and 
he  thought  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
some  inquiry  ought  to  be  instituted  into 
the  working  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  fVakley  said,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
•uppose  that  the  secretary  bad  power  to 


direct  the  distribution  of  subjects  under 
the  act,  neither  had  the  inspectors,  unless 
upon  an  agreement  with  the  lecturers  on 
the  science  of  anatomy.  Such  an  arrange- 
ment had  been  made  between  the  profes- 
sion and  the  inspectors,  and  therefore  the 
former  had  no  right  to  complain  of  the 
act,  which  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  these  arrangements.  If  any  com- 
plaint could  justly  have  been  made,  such 
complaints  would  have  reached  the  House. 
But  this  was  a  subject  which  could  not 
with  advautage  be  mooted  in  this  place, 
but  whenever  it  might  be  so,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  discussed  with  temper.  He 
thought  the  act  was  one  of  the  greatest 
boons  ever  conferred  upon  London,  for  it 
had  put  an  end  to  the  nefarious  system  of 
body  snatching  and  worse,  and  he  was 
sure,  that  if  anything  happened  to  cause 
the  repeal  of  that  law,  the  horrid  scenes 
of  which  everybody  had  heard  would  be 
renewed  with  all  their  atrocities. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  he  had  taken  this 
course  in  consequence  of  the  petitions 
which  he  had  himself  presented  on  this 
subject,  containing  complaints  which  he 
believed  to  be  correct.  He  concurred  that 
if  this  act  was  effectually  carried  into 
effect  it  would  be  a  considerable  boon,  in 
putting  a  stop  to  the  scenes  which  he  had 
spoken  of.  But  if  it  were  not  carried  out 
in  true  sincerity — if  private  arrangements 
were  made  which  ought  not  to  be  made, 
dissatisfaction  would  be  produced,  and  the 
best  way  to  put  an  end  to  that  dissatisfac- 
tion would  be  by  the  production  of  the  in- 
formation he  sought  for,  in  consequence, 
he  repeated^  of  the  information  which  had 
reached  him.  He  therefore  hoped  no  time 
would  be  lost  in  laying  the  particular  re- 
turn now  objected  to  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  said,  he  would  be  happy 
to  give  every  information  in  reference  to 
the  appointments  under  the  act,  and  as  to 
the  salaries  of  the  officers  who  had  to  car- 
ry it  into  effect.  He  would  also  feel  happy 
in  laying  before  the  House  such  general 
information  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
complaints  as  it  was  in  his  power  to  ^ive  ; 
but  he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  either  the  returns  in  regard  to  the 
operation  of  the  act  as  connected  with  the 
science  of  anatomy,  or  those  specific  com- 
plaints made  against  individuals  for  the 
infringement  of  the  act.  He  thought 
that  the  act  had  worked  admirably,  espe- 
cially in  one  respect ;    for  no  one  could 
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deny  bol  that  the  practices  lofreqoent  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  act  bad  since  then 
totally  ceased. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  tbat  there  cer- 
tainly had  been  suggesiions  made  to  the 
Oovernment  in  regard  to  the  carrying  the 
act  into  effect ;  but  he  believed  that  he 
left  the  Home-office  immediately  after 
these  suggestions  were  roadey  and  had  not 
consequently  given  them  his  consideration. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins« 
bury,  that  it  would  have  the  worst  effect 
on  the  operation  of  the  measure,  if  they 
were  at  the  present  time  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry of  the  nature  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Qentleman  would  refrain 
from  taking  this  step,  as  it  might  for  the 
future  prevent  the  act  from  being  carried 
into  effect  in  the  mode  in  which  it  was  at 
present ;  and  it  would  also  interfere  with 
the  adoption  of  any  further  suggestions 
which  might  be  given. 

Mr.  Maclean  trusted  that  the  produc- 
tion of  the  necessary  documents  would 
put  it  out  of  his  power  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion again  before  the  House  ;  but  unless 
this  was  done,  he  would  consider  himself 
bound  to  renew  his  motion. 

Returnsi  as  modified  by  Mr.  Fox  Maule, 
ordered. 

Copyholds.]  On  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Hope,  the  Copyhold  and  Customary  Te« 
nure  Bill  was  re-committed. 

Mr.  Rickfard  moved  a  clause  to  em« 
power  tenants  to  enfranchise. 

Mr.  Hope  opposed  the  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the 
principle  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  amendment, 
as  it  would  endanger  the  whole  bill. 

Mr.  Richford  was  happy  to  find  that 
the  principle  of  his  clause  met  with  the 
general  approbation  of  the  House,  but 
finding  that  if  he  were  to  press  it  to  a  di- 
vision it  would  endanger  the  passing  of 
the  bill  itself,  he  begged  leave  to  with- 
draw it. 

Clause  withdrawn.<^Bill  went  through 
committee. 

The  House  resumed.— Bill  to  be  re* 
ported  on  Monday* 

Adjourned* 
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Ili«vra.l    n^litiaai  iwiimml      By  tiM  Duke  of  Wil- 
lii«loii,  hoKd  WUlm^kliV  D*Krariiy.  Umd 
Loid  Rodca,  and  other  ndlile  Lflids,  from 
Lothnni,    Liaeolnriiire^   Nottiii|^henMlriBe» 
efalK.  Kent,  W%n,  Hcnlbed.  bMx.  md  oHm 
^nrt  AtefatioB  of  UieCom-lw^^Jy  Uwl  Mi 
end  Uie  MaKquca  of  WoitmiiHler.  fkoin  DiuMlee. 
and  odicr  plaeei,  for  Free  Trade"    By  Kart  Fto 
fkpin  BridiewBls.  Lolhian,  FafiinBilQn  Wad. 
fRatmanyoUierptaoeetfDf  UieRerciBlof  UK 

CoaN-LAw  Petitiovs  —  Livcolk- 
sBiaa  MsBTiHG.]  Lord  WiUtmghby 
D'Eresby  presented  man]r  petitions  from 
places  in  Lincolnshire  against  aaT  altera^ 
tioo  of  the  Corn»laws.  The  noble  Lotd 
made  a  few  observations  the  ptirport  of 
which  was  understood  to  be  to  deprecate 
discussions  on  presenting  petitions,  and  to 
express  a  hope  that  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Fitzwilliam)  would  keep  his  word,  and 
not  detain  their  Lordships  by  remarks  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Earl  Fitzwillmm  said,  he  had  undoubt- 
edly told  his  noble  Friend,  that  he  should 
not  raise  any  discussion  on  this  subject 
on  the  presentation  of  petitions;  but  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  presented  a  great 
number  of  petitions,  from  parts  of  the  eoan- 
try  with  which,  both  the  noble  Lord  and 
himself  were  much  connected,  be  knew 
not  of  any  more  favourable  or  coDveaient 
opportunity  for  directing  attentioo  to  one 
or  two  points  of  recent  occurrence,  touch* 
ing  upon  this  important  questioa.  He 
knew  how  verv  ofiensive  he  made  himself 
to  their  Lordships  by  such  dieooarses, 
but  he  felt  obliged  to  trespass  upon  their 
attention  at  the  present  aaomenty  in  oon<» 
sequence  of  a  letter  which  had  appealed 
in  a  newspaper  published  in  theeouDty 
with  which  be  was  connected.  He  aU 
luded  to  the  letter  addressed  to  the  chair« 
man  of  a  meeting  recently  held  in  thai 
county  by  a  noble  Lord  who  now  sat 
on  the  cross-benches  (Lord  WiUoughby 
D*£resby).  With  respect  to  this  letter 
he  must  say,  that  if  the  apprehensions 
expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  in  his  letter 
be  true,  undoubtedly  the  measure  pro* 
posed  by  her  Majesty's  Govemment  on 
the  subject  of  the  Corn*laws  would  inflict 
great  evils  upon  the  country.  But  be 
would  beg  of  their  Lordships  to  consider 
whether  there  were  any  the  sligfatest 
grounds  for  such  apprehensions.  So  Cv 
from  believing  that  there  weie*  be  (Earl 
Fitswilliam)  thotight   that   to  eotertaio 
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•ttch  appreheiMiona  evidenced  lucb  a 
prastration  of  undcrsUoding  as  he  had 
never  before  witnessed.  The  noble  Lord 
in  the  letter  to  which  be  alluded^  stated, 
ihai  the  introduction  of  foreign  corn  at  a 
6xed  duty  of  8s.  per  quarter  would  have 
the  effect  of  sweeping  away  one-third  of 
th«  rentals  of  the  country.  He  (Earl 
Fitxwiiliam)  believed  that  it  would  have 
no  such  effect ;  but  if  any  of  their  Lord^ 
ships  thought  it  would  have  such  effect, 
he  thought  that  that  circumstance  would 
disentitle  him  to  the  reproof  which  he  re* 
ceived  the  other  evening  for  having  ac- 
cused some  parts  oC  the  Legislature  of 
acting  from  interested  motives  on  this 
(|uestion;  for  undoubtedly  if  this  appre- 
hension were  correct,  that  the  proposed 
measure  would  sweep  away  one-third  of 
the  rentals  of  the  country,  it  would  follow 
that  tlie  reason  of  raaoy  uf  the  opponents 
of  that  measure  was  to  keep  up  their 
own  rentals.  Then  what  other  ground 
could  thev  have  to  support  these  laws  ? 
[The  Earl  of  Winchiltea :  The  employ- 
ment of  the  labourers.]  The  employ- 
ment of  the  labourers  I  Why,  now,  did 
the  noUe  Earl  really  believe  that  the 
efiect  of  this  measure  would  be  to  throw 
out  of  cultivation  one-third  of  the  land 
of  this  country  ?  If  so  the  noble  Esrl 
oould  really  have  no  knowledge  either  of 
agriculture  or  commerce?  In  what  part 
of  the  country  was  this  to  happen  ?  [The 
Eari  of  Winchilsea:  In  the  county  of 
Lincolnshire  itself  to  a  great  extent.] 
The  noble  Earl  certainly  knew  more  of 
the  county  of  Lincoln  than  he  did  him- 
self; but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  been 
a  good  deal  in  that  part  of  the  country, 
and  he  defied  any  one  to  point  out  a 
thousand  acres  in  that  county  which 
would  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation  by 
Ibis  measure.  Would  it  be  in  the  fens, 
or  the  rich  lands  of  the  nortb,  or  on 
Lincoln  Heath  ?  He  happened  to  be  the 
owner  and  cultivator  of  some  lands  of  the 
very  description  which  were  upon  Lincoln 
Heath,  and  he  was  bound  to  say,  that 
upon  these  lands  this  measure  would  not 
have  the  effect  predicted.  It  might  lead 
to  a  trifling  reduction  of  rents  there,  but 
it  waa  altogether  monstrous  and  extrava- 

t;aot  to  say,  that  it  would  throw  those 
anda  out  of  cultivation,  Bqt  here  again 
he  would  refer  to  the  noble  Lord's  letter ; 
the  noble  Lord  said^  that  the  deficiencv  of 
the  tenant  would  be  made  up  by  a  reduc- 
tion  of  rent  9o  the  psurt  gf  tbe  landlord* 


This  made  out  what  he  had  always  main- 
tained, that  this  was  a  landlord's  ouestion 
and  not  a  tenant's.  But  the  iv>ole  Lord 
went  on  to  say,  that  one-third  of  the 
agricultural  capital  would  be  lost.  Why, 
what  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  this? 
Did  he  mean  that  the  farmers  would  lose 
every  third  waggon,  or  every  third  plough, 
or  every  third  pair  of  harrows.  No ;  be 
could  not  mean  that.  Did  be  mean, 
then,  that  the  farmers  stock  would  be  of 
less  value  ?  If  so,  the  only  result  would 
be,  that  men  of  less  capital  would  be  able 
to  cultivate  land  than  at  present;  and 
that,  he  thought  would  be  no  evil  to  the 
people  of  England,  but  rather  the  reverse. 
He  did  not,  however,  admit  tbe  accuracy 
of  the  noble  Lord's  statement ;  but,  even 
admitting  it  to  be  true,  still  its  tendency 
would  be  as  he  had  said.  With  respect 
to  wages  also,  it  was  e<|^ually  extravagant 
to  suppose  that  one-third  of  the  wages 
would  be  lost  to  the  labourer.  The  aver- 
age price  of  wheat  for  the  years  1 839  and 
1840  was  about  705.  per  quarter.  The 
average  price  of  the  eighteen  preceding 
years — namely,  from  1821  to  1838,  was 
565.  Sd.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  one  in  the  possession  of  reason  would 
pretend  to  say,  that  a  reduction  of  the 
average  price  of  corn  from  70s.  to  56$^ 
Sd.  would  lead  to  a  reduction  of  one- 
third  in  wages  or  anything  like  it.  The 
fact  was,  that  wages  did  not  vary  with 
the  prices  of  provisions.  It  was  quite  a 
mistake  to  suppose  they  did.  Mr.  Burke 
did  not  fall  into  this  mistake,  but  on  the 
contrary,  on  one  occasion  remarked,  that 
the  Norfolk  squires,  who  had  stated,  that 
wages  varied  with  the  prices  of  provisions, 
**  must  have  dined  when  they  said  so." 
For  his  part,  he  believed  the  fact  to  be 
rather  tbe  other  way;  and  that  a  tempo- 
rary rise  in  the  prices  of  provisions,  by 
causing  an  increased  pressure  and  urgency 
to  seek  employment  amongst  tbe  working 
classeSf  roust  lead  to  a  depreciation  of 
wages.  He  knew  that  tbe  temporary 
distress  of  labourers  in  times  of  ur- 
gency was  often  met  and  provided 
for  by  tbe  kindness  and  consideration  of 
individuals ;  but  this  was  not  a  sufficient 
means  to  counteract  the  effect  of  a  bad 
state  of  the  law.  He  would  beg  to  read 
to  their  Lordships  some  statements  bear* 
ing  upon  this  point,  made  by  an  assistant 
Poor-law  commissioner  acting  in  the  coun- 
ties of  Oxford,  Berkshire,  and  part  of 
Buckinghamshire!  This  gentleman  stated 
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that,  during  the  late  high  prices  in  1839 
and  1S40,  wages,  in  some  places,  rose 
from  8s.  to  10s.  a  week ;  in  others,  they 
increased  Is.  a  week ;  but  that  no  increase 
took  place  in  the  district  bordering  on 
Buckinghamshire.  So  much  with  respect 
to  agricultural  districts.  In  the  manufac- 
turing districts  the  fact  was  too  well  as- 
certained, that  a  rise  in  the  price  of  pro- 
visions produced  a  fall  rather  than  an  in. 
crease  in  wages.  He  must  now  beg  to 
refer  to  a  speech  which  was  made  at  the 
meeting  which  he  had  already  mentioned, 
by  a  Gentleman  who  was  once  a  most 
respectable  Member  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.    This  gentleman  said — 

*'  What  could  the  farmer  hope  to  do  against 
foreign  competition,  when  he  learned  that  fo- 
reign com  was  now  arriving  here  at  26s.  a 
quarter,  and  that  it  was  proposed  to  introduce 
it  at  a  duty  of  S$,  per  quarter,  making  a  total 
of  34s,  per  quarter  in  the  English  market?" 

Such  were  the  delusions  which  men  in 
high  stations  sometimes  sought  to  prac- 
tise upon  their  dependents.  The  same 
gentleman  in  the  speech  he  was  quoting 
then  went  on  to  say  what  was  very  true, 
that  the  average  price  of  corn  at  Ham- 
burg was  36s.  6d,  a  quarter,  and  that  the 
prices  at  Dantzic  were  from  35s.  9d,  to 
41s.,  and  yet  in  the  face  of  these  state- 
ments, the  same  gentleman  made  the 
extraordinary  assertion  that  corn  could  be 
introduced  at  34s.  per  quarter,  after  pay- 
ing a  duty  of  8s.  Why,  there  never  was 
a  more  monstrous  proposition  propounded 
before  an  assembled  multitude.  With 
respect  to  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Ministerial  proposition,  he  certainly  hoped 
it  would  lead  to  a  reduction  in  the  aver- 
age of  prices  to  something  like  what  it 
was  in  the  eighteen  years  preceding  the 
late  high  prices;  but  that  it  would  bring 
prices  lower  than  that,  was  a  proposition 
which  he  was  confident  no  man  would  be 
able  to  make  out.  He  thought  it  his 
duty  to  make  these  observations  when  he 
saw  statements  going  abroad  so  calculated, 
in  his  opinion,  to  deceive,  though  doubt- 
less u  ni  n  ten  tional ly  so,  the  labouring  classes 
of  this  country. 

Lord  Willoughhy  UEresby  thought 
that  the  noble  Earl  might  have  spared  his 
remarks  until  the  presentation  of  the  peti- 
tion agreed  to  at  the  meeting  to  which  he 
had  so  pointedly  alluded.  It  was  not  his 
intention  at  that  moment,  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  the  Corn-laws.  He  might, 
however,  atate,  as  wages  had  been  alluded  | 


to,  that  the  rise  liad  been  more  general 
than  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  suppose. 
He  must  moreover  remark,  that  the  la- 
bourers themselves  in  his  neighbourhood 
were  consulted  as  to  the  scale  of  remune- 
ration that  would  satisfy  them.  He  em- 
ployed 180  agricultural  labourers  himself, 
and  he  must  therefore,  know  their  habits 
and  feelings.  It  had  been  said,  that  what 
he  had  brought  forward  did  not  bear  on 
the  question ;  but  what  he  had  brought 
forward  he  could  substantiate.  The  letter 
which  he  had  written  was  sent  as  an  apo- 
logy for  his  non-attendance  at  the  meet- 
ing, and  he  had  never  for  a  moment  thought 
that  it  would  be  brought  before  the  atten* 
tton  of  their  Lordships ;  but  every  position 
laid  down  in  that  letter  he  was  prepared 
to  defend  at  the  proper  time. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  that  what  he  had 
always  said  was  that  he  believed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  farmers  and  the  good 
nature  of  individuals  hftd  met  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  case ;  but  the  fact  was,  that  the 
good  nature  of  individuals  was  not  the  rule 
which  governed  the  rate  of  wages. 

Lord  Willoughby  lyEreshy  said,  that 
the  rate  of  wages  which  he  gave  was  the 
rate  of  wages  of  the  whole  county  of  Lin- 
coln, and  not  merely  of  his  neighbour* 
hood. 

The  Earl  of  WinchiUea  said,  that  though 
he  agreed  in  the  opinion  which  he  be- 
lieved was  entertained  by  a  majority  of 
their  Lordships,  that  it  was  exceedingly 
inconvenient  to  bring  under  discussion 
this  most  important  question — not  only  as 
affecting  the  agricultural  interests  of  this 
country,  but  every  other  interest— on  a 
mere  petition,  yet  he  could  not  on  the 
present  occasion,  refrain  from  offering  a 
few  observations  to  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships,  though  he  had  not  hitherto 
done  so  on  presenting  the  numerous  peti- 
tions which  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
laying  on  their  Lordships'  Table.  In  the 
first  place,  he  did  think  that  the  noble 
Early  acquainted,  as  he  must  have  been, 
with  the  character  of  the  respected  coon- 
try  gentleman  to  whom  he  had  alluded, 
and  who  once  had  the  honour  of  repre- 
senting the  county  of  Lincoln,  might  have 
treated  him  with  more  courtesy.  He  had 
stood  by  his  side  at  a  meeting  on  Friday 
last,  in  another  part  of  the  country,  and 
he  must  say,  that  of  all  the  public  meet- 
ings he  (the  Earl  of  Winchilsea)  had  ever 
attended,  he  had  never  seen  such  a  de- 
voted feeling  of  attachment  towards  any 
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man  as  was  sliown  towards  that  gentle- 
man; and  when  the  noble  Earl  came 
forward  and  accased  that  gentleman  of 
false  statements  to  his  peasantry,  he,  as  a 
neighbour  of  that  gentleman,  rejected  the 
charge  with  indignation.  [Earl  Fitz- 
William. — I  never  made  it.]  The  charge 
is  false ;  he  never  did  any  such  thing.  He 
would  go  with  him  to  this  extent  in  opin- 
ion, that  if  foreign  com  could  be  bonded 
at  269.  a  quarter,  it  would  come  out,  at  a 
fixed  duty  of  8«.,  at  349.  a  quarter,  which 
was  a  price  against  which  no  English 
farmer  could  compete.  He  held  the  opin- 
ion, that  the  present  system  of  Corn-laws 
was  the  best  that  ever  was  proposed,  and, 
that  on  an  average  of  years  it  had  worked 
well.  The  labouring  population  with  the 
present  Corn-law  had  had  their  corn  at  a 
fair  price  ;  but  with  a  fixed  duty  it  would 
be  double  the  price  in  a  few  years.  If  they 
depended  on  foreign  supply,  English  capi- 
tal would  go  to  aid  it ;  for  English  capital 
would  always  flow  where  there  was  the 
greatest  remuneration;  and  if  this  free 
trade  in  corn  were  opened,  thousands  of 
acres  would  be  immediately  brought  into 
cultivation,  and  the  produce  of  those  coun- 
tries whence  corn  was  supplied  would  be 
a  thousand  tiroes  more  than  it  at  present 
was^  which  must  tend  still  further  to  reduce 
the  price  at  which  foreign  corn  could  be 
introduced.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated, 
that  the  price  of  wages  did  not  depend  on 
the  price  of  corn.  He  himself  was  a  prac- 
tical agriculturist.  He  was  not  possessed 
of  the  princely  fortune  of  the  noble  Earl^ 
but  he  bad  sufficient  estates  to  enable  him 
to  form  a  practical  opinion  on  the  matter. 
He  was  his  own  steward  on  his  property. 
He  had  no  intermediate  man  between  him 
and  his  tenants.  He  let  his  own  land  and 
made  his  own  agreements,  and  he  was, 
practically,  as  well  acquainted  with  all  the 
bearings  of  the  agricultural  interest  as  any 
landholder  in  that  House.  He  had  estates 
in  Kent,  in  Sussex,  in  Lincolnshire,  and 
in  Hampshire,  and  in  all  those  counties 
he  found  the  rate  of  wages  invariably  af- 
fected by  the  price  of  corn.  The  rate  of 
wages  during  the  winter  months  in  each  of 
those  districts  had  been  from  i  3s.  6d.  to  1 5s. 
a  week.  When  corn  was  low,  the  present 
corn-law  was  no  protection  at  all  to  the 
agricultural  interests  of  this  country ;  and 
when  it  was  high  from  scarcity,  the  landed 
interest  ought  to  be  protected  and  have  a 
fair  remuneration.  In  the  manufacturing 
district^  wages  weia  not  affected  in  an 


equal  degree  by  prices ;  but  he  would  say 
this,  that  the^  (the  agricultural  landown- 
ers) had  a  fair  share  of  the  burdens  of  the 
country  to  bear  with  the  labourers,  and 
they  made  those  advances  which  prices 
would  afford  to  the  labourers  to  enable 
them  to  live  as  well  as  themselves.  If  the 
manufacturers  would  do  the  same,  he 
firmly  believed,  that  there  would  not  be 
that  distress  amongst  the  manufacturing 
population  which  at  present  existed,  and 
the  factory  system  would  not  cause  so  much 
evil  as  it  did.  But  now,  when  manufac- 
turing labourers  got  to  the  age  of  thirty  or 
forty,  they  were  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment, in  order  that  women  and  children 
might  be  employed  at  lower  rates  of  wages; 
and,  debilitated,  crippled,  and  demoral- 
ized, they  were  unfit  to  fall  back  on  any 
agricultural  employment,  and  were  driven 
to  live  on  the  miserable  pittance  they  could 
earn  by  the  hand-looms,  from  which  they 
could  not  derive  more  than  from  4s.  to  6s., 
and  at  the  very  most,  6s.  Sd^  per  week. 
He  hoped,  that  some  mode  would  be  de. 
vised  to  prevent  this  growing  and  increas- 
ing evil.  The  noble  Earl  had  said,  that 
no  lands  would  go  out  of  cultivation  in 
Lincolnshire.  Now,  there  were  tracts  of 
land  in  Lincolnshire  not  worth  more  than 
29.  6d.  an  acre,  which  were  kept  in  culti- 
vation by  artificial  means,  by  laying  on 
quantities  of  bone-dust  and  oil-cake,  and 
if  corn  came  down  to  the  price  at  which 
foreign  corn  might  be  admitted  with  the 
proposed  fixed  duty,  these  tracts  must 
immediately  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation. 
There  were  similar  tracts  of  land  in  Nor- 
folk and  other  places ;  and  in  Kent,  he 
knew  land  where  the  landlords  offered  it 
free  of  rent  if  the  tenants  would  keep  it. 
in  cultivation,  and  it  depended  much  on  a 
good  seed  time  whether  that  land  would 
pay  or  not.  The  great  national  burdens 
were  thrown  on  the  land,  and  why  should 
there  be  this  outcry  against  the  landed 
interest?  They  would  not  allow  cheap 
shoes  or  cheap  hats,  or  cheap  silks  to  come 
into  the  market,  and  he  thought,  that  the 
landed  interest  ought  at  least  to  be  pro- 
tected. This  proposed  fixed  duty  was  a 
mere  delusion.  This  country,  as  far  as 
possible,  should  be  independent  of  a  fo- 
reign supply  of  corn.  If  ever  the  day 
came  when  England  was  dependent  on  a 
foreign  supply,  and  corn  was  made  an  ar- 
ticle of  revenue,  did  they  not  think,  that 
other  countries  would  follow  our  example, 
and  sayi   '*  If  you  take  89.  a  quarter  on 
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our  corn  for  revenue,  we  will  take  SOe.?  * 
Tbey  would  Uiep  have  ihotteands  of  afivee 
Ibiowo  oot  of  calUvalioD,  and,  wilh  a 
alanrinf  popalatioD,  have  the  com  they 
oiiitit  at  whatofer  price.  The j  m^i  de» 
pend  apon  it,  that  the  manafactQiing 
popiilatioo  woold  he  ae  deeply  affected  by 
the  ohaage  as  the  agricaltural,for  in  1832, 
wheacoin  was  low,  they  were  starving, 
and  praying  for  higher  wages. 

Earl  FUzwUliam  said  the  noUe  Earl 
had  saidi  that  be  bad  made  a  false  c^rge, 
which  was  rather  a  serious  statement  to 
make.  He  had  not  made  a  false  charga 
He  had  as  great  a  respect  for  Mr.  ChapUn 
as  the  ndrie  Earl  himself:  but  he  believed 
Mr.  Chaplin  misunderstood  this  subject. 
He  bad  never  used  any  other  term,  and 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  was  under  as  great 
a  mieapprehension. 

Lord  RedeidaU  said,  what  the  noble 
Earl  had  said  was — he  quoted  his  words 
-«*'*  This  is  the  manner  in  which  Gentle, 
men  in  high  station  seek  to  practise  delu 
siops  on  the  people  on  this  subject"  This 
he  (Lord  Redesdale)  did  consider  to  be  a 
charge  agaiost  Mr.  Chaplin,  and,  like 
muen  of  the  rest  of  the  noble  Earl's 
speech,  he  could  not  admire  either  the  ar- 
gument or  the  taste  of  it.  The  noble  Earl 
did  not  treat  this  subject  as  affecting  a 
great  interest,  and  the  agricultural  interest 
wasthegreatestin  England.  Hedidnotcon- 
ceive  that  the  proposed  measure  would  do 
much  hurt,  because  afarmer  might  stock  his 
farm  for  one-third  less  money  than  he  now 
could  in  consequence.  The  noble  Earl 
did  not  think  there  would  be  such  a  re- 
duction, but  he  saw  no  great  harm  if  there 
was.  Accordii^g  to  the  same  mode  of 
.argument  the  noble  Earl  did  not  see  any 
great  harm  if  any  great  manufacturer 
could  come  into  the  market  and  buy  for 
100,000/.  an  estate  which  was  worth 
150,000^  He  believed,  that  the  manu- 
facturers would  be  glad  to  do  it.  Their 
object  was,  where  they  had  mortgages  on 
estates,  to  get  them  into  their  possession 
at  less  than  their  value.  If  the  noble 
Earl  arcued  the  question  on  these  grounds 
he  would  find,  that  the  agricultural  inter* 
ests  were  all  identified,  aod  that  the  land- 
owner, the  farmer,  and  the  lahonreri 
would,  all  alike,  feel  the  reduction. 

Earl  Fiizwiliiam  understood  the  noble 
Baron  to  say  that  "  the  ohiect  of  the 
wealthy  manufacturers  in  calling  for  the 
rojpeal  of  the  Cora-laws  was,  that  they 
might  obtain  leaded  estates  on  which  they 


might  have  raortgafsa."  The  noUe  Baron 
had  made  some  observations  on  the  ^'taste" 
of  his  speech ;  he  should  be  very  aorry 
to  make  the  same  observation  on  the  no- 
ble Lord's  speech  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  made  on  his. 

The  Earl  of  Hardwickd  did  not  concur 
IB  what  had  heen  said  aboat  the  manu- 
facturer. But  from  what  did  such  an 
observation  arise  ?  From  the  noble  Earl's 
persevering  in  arrayisy  the  manufacuirrr 
against  the  agriculturist.  He  raised  men's 
feelings  and  passions  on  a  subject  of  vital 
interest,  and  then  he  was  astonished  that 
they  could  in  any  degree  seem  to  be  vio* 
lent  in  expression.  Nobody  could  deplore 
it  more  than  he  did.  Did  the  noble  Lord 
do  nothing  of  the  sort  ?  Did  he  not  come 
into  that  House  and  tell  them  that  rents 
were  too  high  ?  Did  he  forget,  that  that 
House  was  the  smallest  portion  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  and  that,  although 
in  ancient  times  the  land  had  generally 
been  held  by  Peers,  the  Commona  of 
Engtond,  the  poor  and  small  freeholder 
now  heU  the  greatest  portmn  of  it  ?  And 
him  they  were  called  on  now  to  protect. 
But  the  noble  Lord  talked  of  their  rents, 
as  if  they  were  the  only  persons  that  held 
lands.  They  did  not  think  more  of  their 
rents,  than  they  thought  uf  the  rents  of 
other  smaller  landhoklers.  The  noble 
Lord  talked  to  them  as  if  they 
wished  to  pander  to  the  appetites  and 
pleasures  of  the  landowners.  But  was 
not  the  agricultural  interest  the  staple  of 
the  nation.^  If  they  were  in  distress, 
whom  were  they  to  tax?  If  they  were 
invaded,  whom  were  they  to  kok  to,  to 
fight  the  battle  of  the  country,  hut  lo  the 
landed  interest  ?  It  had  always  borne  the 
brunt,  aod  it  was  ready  to  do  it  again. 
Let  them  tax  them,  but  not  destroy  them, 
They  were  ready  to  be  taxed,  if  necessary, 
and  to  bear  large  burdens  for  the  support 
of  the  country  at  large ;  but  let  them  not 
destroy  that  interest  which  was  to  hear 
them.  The  noble  Lord  was  always  talk« 
log  to  the  people  outside.  Why  did  he 
not  give  them  notice  of  a  day  for  a  gene* 
ral  debate  T  He  had  given  them  a  notice 
the  other  day,  but  he  had  flinched  from 
it ;  he  had  been  choked  off;  he  had  been 
stopped.  Now,  he  came  forward  with 
iociaental  etatements,  on  which  he  was 
prepared  before  he  came  to  that  House, 
ana  which  statements  were  made  merelv 
for  the  reporters  of  the  newspapei^  ana 
did  not  tend  ia  any  manner  to  illnstralQ 
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the  subject  as  a  inatiec  of  serious  and 
imporUot  debate.  He  was  quite  sure, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  their  Lordships 
to  look  at  the  state  of  this  country  as  it 
now  was  in  its  peaceful  and  flourishing; 
condition,  without  being  satisfied,  that  the 
laws  of  this  country  must  not  onl  v  be  wise 
in  themselves,  but  ably  executed ;  but  there 
was  not  any  law  equal  to  that  whicfh  regu* 
lated  the  mode  in  which  food  was  sup* 
plied.  Neighbouring  nations  were  aston- 
ished* that  the  civil  magistrate  and  the 
constable  with  nothing  but  his  staffs  could 
keep  this  great  country  in  order  without 
havmg  to  resort  to  the  military  force.  We 
knew  nothing  of  a  standing  army  in  this 
country.  We  were  not  obliged  to  call 
out  50,000  soldiers  because  a  public  meet- 
ioj;  was  got  up  in  this  city.  But  that 
might  be  sqen  m  other  countries,  where 
freedom  of  trade  was  much  talked  of. 
They  were  not,  therefore,  to  be  frightened 
out  of  their  senses  by  statements,  and 
clap-trap  statements,  too,  made  for  the 
purpose  of  exciting  the  poor  — -— ,  but  he 
would  not  use  the  term ;  he  had  almost 
given  utterance  to  a  word  whicbi  in  the 
excitement  of  debate,  might  be,  perhaps, 
used  again.  But  the  effect  of  these  state- 
ments was  to  excite,  out  of  doors«  vio- 
lent and  passionate  feelings  amongst  a 
class  of  people  who  were  not  deeply  in- 
formed on  these  subjects. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  denied»  that  he 
and  his  Friends  had  caused  any  excite- 
ment on  the  subject.  The  noble  Lords 
opposite  complained  of  introducing  the 
question  of  tne  Corn-laws  this  year  in 
incidental  discussions;  hut  last  year, 
when  it  came  on  in  a  regular  debate,  they 
grew  tired,  and  began  to  cry  out,  '*  ques* 
tiop.^  He,  however,  thought^  that  the 
discussion  of  this  question,  even  incident* 
ally,  would  be  of  great  service,  for  it  must 
repeatedly  attract  the  attention  of  persons 
in,  and  m  the  people  out  of  the  House  to 
the  subject.  When  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
spoke  of  this  as  not  being  exclusively  re- 
garded by  them  as  a  question  of  rent,  he 
Sie  Earl  of  Radnor)  asked,  were  not  all 
e  arguments  they  had  heard,  brou|;ht 
forward  in  support  of  rent,  and  nothing 
else?  Why  tnat  ver;f  evening,  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  last,  interrupted  his  (Earl 
Radnor's)  noble  Friend,  and  said,  that  the 
otyect  of  the  landed  proprietors  in  sup- 
poHjing  the  Coin-laws,  was  to  prevent 
knds  Trom  being  thrown  out  of  cultiva- 
tioQ— ihat  meant;  poor  lands  b^ing  throurn 


out  of  cultivation »  and  what  was  that  but 
an  argument  to  keep  up  rents.  [Laujfhier,] 
Noble  Lords  might  laugh,  but  if  they 
would  reflect  upon  this  subject,  they 
would  find  that  the  amount  of  rent  for 
each  description  of  land  was  determined 
by  the  expense  of  cultivating  the  poorest 
soil — therefore  the  main  desire  of  some  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  were  so  anxious  in 
support  of  the  coro^tlaws,  was  not  lo  keep 
poor  lands  in  cuUivation,  but  to  keep  up 
a  higher  standard  of  rent  for  every  other 
kind.  But  they  supported  this  object,  not 
by  arguments  alone-^they  had  brought  in 
the  statute-book  to  maintain  their  rents, 
as  would  be  found  on  reference  to  the 
bounty  they  gave  on  grass  lands,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  protection  to  cultivated  lands. 
Why,  was  there  not  a  duty  on  the  import* 
ation  of  horses?  and  was  there  not  a  duty 
on  the  importation  of  asses  into  this  coun- 
try. The  acts  of  Parliament  prohibited 
the  importation  of  bulls,  cows,  faorsea, 
sheep,  and  swine ;  and  what  was  that  for 
if  not  for  the  encouragement  of  grass 
lands  ?  They  had  a  prohibition  am  on 
dead  meat  a9  well  as  live  flesh,  all  for  the 
encouragement  of  grass  lands.  What  else 
was  it  for«theo  ?  He  next  found  the  act 
of  Parliament  extending  its  prohibitions 
to  turkeys,  fowls,  ducks,  geese,  and  chick- 
ens. Now,  what  were  all  those  taxes  for, 
but  to  make  grass,  as  well  as  arable  lands, 
put  money  into  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
lords ?  Surely  it  was  not,  so  far  as  grass 
lands  were  concerned,  to  keep  up  the 
amount  of  the  wages  of  the  labourer. 
Why  no  kind  of  food  could  be  imported 
duty  free.  He  would  go  farther,  and  say, 
that  not  only  the  produce  of  the  land,  but 
even  the  produce  of  the  sea,  was  taxed  for 
the  landlords.  There  was  not  a  kind  of 
foreign  fish  that  was  not  prohibited.  He 
might  be  told,  that  the  object  of  the  du^ 
ties  on  fish  was,  to  protect  our  fishermen, 
and  secure  good  seamen  for  the  country. 
This  was  the  origin  of  those  duties  no 
doubt;  but  why  did  we  tax  foreign  sal- 
mon ?  This  was  a  fish,  at  least,  tnat  did 
not  require  hardy  and  adventurous  fisher- 
men to  catch  it.  The  fact  was,  the  salmon 
was  taxed  for  the  sole  purpose  of  putting 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords — 
one  of  whom  he  knew  to  be  realising  an 
income  of  4,000/.  or  5,000f.  a  year  by  his 
monopoly  as  a  salmon  proprietor.  Every 
kind  of  Dsh  was  taxed  except  one.  Now 
you  would  suppose  that  iht%  one  was 
excepted  for  the  sake  of  the  poor  mauf 
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of  oorOy  was  it  not  evident  tbat  thb  q«csiioo 
need  not  be  asked  ?  In  fact,  while  the 
price  of  com  and  bread  was  almost  ani- 
form  tbroagfaoat  the  coootrj,  the  anoant 
of  wages  differed  very  mach— in  Lincoln- 
shire,  it  was  10s.  a  week ;  in  Kent,  it  was 
12#. ;  in  the  south  of  England,  the  wages 
averaged  9f . ;  in  Dorseuhire,  it  was  7s. ; 
in  Devonshire,  6s. ;  in  Somersetshire,  7s. 
These  facts  proved  that  the  prices  of  la- 
bour did  not  depend  on  the  price  of  bread 
or  com.  In  fact,  labour,  like  everything 
else,  was  paid  according  to  the  proportion 
the  supply  bore  to  the  demand ;  and  wages 
were  no  more  influenced  by  the  price  of 
com  than  was  the  coat  on  the  noUe  Earl's 
back.  High  prices  for  com  did  not  cer- 
tainly produce  high  prices  for  labour.  The 
fact  was  the  other  way,  for  as  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  when  com  was  cheap, 
labour  rose  in  consequence  of  the  ease  of 
the  people.  But  he  (Earl  Radnor)  would 
refer  to  an  authority  on  this  head,  which 
their  Lordships  most  respect  as  well 
as  he  did — the  authority  of  the  lale 
Lord  Mansfield.  In  the  year  1814,  the 
year  before  the  present  Com  Law  Act 
passed,  there  was  a  committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  which  minutely  in- 
quired into  the  relation  between  wages  and 
prices  of  com.  Lord  Mansfield,  a  member 
of  the  committee,  who  was  connected  with 
Scotland,  sent  down  to  that  country  for 
some  evidence  which  was  of  great  import- 
ance, because  Scotland  was  not  under  the 
influence  of  the  Poor-laws.  Lord  Mans- 
field sent  down  to  his  factor,  a  man  in 
whom  every  confidence  might  be  placed, 
for  a  return  of  the  times  when  the  wages 
of  manufacturing  labour  were  highest  and 
lowest,  and  the  times  also  when  the  prices 
of  wheat  were  highest  and  lowest.  The 
factor  sent  up  a  return,  of  which  the  fol- 
lowing was  an  abstract :— * 

In  1805,  the  price  of  weaving  a  piece 
of  calico  was  9s. ;  in  1811,  it  was  Ss. — 
Fiar's  prices.  This  evidence,  from  Scot 
land,  a  country  not  influenced  bv  the 
Poor-laws,  be  it  remembered,  proved  that 
the  prices  of  food  did  not  regulate  the 
wages  of  manufacturing  labour,  nor  those 
of  the  agricultural  labourer.  The  fact 
was,  the  wages  were  often  highest  when 
the  prices  of  food  were  lowest,  and  lowest 
when  the  former  were  highest.  lie  was 
not  sure  whether  these  were  the  prices 
of  quarters  or  of  bolls  of  com,  but  they 
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Not  at  all.  Thb  was  a  fish  that  had  never 
been  seen  on  a  poor  man's  table  since  the 
world  began,  but  which,  however,  was 
often  seen  on  their  Lordships'  table — it 
was  a  tnrbot.  He  must  indeed  admit  that 
there  was  one  more  fish  which  was  also 
exempted — that  was  the  lobster,  for  the 
sake  of  lobster  sauce  for  the  turbot.  This 
was  most  trae ;  and  be  thought  it  was  also 
most  discreditable  to  their  Lordships,  that 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  our 
fellow-coontrymen  were  at  this  moment 
starving,  principally  through  being  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  taxation,  to  raise  the 
rent  of  noble  liOrds.  He  did  not  wish 
to  addreu  himself  to  the  people  out  of 
doors,  hot  he  wished  to  address  himself  to 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down, 
and  to  remind  him  and  the  whole  of  their 
Lordships,  that  while  these  duties  were 
levied  upon  the  necessaries  of  life,  as  they 
came  into  this  country,  thousands  upon 
thousands  of  industrious  persons  were  at 
this  moment  in  the  utmost  distress  from 
the  want  of  food,  so  that  the  pawnbrokers 
of  Manchester  and  Birmingham  were  not 
able  to  comply  with  the  demands  for 
loans  that  were  made  upon  them»  by  per* 
sons  pressing  for  farther  advances  upon 
deposits,  Wtiile  this  was  the  condition  of 
so  many  thousands  of  our  countrymen, 
was  it  not  dreadful  that  every  animal  that 
walked  the  earth— nay,  even  that  every 
fish  thst  swam,  and  every  bird  that  was  fit 
for  food,  must  be  taxed,  lest  it  should 
come  in  cheap  for  our  starving  population  ? 
This  was  most  discreditable  to  their  Lord- 
ships, he  repeated,  whether  as  legislators 
or  as  landlords.  He  believed  that  but 
very  few  of  their  Lordships  had  gone  into 
the  details  he  now  brought  before  them 
— >but  having  now  heard  them,  they  ought 
not  to  receive  them  with  laushtcr  and 
contempt.  But  these  facts  would  be  made 
known  to  the  people  of  this  country,  who 
would  regard  them  as  quite  the  reverse  of 
subjects  of  joke  and  laughter.  We  now 
beard  again  the  old  story  |iut  forward, 
that  wages  depended  on  the  prices  of  food. 
Almost  every  word  spoken  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  cross  bench  ([Winchilsea)  was 
in  support  of  this  doctrine ;  yet  his  ob- 
servations would  go  to  prove  that  this  was 
not  the  case.  For  the  noble  Lord  said  he 
was  the  chairman  of  a  board  of  guardians, 
and  that  when  a  pauper  came  before  them 
for  relief,  they  first  asked  him  whether  he 
had  been  in  receipt  of  full  wages.  Now, 
if  the  wages  were  depending  on  the  price 
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woald  show  equally  well  the  relation  be. 
tween  the  prices  of  food  and  of  labour. 
He  hoped  this  table  would  induce  noble 
Lords  to  examine  the  details  of  this  most 
important  question  a  little  more  carefully 
in  future.  He  would  now  come  to  the 
repetition  of  the  old  story  of  making  this 
country  independent  of  foreign  countries 
as  regarded  supplies  of  com.  Now  if  that 
was  the  object  of  the  present  act,  was  it 
not  proved  that  that  measure  had  en- 
tirely failed  ?  Let  us  look  at  the  returns 
of  the  last  few  years:— -In  1838,  1839, 
and  1840,  there  were  imported  of  foreign 
com,  for  home  consumption,  no  less  than 
6,235,000  quarters  of  wheat,  which  was 
equal  to  l-6th  of  our  whole  consumption 
for  that  period.  He  trusted  he  had  now 
shown  their  I^ordships  that  this  measure 
had  been  as  fallacious  in  making  us  in- 
dependent of  foreign  countries  for  sup- 
plies of  corn,  as  it  had  been  deceptive  m 
every  other  point  of  view. 

Lord  Ashburton  strongly  condemned 
the  time  that  had  been  chosen  by  the 
Government,  supported  by  the  noble  Lords 
opposite,  for  stirring  up  the  difierent 
classes  of  society  in  this  country  to  regard 
each  other  as  enemies,  in  consequence  of 
the  existence  of  the  present  corn  and 
other  protective  laws.  Whatever  noble 
Lords  opposite  might  think  of  such  a 
state  of  things,  he  could  assure  them  that 
it  was  a  most  dangerous  one  for  the  wel- 
fare of  this  country,  considering  what 
feelings  bad  been  excited  in  the  West- 
India  interests,  the  East-India  interests, 
the  shipping  interests,  and  every  other 
class  of  the  community,  by  the  measures 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  of  late  pro- 
pounded. Nothing  but  the  most  urgent 
necessity  could  justify  any  Government 
for  exciting  the  masses  in  such  a  perilous 
degree.  The  axiom  of  a  great  Whig  Mi- 
nister of  the  old  time—  probably  the  first 


of  his  country  and  period  for  wisdom^  and 
to  whom  history  had  done  but  tardy  just- 
ice— Sir  Robert  Walpole— the  axiom  of 
that  great  statesman  was  ne  quieta  movere 
•—but  the  reverse  of  this  safe  principle 
would  seem  to  be  acted  upon  by  the  no* 
ble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the  Govern* 
ment  of  the  present  day.  The  noble  Vis- 
count's object  was  to  eicite  the  greatest 
possible  flame  in  the  country.  He  (Lord 
Ashburton)  would  not  impute  the  organi- 
sation of  this  perilous  commotion  that 
now  raged  in  the  public  mind,  to  a  desire 
on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
recover  their  lost  position  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament — that  would  not  be  fair  in 
debate— but  he  would  say,  that  a  more 
mischievous  course  than  the  present  had 
not  been  pursued  by  any  former  Govern- 
ment. He  would  now  successively  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  points 
that  had  been  dwelt  upon  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite.  In  the  first  place,  the 
noble  Earl  mooted  one  of  the  most  dis- 
puted points  that  had  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  political  economists — that  was,  whe- 
ther the  prices  of  food  did  or  did  not  act 
on  the  wages  of  labour,  and  if  so,  to  what 
extent  ?  He  contended,  that  this  was  ex- 
actly one  of  those  questions  upon  which 
the  greatest  anxiet]f  now  prevailed ;  and 
it  was  one  which  was  made  the  subject  of 
lectures  and  after-dinner  discussions.  But 
those  persons  who  advocated  the  principle 
contended  for  by  the  noble  Earls  oppo- 
site, maintained  that  the  price  of  food 
had  no  effect  whatever  on  the  prices  of 
labour,  or  on  the  prices  of  manufactures ; 
but  the  fact  was  quite  the  contrary.  In 
what  manner  did  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country  express  themselves?  They 
said,  ''we  cannot  compete,  we  cannot 
work  in  competition  with  foreign  manu- 
facturers, because  they  can  work  so  cheap." 
But  if  the  noble  Earl  was  right,  the  ma- 
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Wbcat. 

Oats. 

Oatmial. 

MANorAcruRiNa  Labour. 

s.     d 

s.    d. 

s.    d. 

1805 

29  10 

17     6 

19  10 

Highest. 

1811 

41     3 

21     3 

24     3 

Lowest. 

1814* 

34     5 

20    0 

21     0 

Medium. 

1800 

57     3 

35     6 

43  10 

Wages  of  ploughman,  12/.  to  13/.;  of  labourer. 
If.  6d.  a  day  in  summer;  If.  in  winter. 

1802 

23     6 

13     9 

16     1 

Wages  of  ploughman,  16/.;  of  labourer,  2t. 
in  summer ;  If.  6d,  in  winter. 

^  Fiar's  prices. 
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niifactarer  in  this  coantry  ought  not  to 
be  affected  by  these  changes.  But  he 
would  asky  when  was  H — when  was  the 
period  at  which  the  prices  of  food  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  price  of  labour  ? 
It  would  be  a  waste  of  their  Lordships* 
time  to  argue  this  part  of  the  ease.  Every 
person  knew,  who  lived  in  the  country, 
that  the  price  of  food  had  to  do  with  the 
price  of  labour ;  and  in  truth  that  was  the 
real  theory  to  proceed  upon.  At  the  same 
time  he  did  not  deny  that  the  price  of 
labour  was,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Earl, 
influenced  by'  the  demand  and  supply. 
They  now  saw  this  state  of  things  produced 
In  the  West-India  colonies,  where  the 
free  labourer,  for  the  pay  he  obtained  for 
one  day's  work,  was  enabled  to  maintain 
himse»  for  the  remaining  six  days  of  the 
week.  Such  was  the  case,  too,  in  the 
United  Btates  of  America,  and  in  Austra* 
lia.  But  when  a  country  became  thickly 
populated,  whether  In  agricultural  or  ma« 
nufacturing  districts,  then  the  price  of  la- 
bour came  down  to  that  rate  at  which  the 
poor  labourer  can  be  fed  ;  the  feeding  of 
soch  poor  labourers  being  determined  by 
the  proceedings  of  those  who  were  en- 
trusted with  the  management  of  union 
poor  houses,  and  by  the  dietary  system 
therein  pursued.  And  let  it  be  recollected 
that  the  manufacturers  were  running  down 
the  rate  of  wages  as  low  as  they  could ; 
they  were  advertising  for  people  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  the  manuf\ic* 
turers  could  immedrately  bring  in  a  mass 
of  paupers  for  the  purpose  of  working  at 
the  rate  of  wages  prescribed.  This  was 
done  every  day  ruthlessly,  and  without 
the  slightest  feeling  for  the  condition  of 
the  poor  and  labouring  classes.  But  the 
farmers,  on  the  contrary,  looked  greatly  to 
the  good  of  the  labourers,  to  the  comfbrt 
of  their  own  dwellings;  and  moreover  they 
lived  amongst  the  labouring  people,  for 
whom  they  entertained  a  regard  and  afiec- 
tien,  without  running  down  the  scale  of 
wages.  He  recollected  that  Mr.  Huskis* 
son  had  shown  them  cases  of  manufac- 
turers advertising  for  workmen,  and  what 
was  the  consequence  ?  Why,  the  moment 
the  demand  for  the  particular  branch  of 
manufacture  ceased,  or  fell  of,  these  same 
persons  were  thrown  upon  the  egrlcnU 
lurjsis.  and  a  large  mass  of  Irish  children 
were  thrown  upon  the  county,  and  subse. 
quently  thrown  back  on  the  shores  of  Ire- 
land. He  was  far  from  wishing  to  impute 
any  culpable  intentions  to  noble  Loraa  in 


that  House  with  respect  to  the  argnments 
they  held,  but  he  must  say,  that  most  un- 
doubtedly the  language  which  had  been 
held  in  reference  to  this  subject  was  of  a. 
most  inflammatory  character.  The  most 
inflammatory  language  had  been  used 
abroad  by  those  who  universally  took  a 
one-sided  view,  in  one  way  or  otner ;  they 
spoke  always  as  they  felt  towards  the  ma- 
nufacturers or  the  agriculturists.  Now 
what  was  really  the  way  to  do  good  to  the 
poor  man  ?  Why  it  was  to  foster  and  en- 
courage all  branches  of  industry ;  and  the 
most  desirable  thing  for  the  coantry  was, 
to  have  all  those  branches  in  reasonable 

Eroportton  the  one  to  the  other.  Of  this 
e  was  sure,  that  if  those  persons  could 
obtain  their  object,  who  thought  that  good 
would  result  by  throwing  out  of  cnltlvation 
a  large  portion  of  lands,  and  throwing  out 
of  employment  the  cultivators  of  the  soil, 
and  thus  raising  a  large  mass  of  mannlbe* 
turing  population,  this  country  would  then 
be  plunged  into  such  an  abyss  of  distress 
as  no  Government  eookl  comprehend,  or 
eff^tually  allay.  But  while  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  vrould  beg  to  quote  from  a  work, 
written  in  the  form  of  an  eaaay,  by  Imd 
John  Rnssell.  He  conld  assure  their 
Lordships  that  It  was  a  work  whieb  dkl 
the  greatest  credit  to  the  nnderstandtng 
and  character  of  that  noble  Lord.  The 
publication  contained  sketches  of  lite  and 
character,  and  an  eaaay  on  political  eeono* 
my  (notwithstanding  this  anbjeet  had  been 
so  often  and  so  well  diaeassed)»  and  Itie 
noUe  Lord  came  to  this  point,  that  ilie 
greatest  dlstmst  onust  be  entertained  of 
the  champions  of  political  economy  fiom 
the  fact  tnat  no  man  agreed  on  this  moat 
important  subject,  espeewlly  as  to  whether 
the  price  of  food  did  not  amet  the  price  of 
labour.  The  noMe  Lord  in  this  assay 
went  on  to  say, — 

^  But  the  fireqnent  oecarrence  of  war,  the 
eemplicatien  of  polilieal  inleffeats,  the  exist- 
eooe  of  ancient  treaties,  and,  above  all,  the 
establUhments  of  capital  and  of  people  whidi 
have  taken  place  on  the  Mh  of  the  eonUnu* 
ance  of  old  arrangements,  often  nnder  a  ones* 
tion  of  political  economy  much  more  difficult 
to  solve  than  almost  any  problen  in  the  range 
of  mathematics.  For  instance,  it  is  very  easy 
to  say  that  the  trade  in  com  oovht  to  tie  f^, 
like  any  other  trade,  and  that  if  your  fkraseti 
cannot  grow  com  so  cheap  as  the  faretgn  laiw 
mers,  they  ought  to  let  it  alone.  Bat  whan 
you  are  requested  to  consider  that  every  other 
trade  is  restricte<l  by  duties,  amounting  in 
some  cases  to  a  prohibition — when  you  are 
toM  that  millions  of  capital  have  been  laid  out 
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aad  mftuy  hondrad  thousands  of  people  bred 
np  and  employed^  on  the  presoaption  that 
the  growth  of  com  would  contiDue  to  he  pro- 
tected by  law — when  it  is  stated  to  you  that 
the  taxes  are  so  heavy  in  this  country  and  so 
light  in  other  countries,  that  the  effect  of  a  free 
importation  of  corn  would  be  the  ruin  of  all 
the  farmers,  the  conrersion  of  the  people  en- 
tirely into  manulmcturerB,  and  the  consequent 
dependence  of  the  whole  nation  on  the  coaH'- 
mercial  laws  and  even  the  caprices  of  foreign 
nations,  you  must  own  you  have  a  knotty 
question  to  decide ;  and,  besides  all  this,  the 
question  may  be  of  such  uivency,  that  I  have 
seen  several  thousands  of  farmers  utterly 
rained,  the  manufacturers  suffering  for  want  of 
the  internal  trade,  800  banks  broken,  and  mo- 
ney change  its  value,  solely  because  a  year 
was  given  to  consider  of  the  arguments  of  the 
political  economists." 

The  noble  Loid  alto  taid, 

"  It  is  very  true  that  England  would  sell 
more  cotton,  if  her  manufiicturers  got  cheap 
com  fnm  Poland.  But  a  Statesman  is  bound 
to  thkik  whether  it  would  be  better  to  have  a 
million  more  people  in  the  manufacturing 
towns,  at  the  certainty  of  losing  half  a  million 
of  farmers  and  labourers ;  and  he  must  place 
before  his  eyes  the  picture  of  that  half-million 
starved  out  of  existence;  dragging  along  with 
them,for  a  time,  the  people  employed  in  every 
btanch  of  industry  which  depends  upon  their 
demand,  claaourouB  for  a  pittance,  which  the 
infleaihle  spirit  of  science  denies  (  shaking, 
perhaps,  the  pillars  of  the  state,  and  menacing 
the  whole  order  of  society,  before  they  suffer 
themselves  to  be  extirpated  by  famine. 


It  HM  knpneMWe  for  him  (Loid  Athbor* 
ton)  lo  el^e  more  clearly  and  ttroagly  the 
opinion  he  entertained  of  the  ooneeqoeneee 
of  great  ehangee,  than  in  the  tonne  need 
by  tiie  noble  Lord  in  his  valaable  eeiay. 
Bot  another  qnef  tioo  which  had  been  etait- 
ed  by  the  noMe  £arl  oppoaite  was,  whether 
any  effeet  would  be  proideced  in  respect  to 
lands  going  out  of  cohivation ;  and  the 
noble  Earl  denied,  that  any  would  be 
likely  to  go  out  of  cnitivation.  Now,  he 
had  always  understood  the  whole  argument 
rested  upon  the  onpreductireness  of  the 
soil  of  this  Goantry,  by  reason  of  the  nn- 
fmtef^lness  or  unoongeoiahty  of  the  soil 
for  the  euUiire  of  corn.  There  wu  a 
speculation  that  the  land  abroad  was  bet- 
ter worth  cultivation,  and,  that  under  such 
a  system,  we  should  have  the  command  of 
the  foreign  markets  for  our  manofocturing 
pradnce.  In  the  first  place,  it  would  foe 
found,  that  parties  abroad  would  not  take 
our  maniffaccoring  produce.  But  we,  in 
this  case,  put  ourselves  in  this  predica- 
mnnl,  of  puttiog  out  of  eukivation  all  the 


inferior  soils,  and  of  very  largely  decreas- 
ing the  high  state  of  culture  of  the  remain- 
der of  the  land.    The  landed  proprietors 
must  give  up  the  expense  of  draining  ex- 
tensively, a  system  which  had  been  going 
on  for  a  long  period ;  because  it  was  quite 
clear,  that  the  amount  of  expense  could 
not  keep  pace  with,  or  possibly  stand  lit 
competition  with  the  cheaper  articles  im- 
ported from  countries  abroad.     Let  them 
inquire  into  the  state  of  those  countries 
where  the  price  of  labour  was  half  what  it 
was  here.     If  the  prices  of  labour  were 
not  affected  by  the  prices  of  food — if  whe- 
ther 8t.,  or  10s.,  or*  12s.   a  week  were 
the  average  rate  of  wages  here,  or  the 
rate  of  wages  where  the  people  cultivated 
the   soil    in    other    countries   was   only 
4d.  a  dayi  as  in  the  case  of  Mecklenburg 
and  North  Germanv — how  was  it  possible 
that  the  farmer  couid  cultivate  the  ground 
on  equal  terms  ?     They  must,  then,  come 
to  some  terms,  to  some  arrangement  with 
those  conntries  t   for  the  English  Qentle. 
men  of  Nottingham,  Sheffield,  and  all  the 
gi«at  towns  who  did  not  like  the  dietaries 
of  the  poor-houses,  must  see  that    the 
farmers  could  not  stand,  unless  they  could 
find  labourers  on  the  low  prices  of  foreign 
countries,  at  4d.  or  /kf.  a  ^ay.    That  was 
the  state  of  things  abroad.    In  point  of 
foot,  it  was  very  much  the  custom  here, 
and  he  was  happy  it  wes  so,  and  hoped  it 
would  continue,  mr  the  country  to  be  ex- 
tieflMly  anxious  abont  thoconditkm  of  the 
labouring  classes ;  and,  under  the  present 
law,  they  were  in  greater  comfort  than 
similar  classes  in  any  country  on  the  Con- 
tinent.    In  iilnstration  of  this  foct,  be 
might  refer  to  the  authority  of  Mr.  Jacob, 
who  was  a  political  writer,  and  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  sent  abroad  by  the  Qovem* 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  examining  into 
the  price  of  com,  the  state  of  agriculture, 
and  the  condition  of  the  people  of  foreign 
countries.    This  gentleman  declared,  that 
he  never  saw  white  bread  to  the  eastward 
of  the  Rhine,  the  bread  was  all  black  and 
sour^  and  made  of  rye.    It  might  be  said, 
that  sour  black  bread  was  as  g^  as  whim 
bread,  but  he  believed,  that  noble  Lords 
would  have  very  great  difficulty  in  per- 
suading the  unfortunate  inmates  of  poor*^ 
houses,  that  black  bread  was  as  good  as 
white.  There  was,  too,  the  valuabla  report 
of  Mr.  Senior,  on  the  hand-loom  weavers, 
which  contained  much  information.    He 
knew,  that  during  the  short  time  he  was 
a  tho  Board  of  Trade,  be  made  particidsur 
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inqaiiy  into  the  condition  and  feeding  of 
the  erewi  of  Roisian  and  Praisian  ibipe ; 
and  be  found,  that  their  food  was  of  the 
lowest  description*  Thev  were  allowed 
hardly  any  meat  of  any  kind.  Then  he 
said  the  people  of  this  country  most  choose 
vpon  this  subject  If  they  were  to  besotted 
and  deluded,  as  to  believe,  that  the  re- 
mond  of  the  Corn-laws  would  relicTe 
them ;  if  they  were  of  opinion,  that  they 
should  throw  their  markets  open  to  com- 
petition and  consumption  abroad,  they 
must  live  as  the  labourers  abroad  lived. 
He  trusted,  it  might  not  be  supposed,  that 
he  wished  any  such  thing — far  from  it ; 
for  he  believed,  that  notwithstanding  all 
the  difficulties  which  this  country  was  said 
to  be  labouring  under,  and  which  never 
failed  to  exist  in  any  country,  she  was 
going  on  prosperously,  compared  with 
other  parts  of  the  world.  As  a  proof  of 
that,  be  would  state  one  or  two  facts  in 
regard  to  the  consumption  in  this  country 
of  articles  something  beyond  the  mere 
necessaries  of  life.  He  would  take  the 
article  of  sugar— an  article  very  unfavour- 
able, as  it  was  taxed  enormously,  and, 
moreover,  from  the  condition  of  the  West 
Indies,  was  at  a  very  extravagant  price. 
Now,  it  was  stated  by  Dr.  Bowring,  a 
free  trader,  that  the  consumption  of  sugar 
in  Prance  was  only  on  the  average  41b. 
per  bead,  and  in  Germany  only  31b.  per 
head;  whilst  in  this  country  it  was  171b. 
He  knew  no  circumstances,  that  more 
fully  proved  the  general  comfort  of  the 
great  mass  of  people  of  this  country  than 
facts  of  that  description.  There  was  also 
another  circamstance  that  might  be  con- 
sidered as  affording  a  still  stronger  proof. 
In  a  report  laid  before  the  French  Cham- 
bers the  other  day  by  the  French  Minister 
of  Commerce,  M.  Cunin  Gridaine,  it  was 
slated,  that  the  consumption  of  butcher's 
meat  in  France  was  only  461b.  per  head, 
of  which,  indeed,  only  281b.  was  really 
butcher's  meat,  and  the  other  181b.  was 
pork,  whilst  in  England  the  consumption 
was  1341b.  per  head.  If  then  they  found 
such  a  proportion  in  different  countries  as 
compared  with  this,  and  which  as  legis- 
lators they  were  bound  to  look  at,  they 
could  not  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  anything  so  radically  wrong  in 
the  system  and  the  law  as  to  mslce  it  worth 
their  while  to  overturn  the  condition  of 
the  countr]f  for  the  purpose  of  making 
some  addition  to  the  revenue.  On  the 
subject  of  meat,  the  French  Minbter  also 


stated  another  very  remarkable  faetywUdi 
was,  that  the  ox  u  France  weighed  only 
from  4  to  6  cwt.,bot  in  Eogtand  theaame 
animal  weighed  8  cwt.,  and  he  staled  it  as 
a  lamentable  ciicnmstance  as  connected 
with  the  condition  of  the  agricnltoral  in- 
terests  in  France,  and  said  it  behoved  them 
to  see  whether  that  could  not  be  remedied. 
He  said,  also,  that  he  believed  one  of  the 
reasons  why  they  did  not  roast  and  boil 
so  much  in  that  country  was,  that  the  meat 
would  not  enable  them  to  do  it.  The  no- 
ble Earl  opposite  saki,  that  this  was  a 
landowner's  case,  and  that  the  fanner  had 
nothing  to  do  with  iL  But  in  what  did 
the  prosperity  of  the  fanner  consist  ?  in 
his  stock ;  and  he  feared,  that  the  farmer 
had  not  much  more  capital  generally  than 
his  stock,  and  yet  the  noble  Eari  told 
them,  that  the  stock  of  1,500/.  wonkl 
come  down  to  one  of  1,000/. 

Eari  FiizwiUiaM :  I  did  not  say  that 
exactly ;  what  I  said  was  this  ^that  if  any 
person  could  stock  for  1,000/.  a  farm 
which  he  now  stocks  for  1 ,500/.,  I  did  not 
think  there  would  be  any  harm  in  it. 

Lord  Aihburtfm  continued^— -But  it  was 
quite  clear  they  must  give  up  the  present 
high  state  of  cultivation,  and  that  {KMtions 
of  land  not  6t  for  cultivation  must  be 
thrown  out  of  cultivation.  And  when 
they  talked  of  that,  their  Lordships  should 
be  aware,  that  when  they  went  into  any 
measure  of  that  description  they  must  be- 
gin with  a  change  in  other  matters,  as, 
for  instance,  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act. 
He  ventured  to  say,  that  land  about  him 
would  not  be  cultivated  to-morrow  if  such 
a  measure  were  brought  in,  and,  that  when 
tithes  remained  in  perpetuity  they  would 
have  to  avoid  leases  and  be  obliged  to 
come  at  last  to  what  used  to  be  called  an 
equitable  adjustment  (as  we  understood). 
Of  that  he  was  quite  sure ;  but  he  ob- 
jected to  any  measure  that  materially  re- 
duced the  value  of  the  produce  of  land. 
And  the  objectk)n  he  had  to  that  which 
was  at  present  propounded,  namely,  a 
duty  of  8f.,  was,  that  it  would  be  most 
oppressive  on  the  poor  man  at  certain  pe- 
riods, and  would,  at  the  same  time,  com- 
pletely destroy  the  farmer  in  that  on  which 
he  relied  whenever  com  was  at  any  mode- 
rate price.  The  noble  Eari  opposite  was 
fond  of  quoting  the  period  when  eom 
was  at  39<.,  which  it  was  for  a  abort  pe- 
riod within  the  last  six  years;  but  the 
produce  of  the  year  was  almost  nnhrer- 
sally  used  within  the  year,  so  that,  as  a 
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qoattioD  of  rich  and  poor,  the  poor  would 
bate  Ibeir  bread  heavily  taxed  when  the 
price  was  higb»  aod  would  get  relief  which 
tbey  did  not  want  when  the  price  was 
low.  There  was  not  one  of  the  high 
antborities  on  political  subjects  who  had 
not  uttered  grave  warnings  as  to  the  dan- 
ger of  adopting  too  hastily  the  abstract 
theories  of  political  economy.  They  did 
not  say,  that  those  theories  were  always 
to  be  rejected  and  avoided ;  but  one  of 
the  propositions  for  which  they  contended 
was,  that  though  they  were  not  at  all 
times  to  be  followed,  yet  they  were  enti- 
tled to  this  degree  of  respect — that  those 
who  departed  from  them  ought  to  be 
called  on  to  show  the  grounds  of  their 
departure.  The  authority  of  Mr.  Hus«- 
kisson  had  frequently  been  referred  to 
upon  occasions  of  this  nature,  and  one 
observation  of  his  appeared  to  be  well 
woriby  of  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
House*     Mr.  Huskisson  said : — 

'*  First  principles  had  been  alluded  to,  but 
first  principles,  as  well  as  other  principles, 
must  depend  on  positive  circumstances  and 
relative  situations  tor  the  mode  in  which  they 
were  to  be  applied.  If  this  were  an  untaxed 
country,  if  we  bad  no  poor-rates,  if  a  perfect 
freedom  of  trade  existed  in  every  branch  of 
commerce,  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  be  irresistible." 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  that  emi- 
nent person,  and  when  his  authority  was 
referred  to,  the  House  should  not  forget 
the  passage  to  which  he  had  just  called 
their  attention. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Monday,  May  ^^,  1841. 

MfjnrrM.]  Btlb.  RomI  •  Snt  tlme:^MIUtla  Ballod 
Suqpeittioii)  Clerics  of  the  Peace ;  Lanoaster  Compenaa 
tion;  Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland). — Read  a  second 
tinie^-Parish  Comtables.— Read  a  third  time  :->Vaoci- 
mUoii. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Leader,  Mr.  Wilbraham,  Mr* 
WarburtODi  Mr.  Easthope,  and  other  hon.  Members, 
tnak  WettmiiMtar,  Lou^borough,  Sutton,  Bridgewater, 
West  Hadtncy,  and  a  great  many  other  places,  for  a  Re- 
peal of  the  Corn-Laws.— By  Mr.  Easthope,  firom  a  great 
many  places,  for  the  substitution  of  AflRrmations,  and 
agaiiHt  Clnundi  Extension.— By  Lord  Worstey,  Lord 
Henniker*  Colonel  Vemer,  and  others,  fIrom  Lincolnshire, 
Woodbridge,  and  other  places,  against  Alteration  of  the 
Can»>lairaiP— By  Mr.  Thomely,  and  Mr.  Brotherton,  from 
Slaflbcdriiire,  and  Salfiwd,  Ibr  the  Release  of  Mr.  Baines, 
and  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— By  Mr.  Elliot,  Mr. 
Ewart,  Mr.  Wrightson,  and  others,  from  Southwark,  G»* 
UAIeb,  Warrington,  and  other  places,  in  flivour  of  the 
proposed  AUesation  in  the  Import  Duties.— By  Mr.  Gil< 
km,  fitira  Greenock,  against  any  AlteraUon  in  the  present 
system  of  Banking  in  Scotland. 

VOL.LVI1I.    {232} 


Confidence  in  tpie  MrNiSTRT.]  Sir 
R,  Peel  said,  I  rise  to  give  notice  that  I 
shall  on  Thursday  next  move  a  resolution 
to  the  following  effect : — 

*'  That  her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  suf- 
ficiently possess  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  enable  them  to  carry  through 
that  House  measures  which  they  deem  of 
esseotial  importance  to  the  public  welfare, 
and  that  their  continuance  in  office,  under 
such  circumstances,  is  at  variance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution.''    • 

Foreign  Affairs — The  Rio  Plata 
— Persia.]  Viscount  Sandon  said,  that 
the  House  and  the  country  were  aware  of 
the  inconvenience  to  which  British  trode 
had  been  subjected  by  the  blockade  which 
the  French  continued  so  long  on  the  Rio 
Plata  ;  but,  perhaps,  they  were  not  aware 
that  similar  inconvenience,  to  almost  as 
great  an  extent,  existed  in  that  region  at 
the  present  moment,  in  consequence  of  a 
war  which  was  being  carried  on  between 
the  republics  of  Buenos  Ayres  and  Monte 
Video.  He  wished  to  know  from  the  noble 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  report  which 
had  appeared  in  the  public  papers,  that 
an  arrangement  had  been  entered  into 
between  the  British  Government  and  that 
of  France,  in  consequence  of  which  the 
intervention  of  one  of  those  two  Govern- 
ments would  be  interposed  for  the  purpose 
of  settling  the  disputes  existing  between 
Buenos  Ayres  and  Monte  Video,  and  re- 
storing peace  in  that  quarter  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  no 
arrangement  had  been  entered  into  be- 
tween the  British  and  French  Govern- 
ments of  the  nature  of  that  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred ;  but  a  short 
time  back  (about  two  or  three  months 
ago)  the  British  Government  received  a 
communication  from  the  government  of 
Monte  Video,  requesting  our  good  offices 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about  peace 
between  Monte  Video  and  Buenos  Ayres. 
To  that  communication  an  answer  had 
been  returned,  stating,  that  it  would  be 
exceedingly  agreeable  to  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  be  able  to  restore  amica- 
ble relations  between  the  two  republics, 
and  instructions  had  been  sent  to  the 
British  Minister  at  Buenos  Ayres,  direct- 
ing him  to  offer  the  good  offices  of  Eng- 
land to  the  government  of  that  state ;  and 
if  they  should  be  accepted  by  both  parties, 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  carry  that  ob- 
ject into  effect.  He  (Lord  Palmerston) 
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hoped  that  the  coofideoce  which  Ihe  go* 
Teroment  of  Buenos  Ayres  showed  in  the 
British  Government  by  accepting  our 
good  offices,  when  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  reconciling  the  differences  which 
bad  exhibited  themselves  between  that 
republic  and  France — on  which  occasion 
the  efforts  of  our  Government  were  greatly 
conducive  to  the  good  results  which  ulti- 
mately ensued — would  now  induce  them 
to  accept  the  offer  made  to  them  by  us  in 
the  same  concih'atory  spirit  as  before.  If 
such  should  be  the  case,  he  trusted  that 
the  two  republics  would  come  to  a  satis- 
factory arrangement,  seeing  that,  in  point 
of  fact)  there  was  not  any  material  ques- 
tion between  them— the  dispute  turning 
more  upon  a  personal  difference  than  any 
point  of  national  interest. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  something 
respecting  our  present  relations  with  Per- 
sia. Our  amicable  relations  with  the  Per- 
sian government  had  now  been  interrupted 
for  three  vears.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther we  had  received  from  the  Persian 
government  ample  satisfaction  for  the  in- 
sult which  had  been  offered  to  our  Am- 
bassador, and  whether  the  misunderstand- 
ine  which  had  so  long  prevailed  between 
this  country  and  Persia  was  at  at  end? 
He  wished  further  to  know  whether  rela- 
tions hostile  to  British  interests  did  not  at 
present  subsist  between  (as  we  under- 
stood) the  courts  of  Teheran  and  flerat? 

Viscount  Palmer ston  said,  that  the  ex- 
isting state  of  our  relations  with  Persia 
were  pretty  nearly  explained  by  the  papers 
which  he  had  some  time  ago  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  One  point  in 
dispute  only  remained  between  the  two 
governments,  and  that  was  respecting  the 
evacuation  of  the  fortress  of  Uourian  by 
the  Persian  forces.  Since  the  date  of  the 
papers  upon  the  Table,  intelligence  had 
been  received  that  the  Persian  govern- 
ment had  consented  to  evacuate  the  for- 
tress, and  a  gentleman  had  been  sent 
from  the  British  mission,  with  oiders  to 
witness  with  his  own  eyes  the  evacuation 
of  the  fortress,  and  to  report  the  fact  to 
his  government.  The  last  advices,  how- 
ever, which  had  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  stated,  that  some  pause — 
some  hesitation,  had  taken  place  on  the 
part  of  the  Persian  government,  with  re- 
spect to  the  evacuation  of  the  fortress, 
founded  on  a  notion  that  government  had 
chosen  to  take  up,  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment was  no  longer  anxious  for  the 


evacoatioD  of  Gourian,  ia  ooMequance  of 
some  difference  which  had  arisen  betwoea 
the  British  resident  there  and  the  Govtr- 
nor.  lostructioiiSy  however,  had  leceolly 
been  sent  to  Colonel  Shiel,  directing  hia 
to  inform  the  Persian  goveromeni'  thai 
that  incident  made  no  change  in  the  po- 
licy of  England,  and  that  we  still  required 
the  evacuation  of  the  fortress.  With  re- 
spect to  the  latter  point  to  which  the  boa* 
Member  had  adverted,  nothing  had  takea 
place  which  involved  the  conaeqaeacea  to 
which  he  had  adverted. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  whether^ 
if  the  fortress  8lH>uld  be  evacaatcd,  that 
would  be  considered  a  sufficient  eoopea- 
sation  for  the  insults  which  Persia  bad 
offered  to  our  ambassador  ? 

Viscount  Pidmenion  said,  that  we  de- 
manded from  Persia,  for  the  affront  pat  upoa 
our  ambassador,  a  written  apology.  That 
apology  had  been  received  and  laid  befota 
the  House,  and  with  it,  he  thought*  W« 
ought  to  be  satisfied.  Totallv  oncon* 
nected  with  that  was  the  evaeaation  of  the 
fortress  of  Goorian,  which  he  held  that 
Persia  had  no  right  to  retain,  and  we  had 
informed  that  Government  that  the  Britisl» 
mission  would  not  return  to  Teheraa  until 
the  evacaation  had  takea  place. 

Poor  Law  CoMMisaiow  awdAhkkd* 
MKVT  Act.]  Captain  PoUuU  said,  he 
observed  that  there  were  upon  the  paper 
thirtv-seven  orders  of  the  day*  oaa  of 
which  was  for  the  farther  consideratioa 
of  the  report  of  the  Poor-law  Amead** 
meat  Bill.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  intended  to  proceed  witli 
that  order  that  evening. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  he  would  state  his 
intentions  on  the  subject  when  the  Hoaae 
came  to  dispoaa  of  tfaie  orders  of  tba  day. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  be  bad  not  distiaetly 
heard  the  noble  Lord's  answer.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  good  eaoafh  to 
state  on  what  day  be  meant  to  pcoeecd 
with  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill* 

Lord  /oJba  RutuU  aaid,  ii  was  aol  hia 
intention  to  proceed  with  that  bill  daring 
the  present  Session  of  ParliaaMat* 

Paoc-law  AaiendsMal  BiH  pat  off  fiir 
three  months. 

Casb  or  Ma.  M'Liod.3    Laid  Jakm 

Russell  said,  ihat  he  had,  oa  a  CbcwMr 

nighty  in  aaawcr  la  a  qarsliaa  put  1»  iha 

I  righl  hoo.  Batanel  Ihe  Meiaber  fbr  Taai- 
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woctb,  stated  that  tfae  caw  of  Mr.  M*Leod 
bad  been  remoTed  into  the  Federal  Court, 
Upon  that  point  be  was  miatakeo.  The 
case  had  been  removed,  not  into  the 
Federal  Conrt,  but  into  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  State  of  New  York,  upon  a 
writ  of  habeas  ccrpus* 

Reoistratiok  or  Votbrs,  (Eno- 
LARD.)]  Mr.  H.  Hind  asked,  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  proceed  with 
the  Registration  of  Voters  Bill  (England  ?) 

Lord  /•  Russell  said,  they  did  not. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

Bribert.]  Sir  R.  Peel  begged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  he  intended  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of  bribery. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  it  was  his  inten- 
tioa  to  give  notice  of  the  introduction  of 
a  btll  on  that  subject,  and  be  hoped  to 
have  the  support  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  Gentlemen  around  him  in  carrying 
it  through  the  House. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  had  long  since 
promised  the  noble  Lord  to  support  any 
measure  having  for  its  object  the  preven- 
tion of  bribery. 

SvoAR  Dimas — Wats  awd  Means.] 
On  the  motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
a  committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  Mr. 
Baraal  in  the  ebair. 

The  Chancelbr  of  the  Exchequer 
nofed  the  Mbwing  resolution— 

''That  toward  making  good  the  Supply 
gfanted  to  her  Majesty,  the  several  duties  on 
sugar  and  molasses  now  payable,  or  to  be  im- 
pMed  by  any  act  to  be  passed  in  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament  shall  be  further  con* 
tinoed." 

Sir  is.  Peel  said*  thai  he  would  second 
that  motmn.  On  Wednesday  last  the 
Hmise  came  to  a  resolotron  declaring, 
**  that  this  House  is  not  prepared  (espe- 
cially with  the  present  prospects  of  the 
Sttpply  of  sugar  from  British  possessions) 
to  adopt  the  measure  proposed  bv  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  reauctioa  of 
the  duty  on  foreign  sugars/'  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  present  motion 
was  in  exact  conformity  with  the  resolu- 
tion which  the  House  had  already  agreed 
to»  and  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  certainly 
give  it  his  entire  support.  If  any  person 
GOald  suppose  that^  in  consequence  of 
what  had  recently  passed,  be  entertained 
any  desire  to  obstruct  the  public  service 


by  throwing  diflicttlties  in  the  way  of 
measures  of  this  kind,  he  begged  leave  to 
state  that  no  such  considerations  would 
influence  him.  The  motion  now  submitted 
to  the  House  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  In  conformity  with  his 
opinions,  and  with  those  of  tne  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  but,  even  if  it 
were  not  so,  he  would  infinitely  rather 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  a  plain 
and  direct  motion  of  want  of  confidence, 
than  upon  a  questk)n  ccmnected  with  the 
public  service,  the  adoption  of  which  latter 
course  might  create  doubts  and  hesitation 
amongst  the  commercial  interests.  He 
would  therefore,  not  only  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition,  but 
would  abstain  from  submitting  any  motion 
for  limitting  the  period  for  which  the 
continuance  of  the  sugar-duties  were  re- 
quired. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  thought  proper  to  read  the 
resolution  to  which  the  House  had  agreed 
last  week.  [Lord  J,  Russell— "So^  he  did 
not.3  Well,  he  read  part  of  it,  which  de- 
clared that  the  House  was  unwilling  to 
make  any  reduction  in  the  sugar  duties. 
He  hoped  the  country  would  understand 
by  that,  the  effect  of  the  passage  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  read  with  so 
much  good  will,  whilst  he  was  triumphantly 
supported  by  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
was  to  make  every  man  in  the  country  pay 
two-pence  more  a  pound  for  his  sugar  than 
he  ought  to  do.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  tor  North 
l^ncashire,  to  publish  to  the  country  that 
the  effect  of  the  alteratk>n  of  the  sugar- 
duties  proposed  by  the  Government,  would 
be  only  to  reduce  the  price  of  sugar  the 
centesimal  part  of  a  farthing,  whereas 
the  effect  of  existing  duties  during  last 
year  was  to  make  the  consumer  pay 
threepence  a  pound  more  than  he  ought 
to  have  paid  for  every  pound  of  sugar.  He 
was  sorry  to  say,  that  from  all  he  had 
heard,  the  price  was  not  likely  to  be  much 
reduced  this  year.  If  anything  was  cal.. 
culated  to  make  the  people  understand  the 
benefit  they  were  likely  to  derive  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  interference,  it  was 
the  course  which  ha  had  pursued  with  re- 
ference  to  this  question*  It  was  a  matter 
which  came  home  to  the  pockets  of  every 
man.  Every  man  would  have  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  making  him  pay 
2d.  or  3d.  more  than  was  necessary  for  his 
pound  of  sugar,  in  order  that  the  difference 
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nigbt  go  into  the  pockeu  of  the  WetU 
India  proprietors.  He  bad  not  expected 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  woold  haYe 
prided  himfelf  as  be  bad  done  on  the  vic- 
torj  which  he  had  gained.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  supposed,  that  his  victory  was  ob- 
tained over  Ministers,  bot  it  was  a  victory 
against  the  public.  It  was  a  victory  ovei 
the  people  of  England.  The  right,  hon. 
Baronet  said » in  effect,  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  *'  I  see  you  are  distressed — I  am 
aware  of  your  unfortunate  conditioD,  but 
I  will  not  consent  to  let  yon  have  cheap 
sugar."  He  hoped,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  recommend  his  friends 
to  read  the  paragraph  which  he  him- 
self bad  read  to  the  House  from  the 
hustings  at  the  approaching  election. 
That  would  be  saying  to  the  people, 
*'  We  feel  for  your  wants,  but  we  are 
determined  to  keep  up  the  sugar  mo- 
nopoly. We  are  sorry  for  you,  but  this 
is  a  fit  and  proper  opportunity  for  obtain- 
ing a  temporary  advantage  over  Ministers 
at  your  expense*  Do  not  mind,  however : 
we  will  do  some  good  by-and-by,  if  you 
will  only  gire  us  the  opportunity."  He 
hoped  the  people  of  England  would  have 
more  common  sense  than  to  trust  them. 
If  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  conduct  on  this 
question  was  to  be  taken  as  an  earnest  of 
what  he  would  do  hereafter,  it  was  clear, 
that  be  was  opposed  to  all  measores  calcu- 
lated to  afford  relief  to  the  people.  He 
really  was  surprised  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  such  good  humour,  and  priding 
himself  in  reminding  Members  on  his  (Mr. 
Hume's)  side  of  the  House  of  the  words 
of  the  resolution  which  he  and  his  sup- 
porters had  carried  in  spite  of  all  the 
Ministerial  forces  which  could  be  mus- 
tered. He  admitted  the  fact,  and  he 
hoped  the  people  of  this  country  would 
be  able  to  appreciate  the  part  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  acted  upon  that 
occasion — a  part  against  the  people  at 
laige. 

Sir  72.  Peel  said,  this  was  his  reward 
for  supportini^  Ministers.  Why  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  should  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  quarrel  with  him  because  he  was  in 
good  humour  he  could  by  no  means  under- 
stand. Every  one  must  see,  that  it  would 
have  been  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
views  which  he  (Sir|ll.  Peel)  entertained,  to 
oppose  the  motion  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chairman.  He  had  already  ex- 
plained his  reasons  for  not  offering  any 


oppositMNi  to  that  awtkH^— aa  iwwjHwitkMi 
whidi  would  have  been  called  ractioaa. 
As  the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
hustings  he  would  pot  bias  in  poweision 
of  the  speech  which  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would 
read  from  them.  It  was  a  speech  delivered 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  9th  of 
July,  1840.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  then 
read  the  following  extract : — 

'^ Sugar  Dities. — Mr.  Hume:  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  aware  that  H  is  reported, 
that  a  quantity  of  sugar,  the  produce  of  slave- 
labour,  has  been  imported  into  this  eoaatry for 
home  consumption,  paying  an  enonnous  dif- 
ferential duty.  It  appears  to  me  that,  if  this 
practice  be  allowed  to  prevail,  the  efforts  of 
the  House  to  exclude  slave-grown  sugar  from 
this  country  will  be  rendered  abortive. 


''  Mr.  Laboudieie :  I  believe  it  is  correct 
that  a  small  portion  of  foreign  sugar  has  been 
admitted  on  the  payment  of  the  usual  duty 
charged  on  that  article.  I  cannot  say  whether 
the  sugar  was  the  produce  of  slave-labour  or 


not.' 


Mr.  Hume  :  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
importation  of  sugar. 
Sir  R.  Peel:  Stop  a  minute.— 

^  But  (the  hon.  Member  continued)  if  we 
want  any  addition  to  the  stock  of  sugar  for 
home-consumption,  I  think  we  ought  to  take 
that  in  preference  which  is  the  produce  of  free 
labour." 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  have  been  in  the  House 
on  that  occasion  to  which  the  extract  he 
had  read  referred.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  should  bear  in  mind,  that  a  motiou 
had  been  made  in  the  House  to  admit 
foreign  sugar  at  a  reduced  duty,  for  which 
he  voted.  The  House  rejected  that  motion ; 
he  was  against  the  House,  and  on  potting 
his  question  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  alluded  to 
the  opinion  of  the  House  as  being  against 
the  introduction  of  sugar,  and  be  said,  that 
if  the  House  continued  of  the  same  opiu« 
ion,  such  and  such  cooiequeoces  wouU 
ensue,  sugar  would  be  brought  up  to  such 
a  price  that  he  would  admit  every  kind 
and  any  kind  of  sugar  that  could  be  got. 
It  was  against  the  calamity  which  threat* 
ened  and  which  did  overtake  the  people  of 
England  that  he  was  protesting.  The  right 
boo.  Baronet  thought  he  had  obtained  a  tri* 
uroph  over  him,  whereas  his  allusion  was  to 
the  House  having  voted  against  the  very  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view,  which  wastoadmit  sugar. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  bav 
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tng  joined  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan,  in 
his  unsuccessful  motion,  he  was  right  in 
wishing  to  obtain  all  that  could  be  got  by 
taking  foreign  sugar,  giving  the  preference, 
however,  to  free  labour  produce.  There 
was  no  inconsistency,  then,  in  his  conduct. 
Me  was  willing  to  admit  all  kinds  of  sugar 
in  furtherance  of  the  object  which  he  had 
unsuccessfully  attempted  to  attain.  But 
he  believed,  that  if  that  question  bad  been 
attended  to  on  that  occasion,  the  people 
of  England  would  have  been  saved  a  tax 
of  upwards  of  4,000,000/.  sterling.  He 
believed  he  had  himself  brought  forward 
the  question  of  East-Indian  sugar  at  four 
different  times,  and  he  had  always  voted 
ID  support  of  the  introduction  of  sugar  at 
one  common  duty  from  every  part  of  the 
world.  His  object  was  to  cheapen  every 
necessary  of  life  against  the  particular  pro- 
tection of  class  interests  to  the  taxation  of 
the  people,  and  he  should  be  obliged  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  find  a  single 
exception  to  that  general  rule  of  his  con- 
duct. 

Sir  De  Lacy  Evans  said,  that  as  he 
understood  it,  the  resolution  before  the 
House  was  for  the  continuance  of  the 
West-India  monopoly ;  that  being  the 
case,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  only 
entitled  to  second  it,  but  he  would  be 
justified  in  telling  the  people  from  the 
hustings,  that  he  had,  or  ought  to  have 
been,  its  proposer.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  at  the  head  of  a  formidable  body 
of  tfupporters—of  confederated  monopo- 
lists— and  he  hoped,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would,  at  the  hustings,  have  the 
candour  to  inform  the  people,  that  the 
continuance  of  the  sugar  monopoly  was 
chiefly  owing  to  him. 

Lord  J.  Rvssell  said,  he  had  contra- 
dicted the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
when  he  stated,  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net bad  read  the  resolution  proposed  on  a 
former  night  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool.  His  reason  for  offering 
that  contradiction  was,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  referring  to  the  resolution,  en- 
tirely left  out  the  humanity  part  of  it. 
Everybody  knew,  while  the  discussion  was 
going  on,  that  that  part  of  the  resolution 
was  a  mere  pretext.  Nobody  but  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  believed,  that 
anything  serious  was  meant  by  it.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  therefore,  in  referring 
to  the  resolution,  naturally  enough,  read 
only  the  essential  part  of  it ;  namely,  that 


which  was  connected  with  the  position  of  the 
Ministry, and  left  out  all  that  wasmeretyin- 
tended  to  catch  the  feeling  against  slavery  ; 
which,  although  it  succeeded  in  the 
case  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  had 
totally  failed  throughout  the  country. 
With  respect  to  the  present  motion,  it  was 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  said,  a 
motion  for  the  continuance  of  the  sugar 
duties  for  the  present  year,  including,  of 
course,  the  prohibition,  for  he  could  call 
it  nothing  else,  against  the  admission  of 
foreign  sugar.  He  could  not  avoid  ad- 
verting for  a  moment  to  what  he  consi- 
dered was  a  misrepresentation  of  what  he 
had  stated  on  the  subject  on  a  former  oc- 
casion. What  he  had  said  was,  that  if 
the  West-India  planters  could  bring  their 
sugar  into  this  country,  so  that  it  could 
be  sold  at  61s.,  they  would  be  no  suffer- 
ers by  the  proposition.  But  he  had  also 
said,  that  if  they  should  fail  in  their  pro- 
mise— and  it  was  mere  matter  of  calcula- 
tion and  assertion — then  the  people  of 
this  country  would  be  taxed  without  the 
hope  of  a  remedy.  Those  who  quoted  his 
speech  had  quoted  the  former  part  of  his 
argument  faithfully,  but  had  left  out  the 
latter.  If  the  calculation  should  turn  out 
to  be  erroneous,  there  would  be  a  tax  of 
2d.  or  3d.  a  lb.  on  the  price  of  sugar. 
What  he  desired,  let  the  price  of  sugar  be 
what  it  might,  was  to  secure  the  people 
against  the  effects  of  monopoly. 

Lord  Stanley:  It  appeared  extraordi- 
nary, during  the  whole  of  the  eight  nights* 
debate,  that  the  noble  Lord  should  never 
have  thought  fit  to  make  the  explanation 
just  given.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to  be  quite 
so  accurate  in  his  recollection  of  what  took 
place  on  that  occasion  as  he  usually  was. 
The  noble  Lord  was  not  answering  any 
speech  or  argument  when  he  made  the 
statement  alluded  to.  It  was  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  debate  when  opening 
the  plan  of  the  Government,  that  the  no- 
ble Lord,  in  stating  what  he  apprehended 
would  be  the  result  of  the  Government 
measure,  informed  the  House,  that  the 
average  prices  of  Brazilian  sugar  had  been 
from  2 If.  to  22s.,  and  that  the  addition  of 
the  duty  would  raise  it  to  57s.  or  585. ;  to 
which  must  be  added  5  per  cent,  for  the 
rise  consequent  upon  the  increased  de- 
mand created  by  the  reduction  of  duty, 
making  the  whole  price  about  60s.  to  61$. 
Therefore,  said  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
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Russell),  after  all,  you  have  not  so  much 
to  apprehend  from  the  proposal,  for  it  is 
not  probable*  that  the  price  of  sugar  would 
fall  below  60s.  The  noble  Lord  then 
went  on  to  speak  of  the  distress  in  Bolton, 
and  assumed  the  relief,  that  would  be  af- 
forded by  the  reduction  of  the  sugar 
duties,  bringing  the  article  within  the 
reach  of  those  who  were  now  unable  to 
consume  it.  In  answer  to  the  noble  Lord 
he  put  the  noble  Lord  in  this  dilemma. 
If  they  were  to  believe  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  who  had  brought  forward  the 
proposition — and  he  recollected  the  cir- 
cumstance, because  he  had  said  at 
the  time,  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Pembroke,  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  going  through  the  same 
statement,  and  using  the  same  figures, 
that  were  in  his  possession — if  they  were 
to  believe  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
then,  upon  the  noble  Lord's  own  showing, 
the  reduction  held  out  was  nothing  at  all, 
and  that  it  would  not  amount  to  six-tenths 
of  a  farthing  in  the  pound.  That  was  the 
dilemma  in  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
placed  himself;  and  it  was  not  in  answer 
to  any  statement  made  on  that  (the  Oppo. 
sttioo)  side  of  the  House. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  The  noble  Lord  knows 
well  that  if  I  had  attempted  to  speak  again 
in  the  debate,  it  would — 

Lord  Stanley :  You  did  speak  in  reply. 

Lord  7.  Russell:  After  the  amendment. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  I  was  making 
my  own  calculation.  I  was  proceeding  on 
a  statement  that  had  been  made  in  a  peti- 
tion or  memorial,  a  petition  upon  which 
the  House  was  called  upon  to  act,  and  in 
that  petition  it  was  stated  that  the  price 
was  6 1 5. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  taken  great  credit  to  himself 
for  supporting  her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  seemed  surprised  that  he  had  not  re- 
ceived a  larger  amount  of  gratitude  from 
(the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  he  bad  af- 
forded to  the  Government  his  powerful 
support.  Yes,  he  had  a  painful  recol- 
lection that  on  a  variety  of  occasions  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so,  and 
that  fact  caused  him  to  ask  the  plain  and 
simple  question,  of  what  use  it  would  be 
to  this  country  that  the  resolution  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
notice  for  Thursday  should  be  carried — if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared 


to  pursue  the  same  policy  as  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  sing^  eiceptioo  of  that 
good  part  of  it  which  they  had  lately 
developed.  Under  those  circumstaocea, 
of  what  advantage  to  the  country  would 
it  be,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  aad  his 
supporters  should  sit  on  (the  Mioistarial) 
side  of  the  House?  That  questkni  woykl 
be  asked  out  of  doors.  John  BuU,  after 
all,  was  a  sensible  person,  and  he  would 
naturally  ask,  of  what  use  would  it  be  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
sit  on  that  side,  if  his  measures  were  to  be 
identical  with  the  measures  of  the  present 
administration?  He  oonsklered  that  at 
last — and  the  present  was  a  proper  time 
to  mention  it—  that  at  last  a  very  seriotts 
conflict  was  commencing  in  the  country. 
There  never  was  a  time  when  public  opi* 
nion  was  more  feverish  and  apprehensive 
with  respect  to  results,  than  at  the  present 
moment.  He  for  one  was  free  to  confess, 
that  the  present  administration,  in  a  nun- 
ber  of  instances,  had  not  given  satisfactkm 
to  the  people,  and  that  many  of  their 
measures  had  been  objectionable  in  a 
public  point  of  view.  But  why  had  that 
been  so  ?  Because  they  had  assumed  too 
much  of  a  Torv  character.  That  was  the 
reason  that  the  present  administratioa 
had  become  so  unpopular.  And  he  would 
say,  that  until  within  the  last  few  dajrs, 
their  unpopularity  had  been  rapidly  in- 
creasing. But  now  that  they  were  pro- 
posing measures  which,  if  carried,  would 
produce  a  great  amount  of  public  good, 
what  was  the  first  eliect?  A  vtoleoty 
strenuous,  and  organised  opposition  from 
that  party  who  were  exclaiming — *^  Give 
us  the  reins  of  Government."  He  thooghi 
the  party  soliciting  power  had  already 
taken  a  false  step,  ana  placed  themselves 
in  a  false  position,  which  they  would  rue 
in  a  short  space  of  time.  Tliat  was  his 
prediction ;  it  might  not  perhaps  be  veri* 
fied,  but  he  conscientiously  believed  it 
would.  In  that  House,  he  scarcely  knew 
whether  there  was  or  was  not  a  Radical 
party ;  if  there  were  such  a  partv,  it  had 
no  recognised  leader — at  least  he  knew  not 
where  to  look  for  the  person.  If  there 
had  been,  he  thought  that  her  Majesty 
might  receive  support  from  that  not  pow« 
erful  but  honest  party.  But  there  must 
be  a  chsDge  between  the  organised  fac- 
tions of  Whig  and  Tory,  and  he  trasted 
the  good  sense  of  the  people  of  England 
would  advance  to  the  rescue.  He  had 
been  told  that  the  vote  of  the  other  night 
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was  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Minielrj ;  but  he  could  not  regard  it  in 
that  light,  and  be  conceived  the  construc- 
tion to  be  an  unfair  one*  He,  for  one, 
had  looked  at  the  measure  simply  with 
refoenoe  to  its  character,  and  the  effect 
It  was  likely  to  produce  upon  the  publk; ; 
umI  he  had  supported  it,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  conducive  to  much 
fMibiio  benefit.  While  he  occupied  a  seat 
in  that  House  he  would  take  every  reso- 
hition  and  motion  upon  its  merits,  and 
vote  accordingly.  It  had  been  said,  that 
the  proposttbn  was  made  to  turn  out  the 
present  Ministers*  But  for  what  purpose 
wua  that,  if,  in  so  doing,  they  were  to 
help  those  who  would  support  the  same 
aeheme  of  policy  that  the  Government 
had  advocated?  It  had  been  exclaimed, 
**  Turn  out  the  Poor-law  Ministers!*'  Ave ; 
but  where  were  they  to  get  Anti»poor-faw 
Ministers?  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
night)  that  he  did  not  intend  to  go  on 
with  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill.  He 
was  delighted  to  hear  it,  and  that  declar- 
ation would  be  hailed  with  delight  by 
bundvsde  and  thousands  of  his  fellow 
countryaen.  Would  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
fonei  opposite  bring  forward  a  Poor-law 
Amoidment  Bill?  He  Uionght  not:  he 
hoped  not.  Still  the  right  hon*  Baronet 
had  advoccUed  that  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  when  in  office 
he  would  take  a  careful  review  of  the  cir- 
euffistances  of  the  country,  but  was  there 
aoythiog  to  prevent  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
fiom  doing  that  while  out  of  office  ?  The 
light  hon.  Baronet,  while  unencumbered 
bydeputaUons,and  business  of  every  kind, 
wottkl  have  a  better  opportunity  than  after 
he  had  accepted  the  seals  of  office.  How- 
ever, when  the  motion  for  Thursday  came 
on,  he  reaUy  hoped  that  something  tan- 
gibia  and  explictt  would  be  brought  for- 
ward ;  for  it  was  extraordinary,  and  with- 
out a  parallel,  that  the  party  which  the 
liglU  bon.  Gentleman  led  with  so  much 
albility,  should  expect  to  enter  into  power 
unpledged  lo  any  one  measure  for  the 
pmae  good — to  anyone  measure  in  which 
the  public  Mt  an  interest-»-to  any  one 
pnumse  upon  which  the  public  could  turn 
sound  wai  say,  **  You  have  not  fulfilled 
yusHT  engagements/'  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  it  mwst  be  admitted,  possessed 
gvuat  capadty,  and  was  at  the  head  of  a 
gseaft  party  in  that  House :  the  right  hon. 
OentianMa  oomnanded  powers  which 
cnuaed  hm  to  be  in  the  l^;he6t  degree 


capable  of  rendering  services  to  this  king- 
dom, and  he  would,  therefore,  entreat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  that  careful 
review  of  which  he  had  spoken,  between 
that  evening  and  next  Thursday ;  and  then 
let  them  know  boldly  and  distinctly  what 
it  was  they  were  to  expect  from  him  and 
bis  supporters,  if  they  should  come  over 
to  that  side  of  the  House.  He  could  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  he  would 
promise  more  than  the  present  Ministry, 
he,  for  one,  would  vote  for  him,  and  no 
one  would  give  him  a  more  cordial  and 
hearty  support.  He  was  there  to  serve  his 
constituents,  and  not  himself,  but  nolhing 
was  more  unsatisfactory  than  uncertainty. 
There  was  a  little  nursery  verse,  *'  Open 
your  mouth  and  shut  your  eyes,  and  see 
what  luck  will  send  you."  But  that  blind- 
fold state  would  not  do  for  the  people. 
He  was  dissatisfied  with  the  time  when 
the  proposal  was  brought  forward,  and  be 
had  expressed  his  feelings  on  the  subject. 
He  then  thought  that  the  great  cause  was 
perilled  by  the  time  the  proposal  was 
made.  If,  however,  the  Ministers  were 
sincere,  he  was  satisfied  they  would  be 
upheld  by  the  public,  and  they  would  be, 
and  must  be,  triumphant.  Belonging  to 
the  small  section  in  that  House,  called 
Radicals,  he  would  entreat  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  exercise  his  enlarged  faculties 
between  that  evening  and  Thursday,  and 
try  if  he  could  not  hold  out  something  to 
the  people  more  liberal  than  the  proposal 
of  her  Majesty's  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  shook  his  head,  but  if  he 
could  come  forward  with  a  comprehensive 
scheme  of  government,  showing  the  expen- 
diture of  the  country  decreased,  while  its 
revenue  would  be  increased,  without  add^ 
ing  to  the  burdens  of  the  people,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  receive  from 
tl^  representatives  of  the  people  that 
support  he  would  be  entitled  to  receive 
— they  sitting  in  that  House,  not  the  ad- 
vocates of  any  party,  but  the  great  party 
of  the  people. 

Lord  John  Rusiell  said,  it  might  seem 
rather  out  of  order  on  his  part,  to  answer 
any  observations  with  regard  to  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Poor-law  Bill.  He  would 
however  say,  that  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  the  House,  while  the  questions 
relating  to  die  budget,  and  other  topics 
to  which  great  interest  was  attached,  were 
pending,  he  conceived,  in  the  first  place, 
that  to  have  proceeded  with  that  bill 
wottM  hafe  occasioned  protracted  discus- 
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sion,  without  producing  a  6nal  result.  In 
the  next  place,  with  the  expectation  that 
every  Gentleman  seemed  to  entertain,  that 
he  would  have  to  account  for  his  conduct 
on  the  hustings,  there  would  have  been 
many  motions  made,  and  many  speeches 
delivered,  which  would  have  haa  reference 
rather  to  the  hustings  than  to  the  bill 
before  the  House.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  imagined  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  postponement  of  that  measure,  he 
had  at  all  altered  his  views  with  respect 
to  the  Poor-law,  or  with  respect  to  any 
opinions  he  had  given,  in  regard  to  par* 
ticular  parts  of  it,  it  would  be  better  at 
once  to  state,  that  no  such  change  had  taken 
place.  In  postponing  that  bill,  whether 
those  on  this  siae  of  the  House  form  the 
Government,  or  whether  other  Gentlemen 
occupy  these  seats,  he  must  say^  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Poor-law  Act  were  sound,  and 
must  recommend  themselves  to  any  Par- 
liament of  this  country;  and  he  believed 
that  they  would  remain  the  principles 
upon  which  Poor-laws  in  this  country 
would  ever  continue  to  be  administered. 

Mr.  Slaney  said,  he  believed  the  mea- 
sures which  were  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government  were  necessary — Gentlemen 
should  bear  in  mind  the  great  changes 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  relative 
position  of  the  agricultural  and  commer- 
cial population  of  the  country.  He  thought 
that  this  alone  was  a  reason  why  there 
should  be  a  revision  of  the  commercial 
code  of  the  country.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  people, 
that  the  general  principles  of  free  trade 
should  be  cautiously  examined,  and  care- 
fully admitted.  He  took  this  opportunity 
of  stating  these  opinions,  as  no  oppor- 
tunity was  afforded  him  during  the  recent 
debate. 

Sir  C.  Grey  said,  it  was  evident  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  by  the  motion  he 
had  announced,  wished,  if  he  could,  to 
divert  the  public  attention  from  principles 
to  persons.  He  charged  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  design  to  prevent  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  great  measures  of  public 
benefit  which  had  been  brought  forward, 
and  to  hinder  them  from  bemg  so  fully 
argued  in  that  House,  as  that  the  people 
would  be  well  informed  on  the  merits  of 
them  before  the  appeal  was  made  to  their 
judgment  in  the  usual  form.  He  could 
construe  in  no  other  way  the  notice  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  interposed,  so 
ftf  to  preclude  th«  discussion  on  the  most 


important  of  the  three  measures,  if  his 
motion  should  be  carried  in  the  interval. 
Seeing  that  they  were  placed  .in  this  si« 
tuation,  he  was  desirous  of  recalling  the 
views  on  which  he  had  acted  in  this  emer- 
gency, which  he  predicted  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would   find,  before  he  escaped 
from  it,  to  have  been  the  most  important 
that  had  arisen  in  the  present  century. 
He  considered  that  the  gauntlet  had  been 
thrown  down  by  his  side  of  the  House  on 
the  principle  of  removing  prohibitory  du- 
ties on  articles  of  foreign  produce,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  had  any  pva- 
tensions  to  fill  the  highest  place  in  the 
councils  of  the  country,  ought  to  have 
taken  it  up  manfully.    With  respect  to 
the  grand  measure  of  a  modification  of 
the  Corn-laws,  he  up  to  the  time  when 
the  plan  of  Ministers  was  announced  had 
always  opposed  any  motion  for  a  change 
of  those  laws.    He  should  have  been  op- 
posed to  it  still,  if  brought  forward  as  an 
insulated    measure;    he    should    always 
have  opposed  any  party  which  offered  a 
revocation  of  those  laws,  unless  they  had 
consented  at  the  same  time  to  act  on  the 
great  principle  of  a  remission  of  prohibit- 
ory duties  on  imports.     He  should  then 
have  considered  the  measure  as  an  act  of 
legislation  directed  against  a  particnlar 
class,  which  had  a  tendency  to  bring  that 
class  into  distress ;  but  the  moment  that 
he  understood  the  principle  of  a  general 
alleviation  of  duties  on  imports  to  be  in- 
troduced, while  care  was  taken,  in  abo- 
lishing prohibition,  not  at  once  to  do 
away  with    protection,   thus    preventing 
that  distress  which  might  otherwise  ensue 
from  a  too  sudden  change,  he  voted  for 
acting  on  the  same  principle  with  respect 
to  the  Corn-laws.    It  was  not  his  inten* 
tion  at  present  to  enter  further  into  the 
subject,  except  to  advert  to  the  line  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Noith 
Lancashire  and  some  others  in  the  late 
debate.    They  had  discussed  the  matter 
as  if  the  reduction  of  price  on  imported 
commodities  were  the  sole  advantase  to 
be  derived  from  the  measures  introduced 
by  Government.     He  considered  that  aa 
the  least  of  the  advantages  that  might 
fairly  be  expected  from   the  adoption  of 
the  Ministerial  scheme.     The  first  and 
greatest  benefit  that  would  be   derived 
from  the  abolition  of  prohibitory  dnties 
on  imports  from  foreign  countries— whiobf 
stated  in  other  terms,  was  the  opening  of 
the  great  market  of  Uie  United  Kio|^oiQ 
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to  the  produciions  of  the  whole  world, 
instead  of  confiniog  it  to  those  of  our 
own  colonies — was  the  calling  into  em- 
ployment the  whole  mass  of  our  unem. 
ployed  manufacturing  population.  The 
increaso  of  imports  would  tend  to  an  in- 
creased demand  for  exports ;  it  would 
prevent  those  distresses  which  the  Poor- 
laws  were  framed  to  prevent ;  it  would 
guard  against  Iher  exigencies  arising  from 
the  fluctuations  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, in  which  thousands  were  reduced 
to  idleness  by  a  single  stroke.  The  next 
reason  he  had  for  giving  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  Ministers  was,  that  he  saw  a  fair 
prospect  that  by  the  simple  reduction  of 
duty,  a  certain  increase  of  revenue,  to  the 
extent  of  1,700,000/.  might  be  calculated 
upon.  He  challenged  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  to  point  out  any  less  ob- 
jectionable way  in  which  the  present  de- 
ficiency could  be  made  up.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  given  his 
notice  of  motion  without  making  up  his 
mind  as  to  the  proper  mode  of  supplying 
the  deficiency.  He  called  on  the  House 
not  to  permit  the  subject  to  be  brought  to 
a  close  without  taking  care  to  place  fully 
before  the  people  of  the  country  the  bene- 
fits of  opening  their  markets  to  foreign 
prodoce,  and  to  discuss  these  important 
questions  in  all  their  bearings. 

The  resolution  agreed  to,  and  ordered 
to  be  reported. 

House  resumed. 

Adicinistratiok  of  Justice.]  On 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  bringing  up  the 
report  on  the  Administration  of  Justice 
bill  (No.  1)  being  read, 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  he  had  understood 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies to  have  promised  that  he  would  pre- 
pare a  clause  in  the  present  bill  to  meet 
certain  objections  which  he  had  in  view. 
The  clause  in  question  did  not  go  to 
the  extent  which  be  wished,  and  to  which 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord  gave  bis 
consent.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  various  acts  of 
Parliament  relating  to  the  ofiice  of  ac- 
countant-general, the  business  assigned  to 
that  officer,  and  the  salary  allotted  to  him^ 
which  had  increased  from  a  much  lower 
sum  to  4,000/.  in  the  last  vear.  By  the 
bill  now  before  the  House,  the  business  of 
the  court  woald  be  increased,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  foresee  how  far  the  income 
gf  the  Accountant-general  might  be  aug« 


mented,  unless  limited  to  proper  restraints. 
He  saw  nothing  to  prevent  it  from  amount- 
ino  to  7,0002.  a-year,  while  he  thought  the 
present  amount  an  ample  remuneration  for 
an  officer  whose  business  was  no  more  ar- 
duous or  responsible  than  the  Accountant- 
general.  The  person  holding  that  office, 
gave  no  security  and  was  expressly  ex- 
empted by  Act  of  Parliament  from  pecu- 
niary liability,  and  therefore  no  claim  for 
a  large  remuneration  could  be  based  upon 
that  ground.  The  proposition  of  the  Go« 
vernment  was,  to  let  the  Accountant- 
general  take  as  much  as  he  could  get: 
He  proposed,  to  add  a  proviso  to  the  bill, 
that  the  Accountant-general  should  in 
each  year,  pay  over  to  the  suitors'  fund 
any  balance  which  might  be  received  over 
4,000/.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  a  pro- 
viso to  the  effect  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  Hume  took  the  opportunity  of 
slating,  that  he  thought  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Sir  £.  Sugden)  of  too  liberal  a  character. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Accountant- 
general  should  receive  a  laiger  amount  of 
remuneration  than  the  Masters  in  Chan- 
cery. The  Masters  in  Chancery  received 
a  salary  of  2,600/.  a  year ;  the  Account- 
ant-General  ought  not  to  receive  more. 

Report  brought  up,  and  Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  that  the  bill,  as 
amended  in  Committee,  had  never  been 
seen  by  him.  The  amendments  were  not 
yet  printed.  Owing  to  his  necessary  ab- 
sence from  the  Home  during  the  time  the 
bill  was  in  Committee^— an  absence  for 
which  he  would  not  apologise-— he  did  not 
know  what  those  amendments  were.  He 
therefore  proposed  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  forthwith  reprint  his  bill,  with  the 
amendments  made  in  the  Committee. 

The  Attomey^Qeneral  rose  to  offer  a  few 
words  to  the  House,  when 

Sir  E.  Sugden  moved,  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

The  Aitomey^Qeneral  thought  that  an 
adjournment  was  quite  unnecessary ;  and 
in  reply  to  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  with  regard  to  the  want  of  re- 
sponsibility on  the  part  of  the  Account- 
ant-general, he  said  it  was  true  that  that 
officer  would  not  be  bound  by  recogni- 
zance ;  but  if  there  were  any  defalcation 
in  the  property  under  his  control,  there 
was  no  doubt  of  his  liability  to  make  it 
good. 
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Mr.  Ooulbum  said,  the  best  Ihiog  the 
House  could  do,  under  all  the  cireuin* 
stances,  was  to  postpone  the  diseussion  till 
a  future  day.  It  was  desirable  they 
should  have  the  clauses  before  them  in 
order  to  form  a  proper  judgment  upon 
them. 

Lord  /•  Ruisell  could  not  consent  to 
the  reduction  proposed  bv  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  in  the  emoluments  of  the 
Accountant-general.  He  had  no  objec- 
tkm  to  the  postponement  of  the  discussion, 
if  it  could  tend  to  anv  useful  purpose  \  but 
be  would  remind  the  House  that  this 
Ainctiooarv  held  bis  office  for  life,  and 
could  not  be  remofed  without  some  gross 
dereliction  of  duty  on  his  part.  They 
could  not,  therefore,  propose,  whateYcr 
the  amount  of  his  duties  or  responsibilities 
was,  to  make  any  large  reduction  in  the 
sum  he  had  hitherto  receired. 

Mr.  Hwne  was  of  opinion  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  agree  to  limit  the 
salary  of  the  Accountant-general  to4,000^ 
a-year,  the  bill  ought  to  be  withdrawn. 
He  could  not  agree  to  the  Accountant* 
general  reoeif  ing  more  than  a  Master  in 
Ohancery. 

Mr.  Lynch  bore  testimony  to  the 
qualifications  necessary  to  fill  the  office 
of  AccountantHgeneral.  He  would  not 
•ay  that  4,000L  a-year  was  not  sufficient, 
but  if  the  business  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery was  to  be  inorsased,  he  asked  what 
right  had  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
seek  to  curtail  the  emoluments  of  the 
office  ?  They  could  not  interfere  with  the 
vested  rights  of  the  *  possessor,  without 
giving  him  some  compensation ;  but  when 
there  was  an  increase  of  business,  what 
better  compentatioo  could  be  given  than 
an  increased  premium  ?  No  one  could  be 
more  fitted  to  fill  the  office  than  the 
Gentleman  now  in  possession  of  it« 

Mr.  Richards  bora  testimony  to  the 
laborious  duties  of  the  Accountant-gene* 
mi's  office,  even  in  the  Exchequer,  where 
the  investments  were  only  3,000,000/., 
whilst  in  the  Court  of  Cfaaocery,  they 
aoMuntcd  lo  40,000,000/. 

Mr.  AgUombf^  thought  that  there  should 
be  some  limit  to  the  salary,  but  it  was 
well  worthy  of  consideiation  whether  the 
present  holder  would  not  be  entitled  to 
oompeneation* 

Farther  coostdeiatioft  of  the  bill  poat- 
pooedj  jAd  the  amendments  ordered  to  be 
printed. 


Victoria  PxaK.]  On  the  motion  of 
Mr.  £.  J.  Stanley,  the  repoit  on  the 
Victoria  Park  bill  was  brought  up, 

Mr.  Huau  expressed  his  satisfaction 
that  Government  had  attended  to  the 
petitions  addressed  to  them  on  this  sub- 
ject. They  had  acted  liberally  towards 
the  north  and  east  part  of  the  metropolis, 
and  he  was  now  anxious  that  they  should 
considerthe  situation  of  the  sooth.  Unless 
an  opportunity  were  soon  taken  of  securing 
some  open  plaoe,  such  as  that  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Bethlehem  Hospital, 
they  would  in  a  short  time  find  it  diffioult 
to  get  any  eligible  spot. 

Sir  E*  KmaichMi  agreed  in  the  obser- 
vations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
and  was  pleased  with  what  had  been  al- 
ready done  with  the  consent  of  both  sides 
of  the  House  towards  providing  open 
places  in  the  metropolis. 

Mr.  /.  French  observed  that  all  ad- 
vances were  made  to  England,  and  very 
few  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  £».  /.  Sianky  referred,  in  answer 
to  the  Dublin  Wide  streets  bill,  as  a  proof 
that,  in  the  present  Session,  attention  had 
been  paid  to  the  wants  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Wahkif  dki  not  wish  to  oppose  a 
vote  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  irrational  to  lay  out 
so  much  money  on  the  eastern  part  of  the 
metropolis,  when  there  was  so  much  land 
on  the  north  of  the  city  to  which  the  peo- 
ple had  a  right,  and  to  which  they  were 
still  refused  access.  He  wished  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  would  state  when  the  288 
seres  closed  up  in  the  RegentVpark  would 
be  thrown  open?  He  was  quite  sure 
that,  while  the  publm  were  kept  out  from 
so  much  ground  to  wbwh  they  bad  a  right, 
great  dissatisfaction  would  be  created  by 
the  outlay  in  the  present  instanee.  He 
was  happy  to  hear  the  hon.  Barooet  oppo- 
site (Sir  B.  Knatohboll)  make  the  deofo- 
mtion  which  had  juat  felleo  from  him. 
The  hon.  Baronet  was  wiUiog  to  give  Ibe 
people  fresh  air,  and  he  rsmmded  him  that 
fresh  air  inoreaised  the  appettte*-«Bd  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  recollect 
that  on  a  future  occasioii — the  people 
wanted  bread* 

Report  received. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  the 
following  day. 

CoPTfiOLD.]  The  report  on  the  Copy* 
hold  and  Castomary  Teouiu  Ml  was 
brought  up, 
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Sir  R.  &igdBn  moved  that  the  bill  be 
re-conimiUed. 

Mr.  Siewari  oppoeed  the  motion* 

Sir  &  Sagden  would  not  peteitt  in  bit 
motion  for  the  re.4U>mmittal  of  the  billy 
but  be^ed  to  move  that  the  eighth  daufe, 
which  threw  the  expense  of  the  commuta* 
Uooson  the  Coniolidated  Fund,  be  left 
out  of  the  bill. 

The  Aii€nmf^^geH§ml  iupported  the 
elanae* 

Mr.  Wukb^  would  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Ripon,  for  the  omiMion  of  the  eighth 
ciaate.  He  thought  the  eipeniee  of  the 
commutations  ought  not  to  be  borne  by 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  would  not  divide  the 
House  on  his  motion  at  presenti  but  would 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  of  bringing 
forward  his  objections  on  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  the  fol* 
lowing  Thursday. 

BoaouoHs  Improvement  Bill.^  Mr. 
Fox  Maule  saidi  that  the  three  bills — the 
Boroughs  Improvement  bill,  the  Drainage 
of  Towns  bill«  and  the  Building  Regula- 
tions bill  had  hitherto  passed  sub  sitentiop 
and  he  now  moved  the  committal  of  the 
Boroughs  Improvement  bill  pro  formd, 
for  the  introduction  of  the  necessary  money 
clauses.  He  did  so  on  the  understanding 
that  it  would  be  competent  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  move  on  a  future  occasion  for 
the  re-committal  of  the  bill^  for  the  pur- 
pose of  its  provisions  being  discussed. 

Bill  went  through  Committee  proybrm/f. 
Report  to  be  received. 

Deaiitaob  or  Towns.]  On  the  order 
of  the  day  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Drainage  of  Towns  bill  being  read, 

The  Speaker  said,  that  he  had  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  efieet  of  the  bill  would 
be  Id  give  to  the  commissioners  of  sewers 
additional  powers  to  tax  the  people,  and, 
that,  therefore,  it  was  not  a  bill  which 
could  properly  originate  with  the  House 
of  Loras. 

Mr.  Fox  Mamie  said,  in  that  case  he 
begged  to  give  notice  t^at  he  would  to. 
morrow  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
of  a  similar  character,  and  in  the  mean 
time  be  would  move,  that  the  present  bill 
be  lead  that  day  three  months. 

Agreed  to* 


The  Buildings  Regulation  bill  was  also 
committed  pro  forma* 

Arms  (laaLAVD).]  The  Lords'  amend- 
ments  to  the  Arms  (Ireland)  bill  were 
considered,  and  not  being  agreed  to,  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Pigot  a  conference  was 
directed  to  be  requested* 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  May  25,  1841. 

MiMDTia.]  Bull.  Read  ft  fint  timet -EeetotUnlioil  and 
Splritiul  Corporations ;  Eedetiastical  Benefiofls ;  Farm- 
ing LaaMi 

PaatkMM  piaiwimil.  By  Loid  Aedaidaic^  Cm  Sari  oT  Wi»> 
diUsea*  and  tiie  Duke  of  Wellington*  ftom  plaeei  in  Suf- 
folk, Walmer,  and  Arom  placet  In  Hampahlre,  against 
AHetfttion  of  the  Oam>lftWf«-«By  the  Karl  of  Roa^«ryi 
ftnm  LinUthgow,  and  StirUagi  fbr  Ibe  OofwnaMDC  mm^ 
sure  for  the  Alteratkm  of  the  Import  Duties  s  and  from 
the  Memben  of  the  Scotch  Church,  Lancaster,  againit 
Lay  Pstrange  (SMdanS). 

Co&n-Lawb  «^  BxPLAKATiOK.]  The 
Earl  of  Badiwr  said,  that,  seeing  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ripon)  oppo* 
site  in  his  place,  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
paper  respecting  the  offieial  and  de- 
olared  value  of  the  exports  from  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  last  week  quoted,  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  Ax>m  1830  to 
the  present  time,  both  the  oliioial  and  the 
declared  valae  of  the  exports  had  gradu- 
ally riasn,  and  he  had,  indeed,  stated, 
that  during  one  year  there  had  been  a 
falling  off,  but  that  he  had  said  was  a 
matter  that  frequently  occurred,  but  the 
noble  Earl  had  omitted  to  draw  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  last  sum  in 
the  paper,  and  the  impression  left  upon 
the  House  was,  that  the  exports  had  been 
gradually  increasing.  Indeed,  upon  that 
impression  the  noble  Earl  had  founded 
his  argument,  when  he  asked  how  could 
the  manufacturers  be  in  so  distressed  a 
state  as  they  were  represented  to  be.  If 
the  noble  Earl  had  quoted  the  last  sumi 
it  would  huTe  appeared,  that  there  was 
last  year  a  considerable  defalcation  in  the 
value  of  the  exports.  The  noUe  Earl  bad 
quoted  the  offieial  value  of  the  last  yeart 
whkh  showed  an  increase,  but  he  bad 
omitted  to  quote  the  declared  value,  which 
showed  a  considerable  defalcation.  The 
noble  Lord  had  reforrsd  to  the  great  fall- 
ing off  in  the  declared  value,  and  had 
said,  that  in  former  yeart  it  amounted  to 
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nearly  eleven  millionsy  aud  appealed  to 
hioi  (the  Beirl  of  Radnor)  that  so  large  a 
falling  off  was  one  which  required  some- 
thing more  in  the  way  of  explanation  than 
the  mere  observation  that  such  things 
were  of  common  occurrence  in  commer- 
cial transactions.  The  noble  Earl  had 
stated,  that  the  official  value  was  nothing 
more  than  a  declaration  of  the  quantity 
of  the  article  manufactured,  while  the  de- 
clared value  approximated  to  its  real 
value ;  and  if  any  noble  lx>rd  had  looked 
at  the  returns^  he  would  find  a  statement 
of  the  difference  between  the  official  and 
declared  value,  which  would  explain  the 
matter.  In  the  course  of  the  last  twelve 
years,  the  official  value  had  gradually 
risen  from  fifty-six  to  one  hundred  and 
two  millions,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
real  value  had  increased  from  thirty-five 
to  only  fifty-one  millions.  The  necessary 
consequence  of  that  was,  that  the  real 
value  of  the  article  had  been  continually 
diminishing,  because  if  it  were  otherwise, 
it  would  have  gone  on  increasing  in  the 
same  ratio  as  the  official  value.  That  was 
to  be  attributed  to  the  pressure  of  the 
dear  com  years ;  so  that  the  manufacturer 
had  not  only  to  contend  with  the  high 
price  of  corn,  but  in  the  falling  off  in  the 
price  of  his  own  manufactures.  He  had 
received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  in  the 
country  a  day  or  two  since,  who  stated^ 
that  in  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  the 
other  manufacturing  districts,  the  state  of 
distress  was  such,  that  pen  coald  not  write, 
tongue  could  not  tell^  nor  the  heart  conceive 
it.  Being  on  his  legs^  he  could  not  help 
alluding  to  something  that  had  occurred 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  last  night. 
A  noble  Lord  stated,  that  a  great  country, 
densely  populated,  should  provide  food 
for  its  own  inhabitants.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  name  any  great  country 
which  either  in  ancient  or  modern  times 
had  ever  pretended  to  grow  corn  enouffh 
for  the  consumption  of  its  own  people. 
The  republics  of  Greece  be  believed  did 
not.  Crete  and  Sicily  were  the  granaries 
of  Greece.  Rome  certainly  did  not. 
Sicily  and  Egypt  were  the  granaries  of 
Rome.  This  country  was  also  an  example 
of  the  same  fact.  The  noble  Lord  had^ 
the  other  evening,  talked  of  our  ancient 
com4aws,  and  hsid  quoted  the  laws  against 
regrating  and  engrossing.  Now  the  object 
of  those  laws  was  to  do  that  which  it  was 
the  doty  of  all  Govt roments  to  do — 13 
take  care  that  the  people  sboald  not  be 


starved.  Pariiament,  during  the  last  150 
years,  had  certainly  endeavoured  to  make 
the  country  grow  sufficient  corn  for  its 
own  consumption.  That  Parliament  had 
been  composed  of  landowners.  It  bad 
been  said  they  did  not  legislate  for  their 
own  interests,  but  it  did  so  happen  that 
the  sole  object  of  their  legislation  had 
been  to  endeavour  to  force  the  country  lo 
grow  corn  sufficient  for  the  consumption 
of  the  people.  During  the  first  half  of 
the  last  century  they  had  so  far  succeeded 
as  to  make^this  an  exporting  country,  but 
during  the  last  eighty  years  the  attempt 
had  failed  ;  1760  was  the  climax ;  from 
that  time  the  export  of  com  gradually  di- 
minished until  1770,  since  which  time  this 
had  been  an  importing  country.  Now,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  power 
and  wealth  of  the  country  had  been  great- 
est  when  it  was  an  importing  or  an  expor- 
ting country  ?  Undoubtedly  since  it  had 
been  an  importing  country.  Every  ten 
years  since  1760  the  importatk>n  of  com 
bad  gone  on  gradually  increasing,  with 
but  one  exception,  under  the  act  of  1815, 
but  under  the  present  law  importation  had 
greatlv  increased.  Had  our  power  dimi 
nished  in  consequence  ?  Was  it  not  noto- 
rious that  an  exporting  country  was  always 
a  poor  country  ?  Look  at  Ireland ;  that 
was  an  exporting  country.  The  exports 
of  corn  from  Ireland  had  recently  dimi* 
nished,  and  the  prosperity  of  Ireland  was 
increasing.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Ashburton)  was  a  high  authority, 
and  deservedly  so,  and  he  recollected  what 
a  different  view  the  noble  Lord  took  of 
this  question  in  1815.  The  noble  Lord 
then  foretold  with  accuracy  what  the  state 
of  the  country  would  be  at  the  present 
time.  The  noble  Lord  saidy  that  if  Uiey 
attempted  by  legislation  to  cut  down  the 
population  to  the  amount  of  food  that  the 
country  could  produce,  it  would  be  like 
shortening  the  man  for  the  bed,  instead  of 
lengthening  the  bed  for  the  man.  Hot 
that  noble  Lord  seemed  now  to  think  that 
this  country  could  grow  sufficient  food  lor 
its  own  consumption.  All  he  could  eay 
was  that  they  had  been  tiytng  the  experi- 
ment for  eighty  years,  and  had  always 
failed.  He  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
artificial  manure  rendering  the  land  soS* 
ciently  productive  to  raise  rood  fortheinba* 
bitants ;  he  heard  of  manare  being  broogfat 
from  China*  and  a  abort  Uase  since  be  heard 
of  two  ship  loads  of  birds  dung  coaiiig 
from  the  western  coast  of  South  Ancviea, 
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N0W9  he  must  say,  that  if  they  could  only 
raise  sufficient  food  by  such  means  as 
these,  he  entertained  very  litUe  hope  of 
their  doing  so.  There  was  no  instance  in 
ancient  or  modern  history,  wiih  the  excep- 
tion of  Israel,  and  exccptio  probat  regu' 
2am,  of  a  great  country  growing  sufficient 
food  for  its  own  consumption.  The  noble 
Lord  had  made  a  statement  with  regard 
to  the  effect  of  the  price  of  corn  upon 
wages,  and  he  had  quoted  a  passage  from 
Adam  Smith.  Now,  he  found,  upon  re- 
ference, that  the  effect  of  that  passage 
was  the  very  reverse  of  what  had  been 
stated. 

Lord  Ashburton  said,  the  passage  he 
had  quoted,  was  from  a  pamphlet  written 
by  Lord  J.  Russell. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  begged  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon. 

Lord  Lyndhursi  said,  it  was  irregu- 
lar to  refer  to  debates  of  a  former  even- 
ing. 

Lord  Wkamcliffe  said,  it  was  quite 
irregular  to  refer  to  speeches  of  a  former 
night.  The  noble  Earl  had  gone  beyond 
all  reason.  He  had  gone  last  night 
through  every  speech  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  during  the  last  twenty  years,  and 
now  he  was  going  through  those  of  the 
last  four  nights. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  that 
as  a  general  rule,  it  was  not  usual  to  al- 
lude to  speeches  made  on  a  former  night, 
bat  that  rule  was  systematically  violated 
everyday,  and  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  in  alluding 
to  speeches  made  last  night,  was  in  itself 
a  violation  of  the  rule. 

Lord  WhamcHffe  said,  that  he  had 
never  seen  the  violation  of  the  rule  carried 
to  such  excess  as  it  had  been  lately. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  would  not  press  the 
matter.  He  must  say  he  had  heard  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  rules  laid 
down  for  the  conduct  of  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  of  the  House  which  rules  had 
not  been  followed  by  the  other  side.  A 
few  nights  ago,  he  was  told,  that  it  was 
against  the  rules  to  allude  to  papers  with- 
out giving  notice.  [The  Duke  of  Welling^ 
Ion:  No,  no!]  He  begged  the  noble 
Duke's  pardon.  The  noble  Earl  behind 
him  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  had  said  so, 
and  tlie  very  next  night  the  noble  Earl 
committed  the  very  breach  of  the  rule  to 
which  he  referred.  As  to  rules  of  order, 
he  very  seldom  saw  any  order  in  that 
House.    A  passage  had  been  quoted,  on 


a  former  evening,  from  a  pamphlet  of 
Lord  John  Russell's,  referring  to  Adam 
Smith ;  and  the  object  of  quoting  the 
passage,  was  to  show  how  much  they 
ought  to  distrust  political  economists. 
Now,  this  appeared  to  him  rather  extra- 
ordinary, as  the  noble  Lord  who  quoted 
the  passage,  did  a  few  years  ago  complp- 
roent  the  Government  upon  their  having 
established  a  professorship  of  political  eco- 
nomy. The  noble  Lord  had  now  turned 
over  a  new  leaf,  and  ridiculed  everything 
connected  with  political  economy.  With 
reference  to  wages,  he  would  only  add, 
that  upon  referring  to  the  report  of  the 
commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  of  the  handloom  weavers,  he 
found  it  there  stated,  that  although  wages 
were  occasionally  affected  by  the  price  of 
corn,  yet  they  did  not  fluctuate  with  the 
fluctuation  in  the  price  of  corn,  and  a 
high  price  of  corn  was  not  accompanied 
by  any  sensible  rise  in  the  price  of  labour. 
The  Earl  of  Ripon  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  forgotten  or  had  misunderstood 
the  whole  purport  of  his  argument.  The 
noble  Earl  must  bave  forgotten  ir,  because 
the  noble  Earl  supposed,  that  he  had  de- 
nied the  existence  of  distress  in  the  manu- 
facturing di8tr]cts,,and  because  the  noble 
Earl  assumed,  that  he  had  omitted  all  re- 
ference to  the  declared  value  of  our  manu- 
facturing exports  of  last  year.  He  had 
never  denied  the  existence  of  distress.  He 
had  understood  it  to  have  been  stated, 
that  there  existed  very  great  distress,  and 
that  that  was  attributed  by  those  who  com- 
plained of  it,  to  the  operation  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  It  had  been  stated  with  great  fair« 
ness  and  candour  by  a  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam),  that  it  would  be  most 
unreasonable  and  unphilosophical  to  as« 
cribe  any  general  state  of  distress  to  any 
one  single  cause,  and  that  in  considering 
that  state  of  distress,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  consider  all  the  facts  belonging  to 
it.  Now,  the  only  inference  he  drew 
when  he  showed  that  there  had  been  no 
such  diminution  of  the  export  trade  as 
was  attegedy  was  not  to  prove,  that  no 
distress  existed,  but  that  there  was  a  primA 
facie  case  of  doubt  with  respect  to  the 
extent  of  that  distress,  so  as  to  make  any 
reasonable  and  prudent  man  pause  before 
he  came  to  a  positive  conclusion  that  the 
whole  of  the  distress  was  to  be  charged 
upon  the  operation  of  the  Corn-laws.  The 
noble  Earl  had  charged  him  with  stating, 
that  the  declared  and  the  official  value  of 
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oor  exports  had  increased  in  the  sasie 
proportion.  He  had  said  nothing  of  the 
sort  I  it  would  be  ridiculous  in  him  to 
have  said  so ;  indeed,  he  had  specifically 
mentioned,  that  the  declared  value  was 
less  than  the  official  value.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  effect  of  the  Corn*laws  upon 
manafactiires,  it  should  be  recollected, 
that  there  were  many  causes — such  as  the 
difference  in  price  of  the  raw  material,  the 
substitution  of  the  labour  of  women  and 
children  for  that  of  adults,  and  the  con- 
futed state  of  the  currency — all  of  which 
might  operate  materially  upon  the  condi- 
tion of  our  manufactures ,  and  the  only 
inference  he  drew  was,  that  it  behoved 
noble  Lords,  who  wished  to  introduce  an 
enormous  change,  the  consequences  of 
which  they  could  not  foresee,  to  cautiously 
consider  the  operation  of  all  those  different 
cauiesy  with  respect  to  ihe  value  and  ex* 
tent  of  our  manufactures,  before  thev 
came  down  and  invited  the  Legislature  to 
produceaconfusion  in  any  particular  branch 
of  industry,  the  effect  of  which,  il  was 
iaspossiUe  lo  foresee.  The  more  he 
considered  the  question  of  corn-laws,  the 
more  he  saw  its  infinite  difficulty.  When 
he  proposed  a  law  to  1815,  he  staled,  that 
in  his  humble  opinion^  all  the  corn*>laws 
were  evils  in  themselves,  that  be  had  to 
make  a  choice  of  difficulties,  and  that  the 
baknee  of  difficulty  lay  on  the  side  of  no 
pioteelion  i  and  he  therefore,  with  a  good 
conacienee,  proposed  the  adoption  of  that 
measine ;  and  although  he  had  been  acou- 
sed  often  with  having  introduced  a  law  for 
the  purpose  of  fixing  the  price  of  wheal 
at  80s.,  on  the  one  hand,  grinding  down 
tho  poor,  man,  and,  on  the  other,  dMeiving 
the  farmeffhe  maintained  that  thetendeney 
of  that  law  had  been  to  make  the  price 
of  80f»  a  maximuBi,  and  not  the  minimum 
price.  And  what  had  been  the  effect  of 
that  law  ?  He  found  that  upon  an  average 
of  seven  years,  including  the  years  1816 
and  1817,  when  we  had  the  Worst  harvests 
that  were  ever  koowo^  the  price  was  6ds. 
lid.  In  1832  the  law  was  altered,  and 
he  concurred  in  the  alteration,  and  70s. 
was  substituted  fur  80t»  Wluit  was  then 
the  average  prioe  during  the  succeeding 
seven  years  ?  It  was  ^t.  to  908^  and 
during  the  ensuing  eleveo  years  the  price 
was  57i.  Id.  This  would  show  that  his 
antictpalioos  had  been  realised.  He  would 
only  add»  if  be  n>ight  introduce  a  subject 
so  insignificant  as  anything  that  related  to 
himeelf,  that  ever  since  the  law  of   1815 


came  into  operatioor  be  bad  aeled,  as  far 
as  regarded  the  land  with  which  be  was 
connected,  upon  the  principle  that  the 
price  of  wheat  could  never  reach  80f • 

Lord  AMmricm  did  not  rise  to  go 
through  his.  political  life  during  the  last 
twenty-six  years,  but  he  was  taunted  with 
having  varied  in  his  sentiments  upon  this 
question.  He  begged  to  say,that  he  recoU 
leoted  when  the  i^le  Bar!  opposite  (Earl 
Fitzwilliam)  was  a  most  strenuous  advo« 
cate  for  proteotion,  and  when  be  (Lord 
Ashburton)  was  in  a  minority  of  thirty- 
seven,  in  a  very  full  House,  in  resisting  an 
inordinate  protection,  and  in  opposition  to 
the  noble  £arL  The  opinions  of  the  noble 
Viscount  at  the  bead  of  her  Majesty's  Qo-* 
vernment  seemed  also  in  the  course  of  -n 
very  few  weeks  to  have  undergone  a  very 
great  change.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
statements  of  the  noUe  Lord  oppoaile  to 
show  that  the  existing  law  haa  operated 
disadvantageously.  On  the  contrary,  the 
distress  in  the  manufacturing  districts  had 
been  clearly  shown  to  have  arisen  from 
other  causes  distinct  from  the  corn-laws. 
With  respect  to  the  difference  in  the  prices 
obtained  for  manufacUiring  produce  at  dif- 
ferent times,  he  might  refer,  not  to  a  speech 
delivered  elsewhere,  but  to  what  would 
have  been  a  speech,  but  which  the  House 
of  Commons  refused  to  hear'— be  meant  a 
publication  of  Mr.  Fielden's  which  was 
worthy  of  their  Lordships*  attention!  as 
containing  some  very  striking  statements 
by  a  practical  man.  Mr.  Fieklensaid^thas 
the  consumption  of  cotton  in  1816,  was 
80,000,0001bs.,  and  in  1820  it  had  risen 
to  120,000,0001b8.,  showing  a  great  ad* 
vaace  and  Increase  in  nanufhcturea,  Imt 
at  the  latter  period  the  labourer  was  recaiv« 
ing  from  35  to  51  per  cent,  saore  for  the 
manufactured  article  than  b  1815^  In 
1830  he  was  receiving  65  per  ceat^  less* 
The  ooosomptKNi  of  cotton,  however,  had 
increased  to  247,000»0001bs.  In  1835  it 
was  318,000,000lba.,  but  the  manufacture 
ing  operator  was  icieeivii^  70  per  cent 
less  in  proportion  to  the  artkle  than  in 
1815»  In  1840,  the  quantity  of  ootlon 
worked  up  was  451,000,000lbs.,  bet  the 
labourer's  remuneration  was  75  per  cent« 
proportionably  less  than  in  1815.  He 
spoke  of  the  operatives.  And  if  argtt* 
meats  drawn  frees  statements  like  this 
proved  anything,  they  proved  that  menn* 
iacturing  prosperity  led  to  the  impoverish* 
ment  of  the  Of>eratives.  The  nsete  increase 
of  manufactures  did  not  tend  to  the  well* 
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being  of  the  operatiye*.  If  they  were 
living  in  the  times  when  the  spindle  was 
in  etery  cottage  there  might  appear  a  more 
general  diffnion  of  prosperity  thitMigh  the 
working  classes  than  was  now  perceived 
nnder  the  inlloence  of  large  capitals,  em- 
ploying^ the  people  in  factories.  Bat  he 
did  not  say  this  with  a  view  of  re'Con* 
strocting  or  requiring  any  interference 
with  the  preseni  state  of  things,  which  was 
quite  oot  of  the  qoeslion,  and  woald  be 
perfeetlv  absurd,  but  he  made  the  obser- 
vation m  reference  to  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  noble  Lords  opposite.  It 
was  not  true»  as  a  noble  Lord  had  intima- 
ted, that  he  (Lord  Ash  burton)  advocated 
the  absolute  independence  of  this  country 
with  regard  to  its  supplies.  He  only  desi* 
red  to  pursue  the  principle  as  ftir  as  was 
reasonable  and  practicable,  by  giving 
fmirenocmragemetit  to  the  home  grower, oot 
for  bis  own  benefit|but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
of  the  community;  and  the  practical 
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ellect  bad  been  good.  There  had  not  been 
in  this  country  within  the  memory  of  any 
man  living  a  period  of  what  might  be 
called  very  severe  pressure  with  respect  to 
the  price  of  food.  Compared  with  other 
nations  England  bad  been  remarkably  free 
from  those  seasons  of  extraordinary  prea* 
sote  which  were  inseparable  from  the  con- 
dition of  men.  The  authority  of  nn  Ox- 
ferd  Prefeeeor  of  Political  Economy  had 
been  referred  to,  but  with  the  greateet  re- 
spect for  such  authority,  be  did  not 
think  it  Ought  to  have  much  practical 
weight*  Political  aconomy  was  a  science 
wbieb  Wal  far  from  being  worked  out. 
Some  most  important  questions,  snch  as 
thoae  respecting  corTeocy»  were  in  the 
greatest  doubt ;  and  while  it  was  undoubt- 
edly deserving  of  eulttvutton,  and  ought 
to  be  followed  so  long  as  any  inteUeotoal 
pursoita  were  cherisbed,  its  theories  ooght 
to  be  received  by  statasmen  with  the  great- 
est cauUon.  The  study  was  very  well  at 
Oxfiwdt  Imt  he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  pro* 
feasor  brought  to  Downing-stieet  to  govern 
us.  He  (  Lord  Asbburton)  naintaiTOd  the 
same  principle  on  the  subject  of  com*  laws 
wbick  he  did  some  time  ago,  when  at  a 
period  of  agricultural  dietresa  some  agri- 
culturists dmnanded  the  abolition  of  the 
wafebousing  system.  He  said,  then,  as 
he  said  now,  that  the  laws  of  the  country 
weto  not  to  be  tumbled  about  on  every  oi>' 
casion  of  temporary  distress. 

The  Marquess  of  Lan^dewme  said,  that 
the  amount  of  nanafectarcs  eiported  was 


fkr  from  being  the  only  test  of  prosperity. 
It  was  an  element  to  be  considered,  but 
by  no  means  the  most  important.  It  was 
the  nature  of  manufacturing  capital  thai 
two-thirds  consisted  of  machinery,  and 
consequently  of  fixed  capital  which  could 
not  suddenly  be  withdrawn,  however  dis- 
advantageous might  be  the  trade  in  which 
it  was  embarked.  An  unfavourable  turn 
in  manufactures  was  Brst  made  pulpable 
by  a  diminution  in  the  value  of  mills,  but 
long  after  this  diminutk>n  of  value  ap- 
peared, the  mills  would  continue  to  be 
worked,  manufactures  to  be  produced, 
and  large  exports  to  take  place.  There* 
fore,  this  appearance  of  bosiness  might 
be  very  fallacious,  and  it  was  necessary 
to  take  into  account  many  other  circnm- 
stances  before  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  manufactures  were  in  a  flourishing 
condition.  Another  circumstance  to  be 
considered  was  the  exportatmn  of  ma<^ 
chinery  to  other  parts  of  the  world.  It 
was  a  fact  not  to  be  overlooked  or  disre^ 
garded  by  any  party,  manafacturers  or 
landowners,  that  during  the  last  eight 
years  the  amount  of  machinery  exported 
had  constantly  and  systematically  in- 
creased. During  the  last  two  or  three 
years  inachinery  had  been  exported  to 
the  value  of  2,100,000/. ;  and  if  this  ex^ 
port  had  not  taken  place  the  makers  of 
this  machinery  would  haveexnorted  them- 
selves,  and  eo  have  rendered  foreign  ri* 
valry  still  more  powerful  and  dangerous. 
With  reepect  to  the  existing  Com«law,  tl 
was  no  reproach  to  those  who  had  intro- 
duced ft,  to  say  that  it  had  failed  to  pro- 
duce the  effect  expected  from  it.  Its  ob- 
ject had  been  repeatedly  stated  to  be  to 
prevent  fluctuations,  but  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  price  of  grain  had  varied  under 
its  influence  between  90  and  40  per  cent., 
and  during  some  years  40  to  50  per  cent, 
a  greater  fluctuation  than  existed  in  any 
country  whbh  was  without  a  system  or 
Corn-laws.  The  eflfects  of  the  scale  of 
averages  had  been  of  the  worst  chara<Aer« 
It  had  pot  what  belonged  lo  the  province 
of  the  Legislature  in  the  hands  of  otiM 
parties,  and  those  parties  the  most  inter-* 
ested  and  the  least  fit  to  lie  tntmsted  with 
the  administration  of  the  law,  of  which, 
contrary  to  the  intention  of  Parliament 
they  bad  continued  to  possess  tbemselvee. 
His  noble  Friend,  the  noMe  Earl  opposite, 
could  not  deny  that  the  last  two  years  had 
given  the  moat  palpable  eihlence  of  the 
operation  of  the  sliding  icale*    A  Itxed 


735 


Com''Lawi'^ 


{LORDS} 


ExpkauUimu 


736 


duty  had  been  called  a  delusion^  bat 
there  never  was  a  greater  delusion  than 
that  of  supposing  that  the  sliding  scale 
gave  a  steady  protection  to  the  agriculture 
of  the  country.  He  was  aware,  and  he 
only  stated  what  he  knew  could  be 
proved,  that  parties  in  different  parts  of 
the  country  had  agreed  to  cram  the  mar- 
ket with  a  particular  kind  of  corn,  on 
three  or  four  market  days  preceding  the 
striking  of  the  averages.  And  this  was 
done  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  and 
obstructing  the  act  of  the  Legislature. 
The  consequence  was,  that  the  averages 
suddenly  rose  to  a  price  at  which  foreign 
corn  could  come  in  at  a  very  low  duty ; 
and  then  one  or  two  millions  of  quarters 
of  corn  were  suddenly  thrown  in.  The 
existing  law  was  the  lever  with  which 
these  parties  effected  this  operation,  by 
which  at  a  sacrifice  of  30,000/.  or  40,0002. 
they  made  300,000/.  or  400,000/.>  at  the 
expense  of  the  revenue.  What  was  the 
consequence?  This  corn  did  not  come 
in  the  regular  course  of  trade,  which  would 
enable  merchants,  millers,  and  farmers  to 
calculate  upon  it;  but  it  was  suddenly 
thrown  in,  and,  consequently  there  was  a 
necessity  for  its  being  paid  for  in  money ; 
and  then,  in  addition  to  the  evil  to  the 
farmer,  if  there  was  any  evil  to  the  farmer, 
the  whole  community  was  disturbed  by  a 
derangement  of  the  currency,  the  export 
of  the  precious  metals,  and  the  disorder 
of  the  paper  currency  of  the  country.  The 
introduction  of  foreign  corn,  which  in  the 
regular  course  of  trade  would  have  been 
perfectly  innoxious,  produced  all  these 
evils  because  it  was  sudden  and  unex- 
pected.  This  had  occurred  in  the  autumn 
of  1839,  and  it  was  repeated  in  the  au- 
tumn of  1840.  Gentlemen  who  were 
known  to  be  friends  of  the  present  Corn- 
laws,  had  come  to  the  Board' of  Trade  to 
ask  to  be  saved  from  the  operation  of  the 
law.  The  Board  of  Trade  was  bound  to 
enforce  the  law,  whatever  their  opinion 
might  be  of  iu  merits,  and  they  were  en- 
abled to  show  those  parties  that  they 
coold  not  stir  in  the  business.  Such  an 
enormous  influx  of  foreign  corn,  with  the 
consequent  influence  on  the  currency,  was 
a  greater  revolution — and  a  revolution  af- 
fecting property  more  extensively  than 
any  that  could  be  imagined  from  a  change 
in  the  law.  He  thought  the  case  was 
completely  made  out  against  the  law.  The 
fact  he  had  referred  to,  made  a  case  which 
the  Government  was  bound  to  look  into 


with  reference  to  the  iutereats  of  the  wbdU 
community.  He  said  the  interests  of  die 
whole  community,  because  he  would  never 
consent  to  discuss  the  question  with  refer- 
ence to  the  interest  of  this  or  that  clais, 
but  with  reference  to  all  classes  who  had 
a  common  interest  in  the  question.  Last 
night  the  noble  Lord  opposite  thought  to 
make  out  a  triumphant  case  of  the  supe- 
riority of  the  condition  of  the  people  of  this 
country  over  that  of  the  people  of  France, 
among  other  nations,  by  quoting  from  M. 
Cunin  Gridaine,  a  statement  how  lean  the 
French  oxen  were  in  comparison  with  the 
English  oxen,  the  one,  as  he  said,  not  being 
half  so  big  as  the  other ;  but  had  it  never 
occurred  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  these 
very  lean  oxen  were  the  creatures  of 
protection?  That  these  very  lean  oxen 
were  precisely  the  result  of  the  pro- 
tection which  the  French  legblature  had 
thought  proper  to  extend  to  French  gra- 
ziers, the  French  graziers  insisted  upon  it 
that  all  France  must  inevitably  starve  if 
it  depended  upon  any  other  country  for 
its  supply  of  oxen  7  It  was  admitted  that 
French  oxen  were,  as  the  noble  Lord  said, 
lean,  but  the  French  graziers  said,  '*Give  ut 
time,  and  we'll  let  you  have  such  fine  fat 
oxen  some  time  or  other,  if  you  won't  let 
any  body  else  supply  yon  but  French 
graziers.  Besides  it  would  never  do  to 
allow  fat  German  oxen  to  be  admitted 
into  France,  lest,  peradventure,  the  prin- 
ciples of  some  of  the  German  illuminati 
might  get  in  with  them.  From  the  lean- 
ness of  French  oxen  might  an  illustration 
be  drawn  as  to  the  effect  of  similar  pro- 
tection upon  our  agricultural  produce. 
It  was  said,  that  it  was  impossible  for  a 
nation  to  get  on  without  it  extended  pro- 
tection to  its  various  interests;  yet,  in 
Switzerland,  where  it  had  not  been  thought 
necessary  to  have  a  system  of  protection, 
every  branch  of  industry  was  greatly  im- 
proving, both  in  agriculture  and  manufac- 
tures, though  there  was  no  country  in 
Europe  which  contained  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  poor  land  than  there  was  in  Swit- 
zerland. He  did  not  mean  that,  while 
other  interests  were  protected,  agricaiture 
should  be  deprived  of  protection,  but  be 
was  fully  persuaded, .  that  not  only  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  country,  but  that 
of  agriculture  itself,  would  be  promoted 
by  the  change  now  proposed.  He  him- 
self was  a  considerable  landowner:  he 
depended,  indeed,  entirely  on  land,  and 
the  land  he  possessed  was  not  Gree  from 
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those  incambrances  which  it  had  been 
urged  so  materially  aggravated  the  disad- 
vantages under  which  the  agricultural  in- 
terest laboured ;  but,  he  would  repeat,  he 
was  fully  convinced,  that  not  only  he 
himself  would  not  suffer,  but  rather  benefit 
by  the  change,  but  he  was  convinced  also, 
that  the  class  to  which  he  belonged  would 
not  suffer,  but  rather  benefit  by  the  change 
as  a  body.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion, 
that  that  class  would  find*  its  interests 
promoted  by  a  change  which  tended  to 
increase  the  commercial  intercourse  of  this 
country  with  the  rest  of  the  world.  Such 
a  change  as  this  could  not  but  increase 
the  prosperity  of  the  class  to  which  he 
belonged,  a  class  which  he  ever  hoped  to 
see  forming  a  prominent  and  distinguished 
class  in  the  community.  It  was  perfectly 
obvious  that  some  alteration  was  required; 
he  had  seen  in  his  own  experience  the 
failure  of  no  fewer  than  three  experiments 
founded  on  the  principle  which  it  was 
now  proposed  to  abandon  in  favour  of  a 
moderate  fixed  duty. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  agreed  with 
the  noble  Marquess  that  it  would  be  most 
desirable  to  confine  the  discussion  of  this 
subject  to  the  effect  it  would  be  likely  to 
produce  on  the  general  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  to  avoid  those  irritating  and 
exciting  topics  which  were  brought  for- 
ward every  night  on  the  presentation  of 
petitions,  apparently  merely  for  the  pur- 

Eose  of  still  further  exciting  that  state  of 
ostility  which  it  appeared  to  be  the  in- 
tention to  excite  on  that  subject  through- 
out the  country,  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Marquess  would  recollect  the  sentiments 
he  had  uttered  that  night,  and  discuss 
the  subject  not  as  it  related  to  one  class 
only,  but  to  the  whole  country.  With 
regard  to  the  frauds  in  the  averages,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would  take 
care  to  provide  some  legislative  remedy 
for  those  evils ;  whether  the  law  remained 
as  it  was,  or  whether  a  fixed  duty  was  to 
be  substituted  for  it;  for  he  understood 
that  the  fixed  duty  was  to  depend  in  some 
degree  on  the  avcrages^that  there  was 
to  be  a  sort  of  a  sliding  scale ;  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  take  care 
not  to  leave  a  door  open  to  the  same 
frauds  in  his  system  as  he  had  complained 
of  in  the  present  one.  He  had  been  in 
office  under  the  former  system,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord,  that  there 
had  been  no  want  of  frauds  under  that. 
Enormous  fortunes  had  been  made  under 
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that  system,  and  great  frauds  had  been 
committed,  and  he  was  afraid  that  frauds 
would  be  practised  under  every  system ; 
but  he  had   never  heard  of  any  frauds 
under  the  existing  system  except  those 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Marquess.      One 
argument  against  the  present  system  was, 
the  great  fluctuation  in   price  which  ic 
occasioned  ;  but  he  could  prove,  that  the 
fluctuations  in  price  which  it  occasioned 
were  not  so  great  as  in  many  parts  of  the 
world.    The  fluctuations  had  been  greater 
in  Holland  than  in  this  country,  and  in 
that  country  there  was  no  duty.    He  held 
in  his  hand  a  return  of  the  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  corn  from  1829  to  1838  in 
different  places  in  Europe.     In  England 
the  fluctuation  had  been  3l5. ;  at  Odessa* 
and   Memel  558,;   at  Dantzic  54^.;    at 
Amsterdam  48s. ;  and  at  Rotterdam  26s» 
Now  the  difference  of  price  between  Am- 
sterdam and  Rotterdam  could  be  account- 
ed for  by  the  fact  that  Amsterdam  was 
situated  in  a  thickly-populated  district, 
where   there   was  a  great  demand,  and 
Rotterdam   is  a  district  not  so  densely 
populated,      Now  in  this  country  there 
was  a  greater  demand  for  grain  than  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world ;  the  people 
would  have  the  best  grain  for  food,  and 
considering  the  consumption  of  the  coun- 
try, he  was  prepared  to  contend  that  the 
fluctuation  was  not  so  great  as  it  was  in 
other  countries,  and  that  ground  for  alter- 
ation failed  entirely.  He  thought  the  sub- 
ject ought  to  be  brought  on  for  general 
discussion  either  in  a  committee  of  the 
whole  House  or  on  the  second  Reading  of 
a  bill,  and  he  trusted  the  noble  Marquess 
would  prevail  upon  his  noble  Friends  to 
abstain   from    those    exciting  topics,  in 
which  they  were  apt  to  indulge  on  the 
presentation  of  petitions.     Allusion  had 
been  made  to  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend,  relative  to  the  increase  in 
the  imports  on  cotton.     It  had  been  said 
but  small  profits  were  made  upon   the 
manufacture  of  this  immense  quantity  of 
produce,   but  that  appeared  to   him  to 
have   no  connection  with    the   question 
of  the  Corn-laws.     The  fact  was,  the 
improvements  in  the  machinery,  and  the 
introduction   of  steam  had  enabled   the 
manufacturers  to  manufacture  with  very 
little  cost.    They  did  not  make  the  profit 
now  they  did  fifty  years  ago ;    but  they 
still  made  profits,  although  those  were  di- 
minished by  competition — not  by  compe- 
tition with  the  foreigner,  but  by  competi- 
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tion  at  home.  Other  manufacturert»  who 
were  aware  that  profits  were  to  be  made, 
although  not  bo  large  as  formerly,  entered 
the  field,  built  new  manufactories,  estalK 
lisbed  machinery,  and  thus  introduced 
fresh  competition.  He  believed  that  the 
lower  class  of  manufacturers  were  suffer, 
ing  distress,  and  that  their  condition  was 
well  worthy  the  attention  of  ParliamenL 
The  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  Birming- 
ham ;  now  from  the  official  returns,  which 
showed  an  increase  in  the  exports  of  hard- 
ware, he  should  consider  that  Birming- 
ham, Sheffield,  and  other  places  interested 
in  that  trade  were  in  a  state  of  prosperity, 
and  looking  to  the  declared  as  well  as  the 
official  value  of  exports  generally,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  manufacturers  had 
not  yet  reached  such  a  state  of  depres. 
aion  as  had  been  attempted  to  be  repre- 
sented. 

Earl  FitzmlliaM  considered  that  the 
most  valuable  part  of  the  very  valuable 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke  was  that  in 
which  he  recommended  that  the  House 
sbowld  seriously  consider  the  subject  of 
the  Corn-laws,  either  in  Committee  or 
otherwise.  Now  he  (Earl  Fitzwilliam) 
had  three  times  endeavoured  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  adopt  aoch  a  coorae, 
but  wiihoui  efiect.  With  respect  to  the 
lean  oxen  in  France,  it  should  be  recol- 
lected tliat  not  only  did  the  protection  of 
the  lean  ox  prevent  the  introduction  of  the 
fat  ox  into  France,  but  it  also  prevented 
the  introduction  of  French  manufactures 
into  Germany ;  and  that  was  his  great  ob* 
jection  to  the  Corn-laws,  and  to  all  prohi- 
bitory laws,  that  they  interrupted  the  com- 
merce between  different  countries.  With 
regard  to  the  table  quoted  by  the  noble 
Duke  it  was  a  table  of  medium  prices,  not 
of  averages,  for  it  was  made  out  by  the 
Consuls  without  any  regard  whatever  to 
quantity.  He  thought  the  fixed  duty  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  would  give  to 
the  English  agriculturist  that  to  which  he 
was  fairly  entitled,  a  preference  over  the 
foreigner  in  the  English  market,  and  would 
more  than  compensate  him  for  all  those 
burdens  in  the  shape  of  local  taxation, 
which  were  represented  as  preaaing  sohea* 
vily  on  the  land,  although  he  for  one  did 
not  think  the  landowner  was  more  bur* 
dened  than  any  of  the  other  claaaea.  He 
believed  that  tlie  sliding  scale,  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  offered  a  very  great  temp- 
tation to  fraud.  The  noble  ^rl  conclu- 
ded by  presenting  upwards  of  one  huodfed 
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petitiona  in  favour  of  an  alteratioa  in  the 
Corn-laws. 

Petitions  laid  od  the  Table* 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  25,  184i« 

MfifOTBS.]  Bilk.  Read  •  lint  timet— Seliodl  Sifea; 
Dninafe  ot  Townts  AmeamA  Taxet  CompaMiBi  Pil- 
?oloiu  8ulti.^n«d  a  atoond  tine  t— MitttUi  B^lote 
Suqwnsion.— Reed  «  third  timet^fintaib  <SootluMl)s 
Victoria  Pirk. 

PetiUom  praeBtcd.  By  Mr.  PhnpCiit.  Mr.  W.  FMn» 
Colonel  LAwther*  and  other  hon.  Mcmhen*  ftom  varioua 
plaoef ,  asaioit  Alteiatiou  of  the  Ooro-IainL— By  Sir  De 
Laey  BTaot»  Mr.  W.  Evana»  Mr.  Iftthaiiei  and  elkar  hen. 
Menten,  flram  Wlflan*  Hacknay*  and  vaiioiie  otli« 
plaeci,  fbr  Repeal  of  the  Com-lawi. — By  Mr.  Greig,  fttaa 
Ineorporatkns  of  Perth,  to  anction  the  flnanrtal 
•vrci  prapeaad  by  her  Ht^ftt^  Mhrtrtm.  #»  i 
tioD  ki  the  Snotch  aoyal  Bwsh  MwHdpal  Bttit 
the  Aaodate  Congrogatioo  of  Original  Seoedcn  in  Pertht 
fbr  the  AboHtkm  of  Church  Patrooage  in  Seotlndw— By 
Mr.  Hnme,  Mr.  RodffH,  Mr.  Ot^omell,  anA  Mr.  T.  Vmh 
oombe,  ftan  Tonhrldee,  Stoekport,  Newport^  Malwni* 
Chorley,  and  an  immense  number  of  other  plaees,  fiar  the 
Rdcaae  of  all  perwna  eonSwed  fat  PoHtieal 


Political  Offendbrs.}  Mr.  7\  l>iui» 
oombe  said,  as  the  principal  objeel  sought 
by  the  numerous  petitions  he  had  to  pre- 
sent would  be  fully  detailed  in  his  address 
on  the  motion  on  the  paper,  he  thought  be 
would  best  eonsuli  the  feeling  o?  the 
House  by  merely  asking  the  House  to  re- 
ceive the  petitions,  and  stating  the  num« 
bers  by  which  they  were  signed.  The 
large  petition  was  signed  by  rather  BMnn 
than  1,300,000  of  the  indostrioos  elasaea. 
The  others  were  signed  by--«*fW>m  Man* 
chesUr,  9,997 ;  Newport,  5,300;  Cbor* 
ley,  Stockton,  Coagleton,  Oatehouse^ 
Cardiff,  Holt,  Montroae,  NewcaAte,  Dull- 
lin,  Norfolk,  Chester,  Derby,  Ripon, 
Northampton,  and  twenty-three  plaoea  as 
the  neighbourhood  of  London.  Tbeae 
were  signed  by  48,884,  making,  in  all,  the 
signatures  1 ,348,848.  The  first  prayw  of 
ilwse  petitioos  was  this  :-- 

*'  Yoor  petitioners  therefore  pray,  thtt  your 
hon.  House  will  pemit  a  bnmble  address  lo 
her  Majesty,  praying  tkak  she  iMty  be  gf^ 
ciously  pleasea  to  give  immediate  diraclioas 
for  the  liberation  of  all  prisoners  now  confined 
in  the  several  gaols  of  Great  Britain  for  politic 
cal  offences.*' 

The  second  prayer  was  : — 

**  That  your  hon.  House  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  present  another  humble  address, 
praying  that  her  Majesty  will  be  graciously 
pleaserl  to  grant  a  free  pardon  to  J.  Frost, 
Z.  Williams,  and  W.  Jones,  now  suffering  the 
penalties  of  expat riation  in  a  penal  settle- 
nseot." 
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Tb0  third  prayer  wi9»  thai  this  House, 
btfing  done  these  things,  would  adopt  the 
pi inoiple  of  the  Charter, 

Ckrfonel  Sibikarp  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  but  fair  and  satisfactory  to  that 
House  and  to  the  country,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  presented  these  peti- 
tions should  allow  the  prayer  of  the  peti« 
tion  to  be  read  to  the  House.  He  would, 
therefore  move  that  that  be  done. 

The  Clerk  read  the  prayer  of  the  peti«* 
tioD, 

Colonel  Sibihorp  said,  he  was  entitled 
to  ask  why  the  prayer  was  not  anneied  to 
the  petition,  which  was  the  usual  mode, 
instead  of  having  the  prayer  separate  and 
distinct,  as  in  the  present  instance, 

Mr«  T.  ^ncnmbe  said,  that  if  the  hon* 
and  gallant  Member  would  take  the  trou* 
bla  of  unrolling  the  petition,  he  would 
find,  that  ibo  prayer  which  had  been  read 
was  a  fac-simile  of  that  attached  to  the 

Sftition.  The  petition  which  he  (Mr.  T, 
nneombe)  now  presented  came  from  the 
fsoMile  operatives  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Wales. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  it  was  the  larger 
petition  of  which  ihe  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  wished  to  hear  the  prayer  read. 

Colonel  ;Si&lAorp ;   Certainly. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  said,  that  he  understood 
Ibo  bon.  Member  for  Ptnsbury  (Mr,  T. 
PnoQombe)  bad  atated,  that  the  prayer  of 
the  ipeiJthMi  which  he  held  in  his  liand 
wne  identical  with  that  attached  to  ihe 
largo  petition  on  the  Table,  and  there  was, 
iherefere,  an  opportunity  of  learning  its 
snbstanoe;  there  would  be,  moreover, 
greni  difficulty  in  unrolling  the  latter  pe* 
IHiofi  on  account  of  its  great  sise.  Under 
Iboae  eifoumatanees,  he  trusted  bis  lion. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  withdraw  his 

BSOtiOtt* 

Cokmel  iSiilAerp  said,  he  had  not  the 
least  wish  to  throw  any  obstruction  in 
Iho  way  of  the  reception  of  the  peti- 
tion. Off  the  contrerv,  he  vras  always 
nmbas  that  the  petitions  of  all  classes 
of  the  people  should  be  duly  considered 
by  that  House,  He  wished  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  to  be  read,  because  it  was 
important ;  but  after  what  had  been  said, 
be  would  do  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  sug- 
gested, and  would  give  the  House  no  far- 
ther trouble  on  the  subject. 

Lord  7,  Russell  wd^  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  suggested  the  best  course  to 
be  pursued^  and  be  was  glad  the  hon.  and 
gallont  Member  bad  acceded  to  il.    It 


was  impossible  not  to  see,  that  the  hon* 
and  gallant  Member,  besides  wishing  to 
hear  the  prayer  of  the  petition^  wished 
also  to  make  a  jest  of  it. 

Colonel  SibinQrp  sakl,  that  he  treated 
the  noble  Lord's  admonition  as  he  did  the 
whole  of  his  publio  conduct,  with  the  most 
utter  contempt. 

Sir  R.  Jnglis  had  reason  to  believe,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  aban- 
doned the  intention  of  pressing  for  the 
reading  of  the  prayer  of  the  petition  before 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (the  Member  for 
Tamworth)  spoke.  It  certainly  was  ir** 
regular  not  to  have  the  prayer  of  a  peti- 
tion exactly  stated,  and  any  Member  of 
the  House  might  require  that  to  be  done 
without  intending  to  cast  the  slightest 
reflection  on  those  who  had  signed  it,  or 
meaning  to  interpose  the  least  impediment 
in  the  wav  of  its  reoeption» 

Colonel  7.  Wood  said,  that  whatever 
might  have  been  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln,  it  was 
(|uite  evident,  that  the  presentation  of 
such  a  petition  afforded  no  subject  of 
merriment  to  Ministers. 

Petitions  received. 

Mr.  T.  Duncomke  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Colonel  had  disavowed  the 
intention  of  treating  the  petition  with  ridi-* 
cule;  but  if  the  gallaBt  Colonel  had  not 
done  so,  he  would  have  said  that  he  never 
saw  a  better  imitation  of  an  attempt  to 
turn  the  petitions  of  the  people  into  ridi- 
cule, and  treat  tlmm  with  contempt* 
Whatever  might  be  the  fate  of  the  motion 
with  which  he  intended  to  conclude,  he 
thought  it  would  be  admitted,  that  it 
would  ill  become  him  to  present  peti* 
tions  signed  by  between  1,300,000  and 
1,400,000  of  the  industrious  classes,  and 
to  leave  their  allegations  undiscussed  and 
unheeded  by  those  who  called  themselves 
the  representatives  of  the  people.  For 
that  reason,  therefore,  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  many,  but  not 
the  whole  of  the  contents  of  the  petitions. 
He  was  well  aware,  he  should  be  told 
that  he  was,  on  this  occasion,  trenching 
on  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  but 
there  were  oases  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  taken  upon  Itself  to  advise 
the  Crown  as  to  the  exercise  of  its  pre- 
rogative. He  could  quote  precedents  on 
that  point.  He  might  remind  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that 
in  1820  he  moved  an  address  to  the  Crown 
for  the  liberation  of  Sir  Maoasaah  Lopez, 
2B2 
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who  was  then  undergoing  confinement 
pursuant  to  a  sentence  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench^  for  Bribery  and  corruption. 
On  that  occasion  Mr.  Wynn,  who  had 
always  been  considered  a  high  authority, 
distinctly  maintained,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  a  right  to  advise  the 
Crown  respecting  the  exercise  of  its  pre- 
rogative. That  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  : — 

**  He  felt,  that  it  was  extremely  unpleasant  to 
oppose  a  motion  of  this  description,  and  to 
endeavour  to  thwart  the  disposition  of  lenity 
which  the  House  might  feel  towards  any  par- 
ticular offender.  Every  Gentleman  roust  wish 
to  show  mercy  and  forbearance,,  as  far  as  jus- 
tice would  permit ;  but  the  case  in  point  was 
not  one  in  which  consistently  with  their  duty, 
with  the  forms  of  Parliament,  and  with  pro- 
priety they  could  interfere.  Cases  might  ex- 
ist, in  which  the  House  might  in  justice  be 
called  on  to  advise  the  Crown  to  interpose, 
and  to  exercise  its  prerogative  of  mercy,  in  the 
same  way  as  they  might  offer  advice  with  re- 
spect to  any  other  prerogative ;  for  the  House 
bad  a  right  to  advise  the  Crown  on  matters 
connected  with  all  its  prerogatives."* 

That  was  the  opinion  given  by  Mr* 
^ynn,  and  although  Lord  Castlereagh 
and  Mr.  Canning  opposed  the  motion  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  the  expression 
of  feeling  was  so  strong  in  favour  of  Sir 
M.  Lopez,  that  notwithstanding  the  noble 
Lord  withdrew  his  motion,  the  prisoner 
was  soon  after  set  at  liberty,  after  he  had 
undergone  confinement  for  eight  months 
out  of  two  years  to  which  he  had  been 
sentenced.  If  the  Government  of  that 
day  showed  indulgence  to  Sir  M.  Lopez, 
who  was  convicted  of  what  must  be 
considered  a  great  crime,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  present  day  ought  not  to  be 
less  merciful  towards  the  persons  to 
whom  his  motion  referred.  His  motion  was 
confined  to  personswho  were  imprisoned  for 
political  offences  in  England  and  Wales. 
The  prayers  of  the  petitions  went  farther, 
but  he  stopped  at  that  point.  When  he 
was  applied  to  by  the  persons  who  wished 
him  to  bring  the  subject  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  he  stated  to  them, 
that  if  he  were  to  miif  up  the  case  of  the 
political  offenders  with  that  of  Frost,  Wil- 
liams, and  Jones,  and  the  Charter,  it 
would  greatly  prejudice  the  former.  He 
reminded  them,  that  last  Session,  when  an 
hon.  Member  moved,  that  a  pardon  should 
be  granted  to  Frost,  Williams^  and  Jones, 

*  Hansard,  vol.  ii.,  new  series,  p.  369. 


the  motion  was  negatived  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, only  five  Members,  indeed,  having 
voted  for  it.  He,  therefore,  told  them, 
that  it  was  of  no  use  to  make  a  proposal 
of  that  kind.  As  to  proposing  the  Charter 
to  that  House,  he  told  them,  that  he  him- 
self had  made  motions  of  the  mildest  pos< 
sible  kind  with  regard  to  the  franchise-^ 
all  of  which  had  been  negatived  by  large 
majorities ;  he  wished  he  could  say,  that 
motions  for  the  disfranchisement  of  elec- 
tors had  been  rejected  by  majorities  as 
large,  but  they  unfortunately  had  not. 
In  the  observations  he  had  to  make,  he 
should  confine  himself  to  the  case  of  the 
home  prisoners  ;  and  upon  that  case  he 
hoped  the  discussion  would  be  taken. 
Many  of  the  individuals  now  confined  had 
suffered  for  more  than  twelve  months  the 
most  rigorous  treatment,  and  the  petition 
ers,  in  contrasting  the  treatment  those 
persons  had  received,  with  that  of  others, 
said,  that  when  a  Chartist  was  found 
guilty  of  attending  an  illegal  meeting, 
there  was  no  hope*or  chance  for  escape. 
They  stated  they  had  seen  a  Peer  of  the 
realm  acquitted,  and,  as  they  acknow- 
ledged, justly  acquitted,  by  a  jury  of  his 
peers,  of  a  charge  of  felony,  because  the 
charge  was  so  loosely  brought,  that  it 
could  not  be  sustained.  One  of  the  peti- 
tions complained  of  the  sentences  passed 
upon  some  of  the  Chartists  contrasted 
with  that  passed  upon  Lord  Waldegrave 
and  Captam  Duff*.  And  here  he  begged 
to  observe,  that  the  fact  of  the  name  of 
Captain  Duff  being  mentioned  in  the  pe- 
tition, appeared  to  have  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  friends  and  relatives  of 
that  gentleman,  and  within  an  hour  he 
had  received  a  memorandum  from  Captain 
Duff's  connections,  the  contents  of  which 
he  begged  leave  to  read  to  the  House : — 

"May  25,  1841. 
''Mr.  William  DuflTwas  on  the  3rd  of  this 
month  sentenced  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  to  six  months'  inoprisonmentand  a  fine 
of  20/.,  for  the  alleged  oflrence  of  being  a  ptrty 
to  a  brutal  assault  upon  a  policeman  at  Twick- 
enham. His  entire  innocence  of  ihe  grave 
part  of  the  oflence  is  now  well  known,  but  that 
innocence  was  not  made  manifest  al  bis  trial, 
from  his  unwillingness  to  expose  others  to 
punishment.  Mr.  Duff  fully  admits  having 
been  present  in  the  first  part  of  the  disturb- 
ance ;  he  admits  having  assisted  Lord  Walde- 
grave when  seized  by  the  collar  by  a  police- 
man ;  but  no  violence  of  any  kind  was  used 
on  this  occasion,  either  by  him  or  any  otberof 
the  party ;  and  who  can  doubt,  that  had  (he  mat- 
ter ended   here,  no  legal  proceedings  would 
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ever  have  taken  place  ?  In  the  second  dis- 
lurbance,  Mr.  Duff  took  no  part  whatever. 
After  the  occurrence  above  detailed,  he  sepa- 
rated from  the  party,  leaving  them  in  Twicken- 
ham^  and  proceeded  on  foot,  accompanied  by 
a  gentleman,  whose  name  it  is  not  necessary 
to  mention,  towards  Strawberry  hill.  He  was 
not  aware,  until  overtaken  by  the  rest  of  the 
party  tu  the  fly>  a  mile  from  the  place  where 
the  assault  was  committed,  that  any  further 
collision  had  taken  place  with  the  police ;  it 
was  on  this  occasion  that  the  policeman  was 
hurt|  and  two  gentlemen  who  have  hitherto 
escaped  even  suspicion  of  the  offence  were  the 
active  parties  iu  the  assault.  All  the  circum- 
stances above  detailed  can  be  distinctly 
proved,  and  are  undergoing  investigation  in 
the  proper  quarter." 

Reverting  now  to  (he  subject  of  his 
motion,  he  had  to  state  to  the  House,  that 
subsequent  to  the  1st  of  January,  1839, 
there  were  444  persons  convicted  of  poli- 
tical ofienceSy  398  of  whom  bad  since 
been  released^and  one  had  died  soon  after 
his  incarceration.  At  the  present  time, 
there  were  33  remaining  under  punish- 
ment. What  had  given  an  impetus  to  the 
feeling  of  anxiety  on  behalf  of  those  pri- 
soners was,  that  those  398  persons  who 
had  been  emancipated  from  prison,  either 
by  the  expiration  of  their  sentences  or  by 
the  clemency  of  the  Home  OfHce,  had 
stated  to  their  friends  the  indignities  and 
cruelties  they  had  suffered  when  in  con- 
finement, it  was  natural,  that  those  per- 
sons should  make  a  great  and  determined 
effort  to  save  their  friends  who  remained 
in  prison  from  a  continuance  of  the  same 
treatment  themselves  had  experienced. 
What  had  been  the  treatment,  that  some 
of  those  who  had  been  liberated  had  un- 
dergone? Some  of  them  had  been  re- 
leased in  consequence  chiefly  of  bad 
health,  but  he  would  ask  whether  it  was 
right  that  political  offenders  merely  should 
be  kept  in  prison,  to  the  deterioration  of 
their  constitutions  ?  He  would  read  to 
the  House  a  letter  he  had  received  from  a 
maD  of  the  name  of  Hoey,  descriptive  of 
the  treatment  he  had  received  when  con- 
fined in  Wakefield  Gaol  :— 

*'  Bamtley,  May  20. 

**  Sir — I  beg  to  inform  you,  that  I  am  one 
of  those  individuals  who  have  been  liberated 
ffirom  Wakefield  twelve  months  before  the  time 
which  was  two  years.  My  release  took  place 
owing  to  an  ulcer  on  my  leg,  brought  on  by 
cruel  discipline  and  bad  diet,  and  I  am  com- 
pelled to  say,  much  to  my  sorrow,  that  I  am 
an  invalid  the  remaining  part  of  my  life ;  I 
never  had  ao  hour's  ill  health  before.    Our 


discipline  runs  thus.    In  the  summer  season 
we  had  to  rise  at  half-past  live  in  the  morning, 
go  out  into  an  open  yard,  there  wash  ourselves 
in  a  bucket  of  water,  which  was  to  serve  per- 
haps fiAy  individuals,  so  you  may  judge  what 
cleanliness  there  was  for  the  last  dabbler; 
towels,  iu  like  manner,  which  after  the  second 
or  third  individual  using,  was  of  no  further  use 
for  comfort ;  breakfast  was  then  served   up, 
consisting  of  a  quart  of  thin  gruel,  and  half  a 
pound  of  bread ;  dinner  the  same,  supper  the 
same,  excepting  that  they  limited  the  gruel  to 
one  pint  at  supper :  Sundays  and  Wednesdays 
we  got  five  ounces  of  beef,  and  half  a  pound 
of  potatoes,  and  one  pint  of  broth  on  Mondays 
and  Thursdays.    This  was  onr  diet.    We  had 
to  work  in  the  summer  from  six  in  the  morn- 
ing to  six  in  the  afternoon,  under  the  silent 
system,  treated  with  as  much  contumely  as  if 
we  were  common  felons  ;  and  one  grievance  I 
have  most  particularly  to  complain  of,  that  is, 
we  could  not  answer  to  the  necessities  of  na« 
ture  without  permission  from  the  superintend- 
ing officer ;  the  mode  of  asking  was  by  signal, 
that  is,  by  putting  on  your  cap  in  the  summer, 
and  taking  it  off  in  winter.    I  have  sat  in  the 
utmost  torment  for  three  quarters  of  an  hour, 
before  I  dare  leave  the  place{;  for  the  least 
violation  of  the  rules  would  deprive  me  of  my 
miserable  supper,  and  if  repeated,  send  me  to 
a  solitary  place  of  coufinement.     In  the  win* 
ter,  we  had  to  rise  at  half-past  six,  perform 
the  same  ablution  in  filthy  water,  and  to  work 
during  the  inclemency  of  the  weather,  frost  or 
snow,  sleet  or  rain,  without  any  fire  to  comfort 
us  in  the  room  where  we  worked.    This  is  but 
a  very  brief  outline  of  the  hardships  we  en- 
dured. 

'*  I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

'*  Your  obedient  servant, 

"  Peteb.  IIoey. 

«  T.  S.  Duncombe,  Esq.,  M.P." 

He  would  now  read  to  the  House  a 
communication  he  had  received  from  a  per- 
son named  Smith,  who  had  been  a  pri- 
soner for  sedition  :— 

'<  Charki  Street,  Oxford  Road,  Manchetter, 

«  JUiiy  21, 1841. 

'*  Sir — I  am  requested  to  send  you  an  ac- 
count of  my  sufferings,  which  occurred  during 
my  sad  imprisonment  for  sedition.  I  am  at 
this  moment  in  the  height  of  agony,  being  af- 
flicted with  pain  in  my  limbs.  It  is,  therefore, 
next  to  impossible  for  me  to  give  a  detailed 
account  at  this  time.  However,  I  will  attend 
to  this  matter  as  soon  as  I  am  able.  I  hope. 
Sir,  this  will  suffice  at  present,  when  I  inform 
you  that  during  the  term  of  my  imprisonment, 
the  surgeon  of  the  prison  prescribed  for  me, 
which  I  took,  twenty-three  bottles  of  medicine 
besides  pills  and  powders.  I  had  also  one 
blister  on  my  neck,  eight  plasters  on  the  srtiall 
of  my  back,  four  on  my  knees,  one  on  my  breast. 
My  sentence  was  eighteen  months'  confine- 
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ment  in  Preston  House  of  Correction,  after 
which  I  was  doomed  to  find  bail  to  the  merci- 
ful amount  of  700/.  Remember^  Sir,  this  sen- 
tence was  passed  upon  one  who  had  been 
made  a  cripple  in  the  cotton  factories ;  yes, 
one  who  had  been  carried  to  the  mill  some 
hundreds  of  timeS|  when  unable  to  walk. 
Please,  Sir,  excuse  me  in  saying  no  more  at 
this  time,  as  I  am  sorely  in  pain.  Perhaps, 
you  will  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  this. 

'*  I  am  your  most  obedient  servant, 

^*  Georob  II Elf  by  Smith. 

*•  To  T.  S.  Duncombe,  Esq.,  M.P." 

Bail,  it  appeared,  had  been  required  io 
the  caw  be  had  jasi  read,  to  ihe  amount 
of  700i.  Was  ii  putstble,  thai  aucb  an 
amount  of  bail  could  have  been  required 
of  a  poor  working  man?  Why,  more 
would  scarcely  have  been  asked  in  the 
case  of  Sir  Francis  Burdett,or  Mr.  Uunt« 
or  persons  in  that  class,  who  had  hereto- 
fore been  confined  for  political  ofiences. 
The  next  case  to  which  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  one  in  which 
a  man  had  died  in  prison,  and  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  Clayton,  who  died  In  prison,  complained 
once  of  a  pain  in  his  back,  and  stated,  that  he 
considered  it  was  occasioned  bv  the  hard  la- 
bour of  the  mill.  He  attempted  to  say  some- 
thing further  to  induce  the  visiting  surgeon  to 
remove  him,  when  the  governor's  son^  who 
was  the  superintendent  of  the  prison,  would 
not  allow  him  to  proceed,  lie  had  been  io 
solitary  confinement  on  a  cliaige  of  violating 
the  silent  system.  He  died  about  six  weeks 
after  his  complaining.  He  pleaded  gailiv  in 
consequence  of  a  promise  held  out  to  him, 
that  he  would  be  let  out  on  his  recognisances, 
but  was  afterwards  sentenced  to  two  years' 
imprisonment  with  haid  labour/' 

There  was  alto  the  case  of  a  person 
named  Lovell,  now  confined  in  the  Peni- 
tentiary at  Millbank,  who  stated  he  had 
been  misled  by  the  Chartist  leaders.  A 
petition  in  favour  of  that  person  had  been 
got  up  by  both  the  late  and  present  mayors 
of  Newport,  and  the  most  respectable  mer- 
chants and  bankers,  to  Lord  (Normsnby. 
Lovell  had  been  sentenced,  with  four 
others,  to  transportation  for  life ;  but  the 
sentence  was  commuted  to  five  years'  tmpri* 
sonment  in  the  .Penitentiary.  Two  of  the 
prisoners,  John  Rees  and  Richard  Ben- 
field,  who  were  sentenced  with  him  to 
transportation,  had  since  returned  to  their 
homes.  Lovell's  sentence  commenced  in 
December,  1839,  and  he  had  consequently 
three  years  and  seven  months  to  serve. 
He  had  always  borne  an  excellent  charao*  | 


ter  for  honesty,  sobriety,  and  industry, 
was  of  a  quiet  and  peaceable  disposition, 
but,  being  misled  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Chartists,  he  formed  one  of  the  mob 
that  assailed  the  Westgate.  Those  per* 
sons  who  siened  the  petition  for  his  re* 
lease,  said,  that  at  the  Special  Commiasloii 
held  at  Monmouth,  Lovell,  acting  under 
the  advice  of  William  Poster  Geach, 
pleaded  guilty ;  Geach  assuring  him,  that 
if  be  did  so,  he  would  be  sentenced  to 
nine  months'  imprisonment  only*  Lovell 
was  nevertheless  sentenced  to  transporla* 
tion  for  life,  and  the  sentence  was  after* 
wards  commuted  to  five  years'  impri8on« 
ment  in  the  Penitentiary.  Now,  at  the 
Penitentiary  the  silent  system  under  which 
Lovell  had  been  placed,  was  moat  horri- 
ble, and  he  was  treated  with  all  the 
rigour  that  the  rules  of  tliat  prison 
admitted.  From  all  he  had  heard,  he 
was  disposed  to  think,  that  the  hardships 
that  had  been  complained  of,  were  con* 
fined  to  the  different  houses  of  correction. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  person 
confined  in  Lancaster  Castle,  which  stated 
the  conduct  of  the  governor  to  be  roost 
humane  and  gentlemanly.  Now,  the 
question  was.  whether  such  treatnsent  was 
to  be  inflicted  upon  persons  confined  for 
political  offences.  Not  only  were  they 
treated  like  felons,  but  they  were  actually 
treated  worse  than  felons.  He  found| 
that  for  the  most  part,  the  sentences  oo 
the  RKMt  atrocious  cases  of  felony,  such 
as  horse  stealing — except  when  they 
amounted  to  transportation — were  limited 
to  one  year,  whereas  the  term  for  which 
politioal  offenders  were  oonfined,  varied 
from  one  to  five  years.  When  felons  ?rere 
released  at  the  expiration  of  their  time, 
they  were  not  askeo  to  enter  into  suraties 
to  keep  the  peace,  but  the  political  prison- 
ers were  called  upon  to  find  heavy  recog- 
nisances. Was  that  fair?  He  said,  it 
was  a  difference  that  ought  not  to  exist* 
What  object  was  to  be  gained  by  keeping 
these  men  in  prison  ?  To  make  punish* 
ment  eff*ective  public  opinion  must  go 
hand  in  hand  with  it,  and  he  would  main* 
tain  that  public  opinion  was  against  the 
continued  imprisonment  of  thesa  indivl* 
duals.  After  all,  a  seditious  libel  was  but 
a  matter  of  opinion,  and  these  prisoners 
would  come  out  of  confinement,  without  a 
moral  stain  upon  them.  On  the  contraryt 
the  mass  of  persons  who  had  signed  the 
petitition  he  had  had  the  honour  to  Die* 
sent  to  tha  House  that  evtningi  wo«U  if« 
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oeive  Ihem  m  martyrs.  Of  what  ute 
wotiM  it  be  to  keep  them  in  prison  ?  Was 
it  thought  they  had  not  received  punish- 
ment enough  ?  If  any  hon.  Members 
thought  io^  let  them  state  ao  boldly.  But 
tbey  knew  nothing  of  human  nature  if 
tlMy  thought  by  persecution  to  put  down 
pvblic  opinion.  The  petitioners  would 
be  satisfied  to  leave  iheir  case  in  the  hands 
of  the  House  if  tbey  could  see  the  ays- 
lem  of  olaaa  legislation  done  away  with. 
Perhaps,  that  was  the  last  opportunity 
which  the  House  would  have  of  receiving 
a  petitmn  signed  by  so  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  their  fellow-countrymen,  and 
it  was  for  the  House  to  say  how  far  Ihey 
would  meet  their  wishes,  and  comply  wiih 
their  prayers.  He  had  discharged  bis 
duty  in  stating  the  prayer  of  that  petition, 
to  the  House,  and  he  trusted  he  had  done 
so  without  ^ving  oflTence  to  any  one,  and 
without  prejudicing  the  case  of  the  per- 
sons who  had  honouied  him  by  commit- 
ting it  to  his  charge.  He  left  the  petition 
in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  trusted, 
thai  the  vote  they  came  to,  would  give 
general  satbfaction  to  the  countless  thou« 
•ends  in  the  country  who  were  awaiting 
in  breathless  anxiety  the  result  of  their  de- 
lil)erations.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving, 

**That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  humbly  praying,  that  her  Majesty 
will  lie  graciously  pleased  to  take  into  her 
mercifol  consideration  the  case  of  all  persons 
cooined  in  England  and  Wales,  for  political 
eilences." 

Mr.  Fox  Manle  in  rising  to  address 
himself  to  the  subject,  which  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  was  one  by  no  means 
destitute  of  interest,  must  in  the  first 
place  allude  to  a  sentence  In  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  just  presented  relating  to  the 
levity  and  frivolity  with  which  the  peti- 
tion in  ftivour  of  the  national  charter  had 
been  received.  He  was  in  the  House  at 
the  time,  and  could  bear  testimony  that 
no  avrnptoms  of  levity  or  frivolity  had  been 
exhibited  on  that  remarkable  occasion 
when  a  petition,  perhaps  the  largest  ever 
pioaented  to  that  House,  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham in  a  manner  which  he  (Mr.  Fox 
Maule)  was  sure  had  won  for  that  hon. 
Oentlemaii  the  respect  of  all  parties  in 
that  House,  even  of  those  who  most 
^Hered  firom  the  hon.  Member  in  political 
opiafcHi.  And  he  was  sure  that  there  was 
M  wirii  on  the  part  of  any  one  in  tha 


House  to  receive  the  present  petition  with 
anything  like  levity  or  frivolity.  It  was 
a  petition  from  a  vast  body  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  a  body  of  whom  he  would  say, 
that  whatever  the  faults  that  might  have 
led  to  the  situation  in  which  some  of 
them  were  then  placed,  had  during  the 
last  month  at  least  conducted  themselves 
in  a  manner  to  secure  for  them  the  res- 
pect of  their  countrymen  at  large,  and 
even  of  those  who  thought  that  the  de«- 
mands  they  made  lor  political  privilegea 
were  somewhat  exaggerated,  and  ought 
not  to  be  conceded.  With  regard  to  the 
precedent  quoted  by  his  hon.  Friend,  of 
the  House  interfering  to  address  the 
Crown  for  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative, 
he  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  thought  the  case  was 
not  one  in  point,  and  he  believed  that 
the  address  was  not  made  in  that  instance 
until  after  a  much  longer  period  than  that 
mentioned  by  his  hon.  Friend,  namely, 
eight  months.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
right  of  that  House  to  address  the  Grown 
for  the  exercise  of  its  prerogative  i  he 
fully  admitted  the  right  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  people  to  address  the  Crown 
upon  any  subject  they  thought  proper; 
but  he  much  questioned,  in  the  exercise 
of  that  privilege,  the  expediency  of  that 
House^interfering  too  frequently,  or,  except 
under  most  urgent  circumstances,  by  an 
address  to  the  Crown.  The  exercise  of 
the  prerogative  was  established  as  an  in- 
herent right  in  the  Crown,  for  the  purpose 
of  being  extended  in  all  cases  where  it 
might  be  of  use  or  properly  applied,  and 
it  was  for  the  House  to  watch  that  prero* 
gative  that  it  might  not  be  exercised  for 
bad  or  selfish  purposes.  But  if  the  House 
were  too  frequently  to  take  upon  itself  to 
address  the  Crown  for  an  exercise  of  this 
prerogative,  he  feared  that  circumstances 
might  arise  when  parties  out  of  doors 
having  before  them  the  encouragement 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would  inter- 
fere to  mitigate  their  punishment,  might 
be  led  into  the  commission  of  ofiences, 
with  a  hope  set  before  them  that  perhaps 
might  not  be  realised.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  doubted  the  expediency 
of  taking  the  course  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  With  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
the  prisoners  who  had  been  convicted  of 
political  oflfences,  he  could  not  undertake 
to  follow  his  hon.  Friend  through  all  the 
details  into  which  he  had  entered,  and 
some  of  which  were  entirely  new;  bnt 
tbui  much  he  could  sayi  that  in  no  in* 
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stance  whatever  had  the  sentence  of  the 
law  been  inflicted  with  a  greater  degree  of 
severity  than  the  sentence  demanded,  or 
than  the  general  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  prison  in  which  the  prisoners  were 
confined  justified.  There  had  been  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  executive  Go- 
vernment, no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
juries,  or  of  the  magistrates,  to  inflict 
punishment  on  these  misguided  men  for 
the  sake  of  obtaining  revenge  for  the 
crimes  they  had  committed.  If  there  had 
been  any  interference  to  prevent  the  people 
of  England  from  meeting  to  discuss  their 
wants  and  grievances — a  right  he  trusted 
they  would  always  have-— then  there  might 
have  been  some  excuse  for  the  proceedings 
that  had  taken  place  in  1839  and  1840, 
and  which  had  led  to  the  events  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  complained.  But  no 
such  inclination  had  been  evinced,  and  it 
was  therefore  with  the  deepest  regret  that 
he  had  beheld  those  proceedings  gradually 
assuming  that  unconstitutional  appearance 
which  had  at  last  led  to  the  interference 
of  the  Government,  and  that  where  peace 
and  good  order  ought  to  have  prevailed, 
sedition  and  tumult  were  abroad.  To  meet 
those  difficulties,  the  Government  had 
asked  for  no  extraordinary  powers;  they 
simply  called  into  action  the  law  as  it 
stood,  and  they  found  that  law  sufficient 
for  the  purpose.  Juries  had  been  found 
to  do  their  duty  honestly,  impartially,  and 
fairly ;  and  he  must  say,  that  if  all  the  now 
existing  punishments  were  to  be  at  once 
swept  away,  it  would  by  no  means  be  an 
encouragement,  when  the  hour  of  difficulty 
might  again  come — but  which  he  sincerely 
hoped  would  never  be  the  case — to  juries 
io  courts  of  justice  to  fulfil  their  obliga- 
tions. He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  had 
treated  the  matter  somewhat  too  lightly. 
Some  of  the  ofiences  that  had  been  com- 
mitted might,  indeed,  be  called  political 
offences ;  but  it  seemed  impossible  to 
designate  such  crimes  as  high  treason,  or 
taking  up  arms  to  oppose  the  law,  merely 
by  that  term.  It  was  true,  they  were 
political  offences ;  but  when  io  this  coun- 
try so  mild  a  term  was  applied,  it  was 
presumed  that  something  less  in  magnitude 
ivas  meant  than  the  crimes  for  which 
those  persons  were  suffering  whose  release 
his  hon.  Friend  now  sought.  In  the  years 
1839  and  1840,  about  467  persons  were 
tried  for  offences  connected  with  Chartism, 
and  of  that  number  379  were  convicted. 
Of  the  persons  so  coavictedi  thirty-oiDe 


were  at  present  in  prison,  of  whose 
sentences  the  following  periods  remained 
to  be  undergone : — nine,  transportation 
for  life;  one,  transportation  for  ten  years; 
one,  imprisonment  for  two  years  and 
eleven  months ;  one,  imprisonment  for  two 
years  and  four  months  ;  three»  imprison- 
ment for  one  year  and  ten  months  (sen- 
tenced  to  seven  years^  transportation); 
five,  imprisonment  for  ten  months ;  twelve, 
imprisonment  for  nine  months ;  one,  ins* 
prisonment  for  six  months ;  two,  imprison- 
ment for  four  months ;  four,  imprisonment 
for  three  months—total,  thirty-nine.  The 
following  pardons,  commutations,  and 
remissions  had  been  granted  to  Chartist 
prisoners : — twelve  sentenced  to  death, 
commuted,  nine,  to  transportation  for  life, 
one,  to  ten  years,  and  two  to  one  year's 
imprisonment ;  eight  prisoners  received  a 
free  pardon ;  four  had  sureties  remitted ; 
four,  sureties  reduced ;  two,  hard  labour, 
remitted*;  four,  removed  to  gaols  where 
the  discipline  was  less  severe  than  at  those 
to  which  they  were  committed — total, 
thirty-four.  It  would  be  observed,  from 
the  foregoing  statements  that  not  one 
person  had  suffered  the  extreme  penalty 
of  the  law.  In  nine  of  the  most  atrooions 
cases,  the  parties  were  sentenced  to 
transportation  for  life,  and  one  for  ten 
years.  Whenever  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
vernment  could,  consistently  with  the  ends 
of  justice,  interfere  on  the  side  of  mercy, 
they  had  never  been  indisposed  so  to  do. 
He  might  mention  that  liberty  had  been 
offered  to  two  individuals  on  condition  of 
their  entering  into  their  own  recognizances 
but  they  preferred  remaining  their  time. 
With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners  alluding  to  Frost,  Williams 
and  Jones,  he  should  be  deceiving  the 
House,  his  constituents,  and  the  country, 
if  he  were  to  hold  out  any  hope  that  he 
could  be  a  party  to  a  free  pardon  being 
offered  to  those  three  individuals.  Instead 
of  addressing  the  House  of  Commoofb  and 
asking  it  to  pass  the  charter  without  any 
alteration,  he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  give  them  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing  the  merits  of  the  charter  by  pro- 
posing himself  to  bring  in  a  bill  embodying 
the  whole  of  the  different  objects  which 
the  charter  professed  to  have  in  view. 
That  was  the  only  way  in  which  these 
questions  could  be  properly  discassed. 
There  was  one  part  of  the  charter  for 
which  he  had  already  given  his  vote  in 

that  House ;  there  were  other  parte  of  \^ 
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to  which  he  coald  not  give  his  coDsent. 
But  the  only  proper  way  to  consider  them 
was  in  reference  to  each  other.  With  res- 
pect to  the  whole  question,  he  trusted  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  having 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it, 
and  having  awalcened  (if,  indeed,  it  were 
necessary  to  awaken)  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  state  of  the  individuals 
who  were  now  in  prison,  would  not  press 
his  motion  to  a  division  on  the  present 
occasion*  It  did  not  appear  that  his  hon. 
Friend  could,  by  so  doing,  in  anyway  im- 
prove the  position  in  which  he  had  placed 
Limself  by  his  calm  aad  moderate  state- 
ment in  uivour  of  the  parties  whose  cause 
he  had  undertaken.  With  respect  to  the 
complaint  which  his  hon.  ^  Friend  had 
made  as  to  the  disparity  of  punishment  in 
the  cases  of  some  of  the  humbler  class  of 
Chartist  offenders,  as  compared  with  the 
amount  of  punishment  inflicted  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Feargns  O'Connor,  Mr.  Bronterre 
O'Brien,  and  others,  who  had  greater 
means  at  their  command,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that 
different  sentences  were  passed  upon  dif- 
ferent individuals,  that  some  were  con- 
demned by  the  courts  in  which  they  were 
tried,  to  expiate  their  offences  by  simple 
imprisonment,  whilst  others  were  con- 
demned to  expiate  theirs  by  hard  labour. 
In  all  cases,  however,  a  considerable  power 
of  mitigation  (where  circumstances  should 
appear  to  demand  it)  was  vested  in  the 
visiting  justices.  He  would  not  touch 
upon  the  points  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  referred,  comparing  the  sentence  and 
punishment  of  Mr.  Plunkett  and  Captain 
Duff,  with  the  sentences  passed  upon  the 
Chartist  prisoners.  It  was  sufficient  for 
him  to  inform  the  House  that,  outrageous 
as  was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Plunkett,  he 
had  already  suffered  far  more  than  the 
penalty  of  simple  imprisonment,  for  twice 
daring  his  confinement  he  had  lost  the 
opportunity  of  promotion,  which  he  would 
certainly  have  obtained  had  he  been  at 
liberty.  With  respect  to  Captain  Duff, 
he  begged  to  state  that  that  Gentleman 
enjoyra  no  greater  relaxations  or  indul- 
gence at  the  present  moment  in  the 
Queen's  Bench,  than  was  accorded  to 
Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor,  as  long  as  he  was 
under  the  charge  of  the  marshall  of  that 
prison.  It  did  not  occur  to  him  that  there 
were  any  other  points  upon  which  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  address  the  House 
wpon  (ba(  ocoaiion.    He  would^  therefore 


conclude  by  saying,  that  although  he 
deeply  regretted  the  circumstances  in 
which  these  individuals  were  placed,  still, 
for  the  reasons  he  had  stated,  he  could  not 
consent  to  become  a  party  to  an  address 
to  the  Crown  on  their  behalf,  and  he 
trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
feel  it  necessary  to  press  the  motion. 

Mr.  O'Connell  declared  that,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  divided  the  House 
upon  the  motion,  he  should  certainly  vote 
with  him,  for  he  thought  the  speech  just 
made  by  the  Under-Secretary  furnished 
ample  materials  to  show  that  this  was  a 
case  in  which  the  House  might  very  pro- 
perly press  upon  the  Crown,  the  propriety 
of  exercising  its  prerogative  of  mercy.  He 
thought  that  all  the  objects  of  punishment 
had  been  fully  attained.  No  Chartist  was 
now  breaking  the  law.  The  arm  of  mercy, 
therefore,  might  be  safely  extended.  At 
first,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  felt  some 
jealousy  about  the  petition  presented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  because  it 
asked  only  for  an  extension  of  the  royal 
mercy  to  political  offenders  throughout 
England  and  Wales.  He  thought  for  the 
moment  that  the  petitioners  had  forgotten 
Ireland ;  but  on  reflection,  he  remembered 
that  Ireland  had  now  no  political  offend* 
ers ;  that  she  had  no  demand  for  mercy, 
only  for  justice.  The  ends  and  purposes 
of  justice  in  the  case  of  these  political 
offenders  in  Fngland  and  Wales  having 
been  fully  satisfied,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
thought  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
the  prison  doors  should  be  openedi  and- 
the  offenders  discharged. 

Mr.  Leader  could  not  allow  a  subject 
of  such  importance  to  the  maintenance  of 
peace  among  the  community  to  pass  with- 
out making  some  few  observations.  There 
was  a  feeling  among  the  working  classes 
that  there  was  one  law  for  the  rich,  and 
another  for  the  poor.  He  must  confess 
that  his  own  opinion  was  of  late  there  had 
been  a  great  exhibition  of  partiality  with 
respect  to  the  treatment  of  parties  who 
haa  committed  offences,  and  at  several 
meetings  which  he  had  attended  lately  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  with  res- 
pect to  Lord .  Cardigan  and  the  fiarl  of 
Waldegrave,  had  been  compared  with  that 
which  had  been  adopted  with  respect  to 
William  Lovett.  What,  he  would  ask, 
was  Lovett*s  offence?  Why,  he  had 
written  a  political  libel  for  which  he  was 
punished,  but  in  doing  so*  he  bad  com* 
mitted  no  offence  that  affected  bis  moral 
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eharaoter.  What,  on  lh«  other  hand,  had 
been  the  oonduot  of  Lord  Waldegrate? 
Why,  be  had  been  conricted  of  a  brutal 
assault  on  a  polieeman^  by  whioh  he  was 
graaUjf  injured,  and  his  life  for  some  time 
despaued  of.  It  was  true  that  Lord  WaU 
dsgrave  was  punished  for  this^  but  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  punishment  ?  Why 
Lovett.  who  had  comroiUed  no  moral  of- 
fanee,  was  confined  for  a  year  in  one  of 
the  most  stringent  and  strict  gaols  in  the 
country ;  while  Lord  Waldegrave  was  only 
confined  in  one  of  ihe  outer  wards  of  the 
Queen's  Bench,  where  he  could  enjoy 
every  lotury,  and  receive  and  see  his 
friends.  The  only  anoonvenience  he  was 
subject  tO)  was  not  being  able  to  drive  a 
caMolet  during  the  present  fine  wea- 
ther, or  go  to  the  Derby.  The  hon. 
Qentieman  had  said  that  these  parties 
should  not  have  adopted  the  agitation 
they  did,  but  that  they  should  have  applied 
to  their  representatives  in  the  House  of 
CkNumoos.  That  was  the  chief  complaint, 
bat  they  bad  no  representatives ;  and  the 
only  resource  whiek  they  had,  wu  to 
agitate,  in  order  to  make  converts  to  their 
prineipies.  What  harm,  he  would  ask, 
eoaU  it  do  to  liberate  these  thirty-three 
men  ?  The  Chartists  were  not  now  agt> 
tatings  there  was  no  danger  of  outbreaks 
IB  Manchester  or  Birmingham ;  and, 
therefore,  what  harm  could  result  from 
such  an  act  of  grace  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown?  He  begged  of  the  House  not 
hastily  to  dismiss  this  petition  from  its 
conaideration. 

Mr.  onion  denied  that  the  petition  had 
been  received  with  levity  by  the  Members 
of  that  House.  He  believed  there  were 
many  who  wouhl  object  to  go  to  the  whole 
estent  of  the  demands  made  in  that  pe- 
tition;  but  it  would  be  most  unfair  to 
mpftmt  that  the  Members  of  that  House 
were  indiliimot  to  the  prayers  of  1 ,500,000 
of  their  felbw  subjects.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  people  having  been  shown 
that  they  could  not  recklessly  set  the  law 
at  defiance,  some  mitigation  of  the  punish- 
ment of  these  men  might  now  take  plnoe. 
He  thought  another  reason  for  agrsemg  to 
the  pio^sition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
FinsiNiiy,  was,  the  great  disproportion 
of  the  punishment  to  Uie  oflbnce.  It  was 
a  Buffieient  iuetification  of  the  asaerthNi 
that  was  made  hi  many  quaitera»  that  there 
wee  one  meaanre  of  juetioe  meted  out  to 
the  Peer,  and  another  to  the  poor  BMni 
«md  he  omtU  not  help  mfonfaigtotheoase 


of  the  fieri  of  Waldegrave,  who  was  eof« 
fering  a  trifling  imprisonment  for  what  a 
man  had  a  short  time  previousiy  been 
sentenced  to  seven  jfears*  transportatioo. 
He  trusted  muoh  lo  the  returning  good 
sense  of  the  Chartists,  and  even  If  the  hon* 
Member  did  not  press  his  motion  to  a 
divison,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  discus* 
sion  would  be  productive  of  much  good. 
He  believed  that  these  men  were  beginning 
to  see  the  foliy  and  abeurdity  of  their  con« 
duct,  and  he  hoped  they  would  eee  no 
more  of  it,  anv  more  than  of  the  unnatural 
coalition  that  had  lately  taken  place  be* 
tween  the  Chartista  and  the  Tories.  Ho 
should  give  his  ctHdtal  support  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  present  was  not 
the  time  to  discuss  the  conduct  of  the 
Chartists,  but  what  they  were  to  take  into 
consideration  was,  whether,  as  had  been 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  pie« 
ceded  htm,  the  punishment  of  these  nofer* 
tunate  men  had  not  been  greatly  dispra« 
portioned  to  their  ofleoce.  He  believed 
much  of  the  severity  eaeroised  towards 
these  men  aroee  from  the  unfounded  ap- 
preheneions  which  then  filled  the  publie 
minds,  and  which  subsequent  events  hml 
shown  to  be  eompleteiy  unfounded.  He 
sincerely  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  see  the  justice  and  eipediency  of 
re-eonsklering  the  case  of  these  men  who 
still  ramained  in  confinement,  and  confer 
a  boon  upon  the  millions  of  that  country 
by  restoring  them  to  liberty. 
^)Mr.  fTar^Hrfon  observed  that  a  vaet 
number  of  the  Chartist  prisoners  had  been 
treated  in  a  way  formerly  unknown  to  the 
law.  Political  ofiendera  only  a  few  years 
since  were  never  treated  with  so  ranch 
severity.  He  called  upon  the  Government 
therefore,  to  shorten  the  eonflnenwntof 
those  who  were  now  in  prieon. 

Mr.  IFoJUiy  eaid,  that  as  poKtieal  of- 
fandeia  had  within  the  last  thrsa  or  fiMir 
years  been  treeted  in  an  almost  unpreea 
dented  manner,  he  tboo^t  the  Govern* 
ment  might  fairly  eieroMe  the  leoienoy 
desired  by  the  petitionere*  He  woaJeied 
much  at  the  eilenee  of  Oentkoien  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  Honee  m  this  dieons* 
sion,  knowing  well  that  one  fovonmUe 
word  from  £e  right  hon.  Baronet  Che 
Member  for  Tsmworth  would  be  of  tas« 
meoee  imponanoe  tewnrda  the  nhesaiioa 
of  the  enilhrin|B  of  thoee  men  who  had 
been  Imprisoned  withent  ever  hnvtag  In- 
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eoQtitry.  The  hon.  Member,  ihe  Undej 
Secretary  of  Stale,  had  alluded  to  the 
naoner  in  which  the  working  classes  couM 
appeal  to  their  representatives.  They  had 
BO  representatives.  It  was  that  circum* 
stance  that  rendered  their  minds  so  fever* 
ish  and  restless^^it  was  thai  circumstance 
that  made  them  so  discontented,  and  so 
jostly  discontented.  He  did  not  blame 
them  for  this.  On  the  oontrary,  he 
thought  that  they  ought  to  be  discontented 
until  they  were  fairly  represented^-they 
would  be  unworthy  the  name  they  bore 
if  they  did  not  claim  the  right  to  be  re- 
presented. What  was  the  consequence  of 
their  not  being  so !  We  made  the  laws 
easy  for  ourselves,  but  heavy  for  them. 
Was  the  poor  man  tried  by  his  equals  T 
Whoever  thought  so,  he  would  ask  him  to 
look  at  the  special  jury  system.  His  hon. 
oolleague  did  not  seek  for  the  liberation  of 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones;  he  merely 
sought  the  liberatwn  of  those  persons  con- 
fined in  England.  The  terms  of  his  mo- 
tKHi  urerei  that  her  Majesty  would  be 
**  gitciously  pleased  to  take  into  her  mer* 
c\hk\  cotuhieration  the  cases  of  all  persons 
Gonftned  in  Bngland  and  Wales  for  po- 
litical oflPenoes.  He  did  not  move  for 
their  immediate  discharge.  The  meaning 
of  the  motion  was  merely  that  their  cases 
might  be  taken  into  oonskleration.  That 
was  a  motkHi  to  which  every  Member  of 
the  House  except  the  Members  of  Oo^ 
vemment  might  agree,  and  he  thought  it 
unseemly  in  Government  to  oppose  a 
oKHmn  of  so  unostontatious  a  character. 
By  rocoiding  their  sentiments  hi  favour  of 
the  motk>n,  they  would  be  doing  a  great 
deal  to  produce  satisAictkm  in  the  public 
mind,  aad  it  leally  appeared  to  him  that 
there  wene  no  grounds  whatever  for  any 
Member  of  thai  House  voting  against  the 
motion. 

Sir  R^  Pml  did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  bad  any  right  to  complain  of  his 
silmiee  on  this  or  on  any  other  question. 
He  did  not  think  th«t  he  oonid  be  charged 
with  evading  the  difficulties  of  any  sub«> 
jeet  brought  before  the  House,  and  he  felt 
that  be  owed  tfasm  an  apology  rather  for 
the  frequency  with  which  he  expressed  his 
opfakm  than  Ibr  remafaiing  silent.  On 
all  f|aeslioiis  he  had  never  withheld  his 
opinions  ftom  the  House,  and  on  the  pre* 
sent  ooeasion,  he  wouM  not  foltow  the 
oMTSe  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had 
juet  sat  down,  nor  put  sooh  a  shallow  con* 
Minetiott  en  the  motion  as  he  hud  done. 


He  was  certain  that  the  colleague  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  the  manliness  to 
repudiate  that  construction.  That  hon. 
Qentleman  said  that  he  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  political  ofiendem 
detained  In  custody  ought  to  be  discharged. 
Other  hon.  Member  had  also  argued  the 
question  fairly.  They  had  said  that  the 
case  of  these  prisoners  was  entitled  to  the 
consideratk>n  of  the  Grown,  with  the  view 
of  their  being  discharged.  That  wns  the 
intention  of  the  motion.  Do  not  let  the 
House,  therefore,  deceive  the  public  by 
saying  that  the  object  of  the  petitioners 
was  merely  lo  recommend  the  eass  of  thesn 
offenders  to  the  deliberate  consideration  of 
the  Crown.  The  object  was,  if  the  motion 
was  carried,  to  obtain  from  the  Crewo, 
through  the  interference  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  remission  of  the  sentences 
of  these  prisoners.  Now,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Crown  to  consider  all  cases  of  that 
sort,  and  to  show  lenity  and  indulgence  in 
in  those  particular  cases  where  there  were 
grounds  for  doing  so.  But  a  motion  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  asking  the  Crown 
to  take  a  particular  case  into  its  conside* 
ration,  meant  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
that  the  time  had  come  when  a  pardon 
might  be  safely  grented.  He  meant  to 
act  in  the  present  case  in  conformity  with 
those  principles  on  which  he  had  always 
acted  when  he  was  Secretary  of  State. 
He  thought  that  the  oonsideretion  of  those 
oases  ought,  consistently  to  be  left  with 
the  Crown--^xelu8ively  with  the  Crown. 
He  thought  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  for 
a  popular  assembly  to  establish  a  prece* 
dent  which  might  fetter  the  discretion 
and  judgment  of  the  Crown,  by  expressing 
any  recommendation  on  such  subjects. 
He  thought  that  the  bounds  of  the  con* 
stitution  had  cleariy  separated  the  func« 
,tions  of  ths  House  of  Commons  from  those 
of  the  Crown.  He  recollected  a  similar 
motion  was  made  for  the  liberetion  of  Mr. 
Hunt  from  Winchester  gaol,  when  he  was 
Secretary  of  State.  On  that  occasion,  as 
Secretary  of  State,  he  claimed  the  right  of 
exercising  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
considering  that  while  the  interference  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  never  to 
prevent  him  from  doins  what  was  just,  he 
at  the  same  time  felt  that  In  the  exeretse 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  he  ought 
not  to  be  inlueneed  by  any  opinion  which 
the  House  of  Commons  might  express.  II 
was,  therefore,  on  constitutioiial  grounds, 
and  from  his  uowiUingness  to  estMriiih  % 
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daagerottt  precedent,  that  he  would,  act- 
ing in  conformity  with  his  former  opinions, 
oppose  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury.  He  woold  oppose  no  ob- 
stacle whatever  to  the  consideration  of  the 
cases  of  these  prisoners  by  the  Crown.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
to  consider  the  effect  which  a  remission  of 
punishment  might  have  on  the  public 
mind.  He  trusted  that  the  advisers  of  the 
Crown  would  never  be  influenced  in  such 
cases  by  a  desire  for  popularity,  but  that 
they  would  bear  in  mind  the  permanent  in- 
terests of  society.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  recollect  the  painful  duty  imposed  on 
the  Crown  in  such  cases.  It  was  the  Crown, 
and  not  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
had  the  opportunity  of  ascertaining  the 
state  of  the  public  mind,  and  the  grounds 
on  which  such  cases  were,  or  were  not, 
entitled  to  its  consideration.  He  thought 
that  they  would  be  placing  the  Crown  in 
an  unfair,  unconstitutional,  and  in  an 
unjust  position,  if  they,  a  popular  assembly, 
claimed  the  right  of  interfering  in  cases 
which  properly  came  under  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  and  of  the  Crown  alone. 
A  popular  assembly,  he  felt  quite  certain, 
woula  never  ask  for  the  infliction  of  pun- 
ishment. It  would  always  be  in  favour  of 
a  remission  of  punishments,  and  he  re- 
peated that  he  thought  they  would  establish 
a  dangerous  precedent  if  they  consented 
to  the  motion  then  before  the  House.  He 
had  stated  fairly  his  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  while  he  felt  bound  to  oppose 
the  motion,  he,  at  the  same  time  did  not 
wish  to  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  these  cases  being  considered  by  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  Easthape  could  not  give  a  silent 
vote  on  this  question.  He  perfectly  agreed 
in  the  general  principle  laid  down  by  the 
fight  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  but  he  thought  that  this  was  a  case 
in  which  the  House  might  digress  from 
the  usual  rule,  and  for  that  reason  he 
would  vote  for  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend^  the  Member  for  Finsbury.  Some 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  had  presented 
a  petition  to  the  House,  in  which  they  ex- 
pressed their  desire  that  one  of  those 
offenders  should  become  a  candidate  to 
represent  that  town  in  Parliament ;  and  as 
he  was  particularly  desirous  that  nothing 
should  interfere  with  the  expression  of  their 
opinionsi  he  had  great  pleasure  in  sup* 
porting  tbo  motion  pf  his  hon.  Friend, 


Sir  De  Lacy  Evant  said,  be  thought  it 
an  additional  reason  in  favour  of  this  mo. 
tion,  that  the  only  two  Members  of  that 
House  who  had  expressed  an  opinion 
ag^nst  it,  the  hon.  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  ihe  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  had  not  addressed 
themselves  to  the  merits  of  the  case,  but 
had  entirely  defended  the  course  they  took 
on  some  rather  fine-drawn  doctrines  of 
constitutional  law.  He  would  again  draw 
their  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  petition 
was  signed  by  upwards  of  a  million  of  their 
fellow-subjects,  and  of  that  class  who 
were  not  represented  in  that  House.  They 
did  not  come  forward  praying  for  an  ex- 
tension of  privileges  for  themselves,  but 
merely  to  solicit  the  alleviatioo  of  the 
punishment  of  those  misguided  persons 
who  still  remain  in  the  prisons  of  this 
country  for  political  offences.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  take  a  favourable  view 
of  their  case. 

Sir  B,  Hall  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  the  state  of  those  districts 
in  M^ales  in  which  the  recent  disturbances 
occurred.  He  was  called  on  at  the  time  to 
take  an  active  part  in  quelling  those  dis- 
turbances; and,  being  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  country,  he  must  say 
he  had  never  known  it  so  tranquil  and 
quiet  as  it  was  at  the  present  moment. 
He  must  also  say,  that  notwithstanding 
the  present  reduction  of  wages,  the  stag- 
nation of  business,  and  the  depressed  state 
of  the  iron  trade,  there  was  not  the  least 
agitation  among  the  working  people ;  and 
he  thought  the  period  had  arnved  when  a 
merciful  consideration  ought  to  be  bes- 
towed to  poor  persons  confined  in  England 
and  Wales.  The  hon.  Under-Secretary 
of  State  had  admitted  that  the  whole 
country  was  in  a  state  of  tranquillity,  and 
as  he  could  conceive  no  more  auspicions 
time,  he  hoped  the  House  would  support 
the  motion.  He  was  glad  to  say  that 
parties  out  of  doors  would  have  the  satis- 
faction of  knowing  that  no  expression  of 
opinion  against  the  merciful  consideration 
of  these  persons  had  been  given  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  Aglkndy^  who  rose  amid  loud  cries 
of**  Divide,''  said,  be  thought  the  House 
having  spent  so  many  days  in  debates  of 
less  importance,  might  allow  five  minutes 
to  any  hon.  Member  who  wished  to  state 
his  opinion  on  this  subject.  It  was  ad« 
mitted  that  in  one  casoi  whatever  might 
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be  the  opinion  as  to  the  constltational 
mode  of  procedure,  the  expression  of  an 
opinion  by  that  House  had  led  to  a  miti- 
gation of  the  punishmenti  and  he  could 
not  but  think  that  any  expression  of  an 
opinion  by  that  House  would  have  its  due 
weight  with  the  Crown.  He  saw  no  im- 
propriety in  the  House  interfering.  It  was 
the  constitutional  mode  in  which  the  peo- 
ple were  entitled  to  represent  their  griev- 
ances to  the  Crown.  He  had  strong  hopes 
that  they  would  be  successful  in  the  pre- 
sent case,  and  he  was  encouraged  in  this 
hope  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Under- 
Secretary  of  State,  which  was  filled  with 
humane  expressions  and  vindications  of 
clemency.  With  respect  to  the  Chartists 
he  thought  they  had  not  done  their  duty 
by  them.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  attended 
more  their  general'meetings  and,  evinced 
more  sympathy  with  the  interests  of  that 
class,  he  thought  the  public  would  not 
have  heard  so  much  of  the  disaflPection 
which  existed  among  them  towards  that 
House. 

Viscount  Sandon :  Although  he  repre- 
sented a  large  constituency,  consisting  in 
no  small  degree  of  the  working  classes  in 
the  same  sphere  of  life  as  these  political 
offenders,  yet  he  felt  bound  to  vote  against 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
buty.  He  could  not  consider  the  objec- 
tions taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  as  mere  matter  of 
official  etiquette.  He  thought  it  would 
be  dangerous  for  the  House  to  interfere 
with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and 
he  could  not  depart  from  a  great  consti- 
tutional principle,  however  much  he  felt 
for  the  situation  of  these  misled  individuals, 
who,  in  his  opinion,  had  been  more  sinned 
against,  than  sinning.  However  much 
they  had  been  led  into  agitation  by  per- 
sons who  had  since  deserted  them,  he 
could  not  consent  to  go  beyond  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution,  which  separated 
the  authority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
from  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 

Lord  John  Russell  certainly  could  con- 
ceive cases  which  might  form  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  rule  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite.  The  ques- 
tion of  Sir  Manasseh  Lopez,  which  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  brought  forward 
some  years  ago,  was  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule.  On  that  occasion  he  with- 
drew his  motion,  after  having  elicited  a 
statement  from  Lord  Castlereagh,  then 
Secretary  of  State,  that  the  motion  would 


not  be  any  obstacle  in  the  remission  of  as 
much  of  the  sentence  as  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown  should  deem  meet.  In  regard 
to  the  present  motion^  he  felt  that  it  inter- 
posed great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  these 
cases  being  considered  by  the  Crown 
Petitions,  praying  for  mercy  in  the  miti- 
gation of  the  sentences  of  the  law,  ought 
to  be  directed  to  the  Crown,  and  not  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  felt 
the  difficulty  he  had  alluded  to  Jn  a  very 
great  degree  some  years  ago,  when  he 
first  filled  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State, 
in  regard  to  the  sentence  which  had  been 
passed  in  the  case  of  the  Dorchester 
labourers.  It  appeared  to  him  on  re- 
viewing that  case  that  though  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  at  the  time  to  advise  a  remis- 
sion of  the  sentence,  he  also  felt  the  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  doing  so,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  motion  which  had  been  made 
on  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
He  was  obliged  to  declare  that  if  that 
motion  had  been  carried,  he  could  not 
have  given  the  advice  which  he  had  done ; 
yet  ,having  given  that  advice,  he  felt  that 
considerable  evil  had  been  produced  by 
the  remission  not  appearing  to  be  thes|)on- 
taneous  act  of  the  Crown ;  and  also,  in 
consequence  of  the  triumphant  boastings 
then  made  of  the  interference  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He,  therefore,  ad- 
vised the  hon.  Member  who  made  this 
motion,  to  consider  that  those  who  were 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  advising 
the  Crown,  instead  of  feeling  themselves 
more  at  liberty  from  an  expression  of  the 
sentiments  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
would  really  feel  themselves  more  res- 
tricted in  any  advice  which  they  might 
give,  and  instead  of  the  remission  of  the 
punishment  having  the  proper  and  natural 
effect  of  an  act  of  mercy  in  preventing 
men  again  violating  the  law,  it  might,  on 
the  contrary,  embolden  them  to  commit 
other  offences,  from  the  belief  that  there 
were  individuals  or  parties  in  the  House 
of  Commons  disposed  to  take  up  their 
case— it  would  lead  them  to  look  for  the 
remission  of  a  sentence,  not  to  the  Crown, 
the  natural  and  constitutional  source,  but 
to  a  popular  body,  to  whom  the  preroga- 
tive of  mercy  did  not  belong.  Enter- 
taining these  sentiments,  and  without 
saying  one  word  as  to  the  particular  cases 
noticed  by  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  he  would,  on  the  general  principle 
he  had  stated,  vote  against  the  motion. 
Colonel  Sibthorp  opposed  the  motion. 
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Mr.  Waitd  begged  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  FiotOQrj  to  refleet  oa  the 
Oftiure  of  the  motioD,  end  not  to  preee 
the  Honee  moder  the  oucunntuocee,  to  e 
divitton.  Hie  hon.  Friend  had  leen  the 
imputatioiie  to  which  the  motion  getre 
riee;  thev  were  told  it  wai  not  a  motioii 
honestly  broay(ht  forward,  but  had  refer* 
eoce  to  questions  out  of  doors.  The  best 
answer,  however,  to  that  imputation,  into 
which  be  was  sorry  to  find  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  had  fallen, 
was,  that  the  petition  had  been  in  pirepa- 
ration  for  many  months,  and  that  it  had 
emanated  at  a  time  when  no  one  enter- 
tained the  remotest  idea  of  a  dissolution. 
His  opinion  was,  that  if  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  desirous  of  submitting  bis  mo* 
Uoo  to  the  House  at  the  moment  most 
embarrassing  to  Ministers  he  would  have 
ohoeen  the  present,  because  it  was  impos- 
sible for  any  Government,  whatever  their 
ieelin|s  might  be,  to  concur  in  it  without 
exposing  themselves  to  the  imputation  of 
taking  such  a  course  for  the  purpose  of 
gaining  popularity  out  of  doors.  Let  them 
discard  those  unworthy  considerations, 
and  look  solely  to  the  merits  of  the  case  i 
and  00  that  subject  he  should  say  be  dif- 
fered entirely  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  the  noble 
Lord  theSecretary  for  the  Colonies,  because 
ho  did  think  there  were  circumstances  in 
ease  which  not  only  warranted,  but  in  the 
some  degree  called  for  the  interference  of 
the  House.  Political  crimes  were  very 
undefined  in  their  nature;  and  although 
he  did  not  censure  either  the  Judgesi  the 
Juries,  or  the  Government  under  whom 
the  late  prosecutions  had  taken  place,  he 
difl  feel  that  aome  of  those  political  of- 
fenders bad  been  treated  with  great  se* 
verity.  He  admitted,  however,  that  in 
other  instances  the  grievous  nature  of  the 
crime  committed  merited  the  severest  pun* 
isUment.  There  could  be  no  doubt,  too, 
but  it  was  necessary  at  the  time  these 
prosecutions  had  been  begun,  to  take 
atrong  measures  for  the  peace  of  the  com- 
munity. Still  he  was  persuaded,  that 
many  of  those  parties  now  in  confinement 
had  more  than  expiated  the  offences  they 
had  committed.  He  was  at  the  same  time 
of  opinion,  that  after  the  explanations 
which  had  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  his  hon. 
Friend  might  injure  his  own  cause  by 
pro<*erding  tn  a  division. 

Viscount  Sandam  disckimed  throwing 


any  imputation  on  the  hon.  GentWman 
as  to  toe  motive  which  induced  bim  to 
bring  forward  his  motion.  All  he  did  was 
to  advert  to  to  what  he  conceived  might 
be  said,  out  of  doors,  as  to  tho  intentioot 
at  all  events,  as  to  the  efiect  of  a  motioo 
of  this  description  at  this  particular  mo« 
ment. 

Mr.  Thonuu  Duneombe  in  reply,  saidt 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  had  imputed  to 
him  that  the  motion  was  brought  forward 
for  election  purposes,  be  could  have  readily 
removed  that  impression  by  assuring  him 
and  the  House  that  this  petition  was  in 
circulation  and  receiving  signatures  be- 
tween two  and  three  months  ago.  His 
object  was  to  prevail  upon  the  House  to 
address  her  Majesty  to  discbarge  all  per«* 
sons  committed  for  political  offenoea  al 
home;  he  therefore  bad  a  rieht  to  ooai«- 
plain  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre* 
tarv  of  Slate  for  mixing  op  Frost's  caae 
and  the  other  cases  where  the  parties  bad 
been  transported  with  the  present  motion. 
In  reply  to  the  appeal  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  made  to  him 
not  to  press  the  motion  to  a  division,  he 
believed,  that  he  should  be  betraying  hie 
duty  to  those  whom  he  represented  oa 
this  occasion,  if  he  did  not  call  for  an  6x« 

Eression  of  the  opinmn  of  the  House.  He 
ad  brought  the  motion  forward  in  no 
hostile  spirit  against  the  Government,  or 
the  hon.  Gentleman  oo  the  opposition 
side  of  the  House*  He  only  wiebedv  that 
the  House  could  be  unanimous  apoQ  the 
subject,  and  would  declare  that  tae  CMo 
of  these  individuals  should  be  considered 
with  a  view  to  their  discharge.  He  shouU 
then  be  too  happy  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion ;  but  u  he  nad  no  auurance  of  that 
act  of  amnesty,  which  was  so  much  wished 
by  thousands  of  their  countrymen,  being 
granted,  unless  an  address  were  carried 
to  the  Throne ;  he  felt  bound  to  go  to  a 
division. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  58 ;  Noes 
58.  And  the  numbers  being  equal,  Mr. 
Speaker  stated,  that  he  consklered  thai 
tne  vote,  if  canied,  would  interfere  with 
the  prerogative  of  die  Crown,  and  thei«* 
fore  declared  himself  with  the  N< 

UM  of  ike  Atis. 


Aglionby,  11.  A. 
Barnard,  B.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  IL 
Bewsa^T. 
Bfidgemaa,  H. 
,  W.  B. 


Brotberton,  J. 
BuUer,  C. 
Bolwer,  Sir  L. 
ButfteM,  W. 
Botlar,  hoo.  C. 
Callafhan,  O. 
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GoUIqi^  W; 
Carrie,  R. 
nenniatouiiy  J. 
JhA%^  Sir  J. 

SsilbCMMy  J. 

Etansy  Sir  De  h, 
Kwart,  W. 
Fieldeo,  J. 
Gillon,  W.  O. 
Grcff,  R.  H« 
Half,  Sir  fi. 
Hawoff  B. 
Hcctort  C  J. 
liiodley,  C« 
Ilumpbery,  J. 
Jones,  J. 
Lanedale,  hon.  C. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lushiogton,  C. 
Aloleswonb,  Sir  W. 
MiwU»  G,  F. 
MttskeU,  G,  A. 
O'Brien,  C* 


O'ConoelU  M.  J« 
Peobelli  CapUiii 
Frotheroe,  £. 
Piyme,  O. 
Roche,  £.  B. 
Roadie*  J* 
S^wey,  Colonel 
Scholefield,  J. 
Sio€lair»  Sir  G. 
Stewart,  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Tatfourd,  Mr.  Seij. 
Thotnely,  T. 
ViUierf^  hon.  C.  P. 
Wakloy,  T* 
Waller^  J, 
Warburton,  n. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
White,  A. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLERS. 

Duncoinbe«  T. 
Hume,  J. 


Liii  ef  ik§  Noss. 

Adam,  Admiral  Knight,  H.  G. 

Antrobos,  E.  Lucas.  £• 

Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T,  Macaulay»  rt.  hn,  T.  B. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G.  Mackenzie,  T. 

Bethell,  R*  Marsland,  T. 

Bfoadlw,  U.  Maule,  hon.  F. 

Bcuoe,  C.  L.  G.  Morpelb,  Viacount 

BuUer^r  J,  Y«  Palmer,  G. 

Clay,  W.  Palmerston,  Viscount 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Peel,  ri.  hn.  Sir  R, 

Clive,  hon.  R,  H.  Pigot,  rt.  hn.  O* 

Dnrby,  G.  Plumptrn,  J,  P. 

Denison,  W.  J.  Pueey,  P. 

£lliot»  hon,  J,  £•  Richards,  R. 

Baimirt,  T.  Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 

Fort^  J.  RusselL  Lord  J. 

Fremanlle,  Sir  T.  Rutherford,  rt«  hn.  A. 

Goulbura,  rt.  hn.  H.  Sandon,  Viscount 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J,  Siblhorp,  Colonel 

Greene,  T,  Slaney,  R.  A. 

Graig,  D«  Sinylh,  Sir  G.  U. 

Qfoavenor,  Lord  R.  Stuart,  W.  V. 

Ilalfocd,  H»  Teignmoutb,  Lord 

Uarcourt,  G,  G.  Wilde,  Sir  T. 

Herriee,  rt.  hn.  J,  C  Wood,  C. 

Howavd,  hn.  C  W.  G^  Wood,  Colonel 

Hurt,  F.  Wyse,  T. 
Inglia,  Sir  R.  H. 

Jackson,  Mr,  Serj.  tsllebs. 

Jermyn^  Earl  Parker,  J. 

Kenble,  H«  Stanley,  hon.  £.  J. 

Motion  negRiited. 

OnuRcn-ftATBS.]  Mr.  EasihmM  af- 
ter presenting  petittooe  praying  ror  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates  from  a  num- 
ber of  placet,  proceeded  to  addreu  the 
House  on  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
gtvfA  QOtica,  (o€  Wa?a  to  bring  in  a  bill 


to  abolish  Chorcb^rates,  and  to  em# 
power  the  Members  of  the  Established 
Church  lo  levy  a  tax  oa  their  pewe  and 
seats  for  the  mainteoance  of  churches. 
He  felt  assured,  that  be  should  not  in 
vain  entreat  that  the  House  would  ah* 
struct  itself  from  that  excitement  under 
which  both  it  and  the  country  bad  <or 
some  time  passed  been  found»  and  applv 
its  attention  to  a  subject  which,  though 
not  80  exciting  in  its  character,  waa  nol 
less  important  than  many  of  those  ques« 
tions  which  had  been  occupying  the  pub« 
lie  mind,  inasmuch  as  it  bore  an  int  mate 
relation  to  the  religious  feelings  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  peopk.  He  was  confident, 
that  the  House  would  on  this  occasion 
set  a  good  example,  and  would  show  to 
the  country  that  even  in  the  midst  ojf  any 
excitement,  however  intense,  it  was  not 
inattentive  to  a  subject  that  eoncerned 
the  consciences  of  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  people  and  intimately  affected  the 
religious  peace  of  the  community.  He 
was  verv  desirous*  in  bringing  this  ques<» 
tion  before  the  House,  to  bei  expressly 
noderstood  as  having  most  earnestly  and 
most  honestly  endeavoured  within  his  own 
view,  and  be  believed  it  was  within 
the  view  of  a  great  number  of  the  peti* 
tiooers  whose  prayers  he  had  presented  to 
the  House,  to  prooAOte  the  cause  of  the 
religion  of  the  Established  Chureb,  and 
to  free  the  best  interests  of  that  Chureii 
from  those  objections  and  from  many  of 
those  difiBcoltiee  and  obstructions  which 
it  laboured  under,  and  which  were  so 
deeply  to  be  lamented.  There  was  no« 
thing  he  should  more  sincerely  deplore 
than  to  be  mistaken,  either  by  Uie  House 
or  the  country,  as  having  for  his  object 
the  lessening,  in  the  smallest  deeree,  or 
by  any  means  damaging  the  reKgious  In-* 
fluence  which  the  Establisbed  Church  ac^' 
tuallv  possessed,  or  ought  to  possess,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  community;  and  he 
did  hope,  that  in  this  discussion  they 
wouM  abstract  themselves  from  partj 
views,  and  that  whatever  diflerencet  of 
opinion  they  might  entertain  with  respect 
to  the  mode  by  which  they  would  pursue 
their  object,  they  would  abo  abstain  from 
unjust  imputations  of  any  planned  intent 
tion  to  interfere  with  the  migioua  infln* 
enee  of  the  establishment.  He  approached 
this  discussion  with  Inexpressible  surprise 
at  the  fact  of  this  question  having  oeen 
auflered  to  remain  so  long  a  subject  of 
discontent  and  complaint.  U  was  scarcely 
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conceivable  how  a  cause  which  was  ob- 
viously so  much  to  be  lamented,  which 
had  excited  so  much  irritation^  and  which 
was  in  every  way  so  disadvantageous  to 
the  religious  repose  of  the  country,  should 
have  been  permitted  to  eiist  against  the 
expressed  opinions  of  many  of  the  first 
authorities  who  had  sat  in  Parliament.    It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  was  scarcely  an  individual 
of  distinguished  rank  and  influence  now 
in  the  House,  or  who  had  for  many  years 
held  a  seat  in  it,  who  had  not  considered 
this  question  as  one  of  important  diffi- 
culty,  of   great  disadvantage,  and  one 
which  it  was  most  desirable  for  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country  should  be  put  at  rest. 
In  claiming  the  indulgent  patience  of  the 
House,  he  would  promise  to  requite  that 
indulgence  by  occupying  its  time  as  briefly 
as  he  could,  but  he  felt  it  was  impossible, 
consistently  with  the  duty  he  owed  to  those 
individuals  whose  petitions  he  had  pre- 
8ented,and  to  the  importance  of  the  ques*- 
tion  itself,  not  to  recal  to  the  attention  of 
the  House,  many  of  the  sentiments  which 
bad  formerly  been  expressed  by  individual 
members  of  it,  tending  to  show  the  great 
importance  they  attached  to  a  speedy  and 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question; 
and  how  imperatively,  in  their  estimation, 
justice  demanded  that  the  subject  should 
be  calmly  considered,  and  finally  settled. 
He  would  first  remind  the  House  of  the 
debate  that  took  place  in  the  session  of 
1834,  when  Lord  Althorp(now  Earl  Spen- 
cer) brought  forward  a  motion  for  the  set- 
tlement of  this  question.    The  noble  Lord 
in  the  course  of  his  statement  to  the  House 
read  the  following  words: — 

''He  considered  that  the  dissenters  were 
perfectly  justified  in  bringing  forward  the  de- 
tail of  their  grievances  at  this  particular  junc- 
ture, on  this  particular  point,  masmuch  as  he 
thought  that  there  was  a  great  difference,  in 

Joint  of  principle,  between  the  payment  by 
issenters  of  tithes  and  church-rates.  Church- 
rate  was  a  tax  laid  on  at  the  discretion  of 
others,  as  far  as  regarded  its  amount;  and  the 
dissenters  who  were  compelled  to  pay  it,  felt 
that  they  were  compelled  to  pay  for  the  admi- 
nistration of  worship  under  a  system  they  did 
Bot  approve.  For  this  reuon,  in  his  opinion, 
the  dissenteis  had  a  right  to  complain  of  it ; 
and  he  thought,  further,  that  the  Legislature 
was  bound  so  hx  to  reheve  them.  But  while 
the  system  of  chnrch-rates,  as  the  law  stood 
at  present,  was  grievous  to  dissenters,  it  could 
not  be  in  any  way  satisfactory  to  the  members 
of  the  establishment.  The  payment  of  church- 
rates  had  been  refused  in  different  parisheS| 


and  the  remedy  given  to  the  church  had  not 
been  found  sufficient  to  enforce  the  demand. *'• 

If  any  one  had  predicted  after  the 
question  had  been  brought  forward  under 
such  auspices,  and  after  it  had  produced 
so  much  discontent,  that  it  would  have  re- 
mained unsettled  for  ten  long  years,  the 
man  who  hazarded  such  a  prophecy  would 
not  have  had  credit  for  sagacity,  nor  have 
obtained  credence  for  his  prediction.  Not 
only  were  the  expressions  of  the  noble 
mover  on  that  occasion  strong  and  pointed, 
but  the  expressions  of  other  individuals,  of 
rank  and  weight  in  the  House,  were  in  en- 
tire accordance.  The  noble  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  in  the  same  debate,  spoke 
as  follows  :— 

''He  was  perfectly  ready  to  admit  such 
maintenance  of  an  establish  church  ought  to 
be  conducted  upon  principles  and  in  a  manner 
the  least  irritating  and  offensive  to  other  par- 
ties, both  as  respected  the  amount  and  the 
mode  of  collection.    He  was  equally  ready  to 
acknowledge  that  church-rates,  as  they  stood, 
formed  to  the  dissenters  a  serious  and  substan- 
tial grievance.    .    .    .    His  hon.  Friend  had 
said  (and  he  appeared  to  attach  considerable 
importance  to  the  statement),  that  it  was  only 
in  fifty  or  sixty  parishes  that  anything  likesno- 
oessful  opposition  had  been  offlered  to  the  levy- 
ing of  church-rates;   but  his  hon.  Friend  bad 
not  stated  in  how  many  instances  opposition 
had  been  put  down  for  a  time  in  oraer  to  be 
renewed  at  a  fiiture  opportunitv,  should  no 
proposition  be  brought  forward  oy  the  execu- 
tive, and  submitted  to  Parliament  for  the  relief 
of  Dissenters,  and  all  parties  upon  whom  that 
burthen  might  unjustly  press.  His  hon.  Friend 
forgot  to  tell  them  how  many  hundred  parishes 
there  were  waiting  to  follow  the  example  of 
those  which  had  successfully  resisted,  should 
the  decision  of  the  Legislature  give  them  no 
hope  of  relief.    He  would  ask  his  bon.  Friend 
what  would  have  been  the  spirit  of  disappoint- 
ment, the  effusion  of  bitterness,  vrith  which 
the  news  would  have  been  received  throogh- 
out  the  parishes  of  Enj^and,  if  the  payers  of 
church-rates  were  to  be  told  that  Parliament, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  his  noble  Friend, 
had  not  only  determined  to  adopt  no  remedy, 
but  were  resolved  to  uphold  the  original  form 
of  church-rates  to  their  foil  amount,  vrith  all 
that  was  vexatious  and  oppressive  in  their 
mode  of  collection,  or  unnecessary  in  their 
amount  T    Did  his  hon.  Friend  think,  that  the 
best  mode  of  advancing  the  true  inlerists  of 
the  chnrdi  was  by  maintainiog  every  one  of 
its  abuses  P    Did  any  saan  suppose  that  those 
interests  were  to  be  promoted  oy  a  profonation 
of  the  church  itself  year  after  year    by  a  de- 
seciation  of  the  house  of  God  by  a  sqnabble 


*  Hansard,  Vol.  xxii.  third  series,  p.  1013. 
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ftbont  d^ureh-rates  at  each  succeeding  Eas- 
ter V 

He  (Mr,  Eastbope)  could  not  possibly 
use  lerms  more  impressive  or  appropriate 
upon  tbis  subject,  and  tbey  bad  tbe  ad- 
vantage not  only  of  the  eloquence,  but  of 
tbo  character  and  influence  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for' the  University  of  Oxford 
would  allow  him,  with  all  possible  respect, 
to  appeal  to  him,  and  to  enquire  whether 
some  of  that  prejudice  with  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  accustomed  to  approach 
this  discussion,  ought  not  to  give  way  to 
the  conviction  which  must  be  produced  by 
a  review  of  the  prophecy  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  its  fulfilment.  All  that  strife 
and  bitterness— all  that  irritating  conflict 
—all  that  profanation  aqd  desecration  of 
the  house  of  God — had  continued  and  in- 
creased, and  were  exhibited,  he  would  not 
say  every  year,  but  every  day,  to  the  de- 
struction of  all  those  charitable  and  kindly 
fedings  which  religious  men  of  every  class 
were  anxious  to  encourage  and  promote. 
*  There  was  another  authority  pointing  to 
the  importance  and  necessity  of  settling 
this  painful  question  which  he  could  not 
forbear  to  cite,  and  which  must  have  great 
influence  with  the  House.  He  alluded  to 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth, 
whom  he  was  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place, 
but  who,  though  temporarily  absent,  surely 
could  not  regard  the  discussion  of  this 
subject  with  indifference.  In  reference 
to  tbe  time  when  Lord  Althorp  brought 
the  question  under  the  consideration  of 

the  House,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  : — 

• 

''  He  would  not  attempt  to  gain  popularity 
at  the  expense  of  the  noble  Lord,  by  conceal- 
ing what  he  bad  himself  intended  to  do;  and 
therefore  be  cow  declared  that,  although  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session  he  should 
have  attempted,  had  he  remained  in  oflicej  to 
effect  an  immediate  settlement  of  Church* 
mtesy  yet  it  was  his  intention  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  tbe  noble  Lord — to  extinguish  all 
equivocal  and  objectional  charges,  but  to  pro- 
vide for  the  repair  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church 
out  of  the  general  revenue  of  tbe  country,  by 
an  annual  provision,  to  the  extent,  and  for  the 
objects  contemplated  by  tbe  noble  Lord.  It 
was  right  that  tbe  noble  Lord  should  have  tbe 
benefit  of  this  declaration.         *  * 

So  far  as  any  question  could  be  important  to 
the  maintenance  of  social  harmony,  to  the  pro- 
motion of  satisfaction  among  the  great  body 
of  the  Dissenters,  tliere  was  not  a  single  quQs- 
lion,  excepting  that   of   the    Irish  Church, 

•  Hansard,  1035—1036. 
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which  so  much  pressed    for  an  immediate 
practical  settlement  as  this  of  Church-rates, 
*  *         And  on  tbis  subject  of 

Church-rates,  surely  the  noble  Lord,  adhering, 
as  he  professed,  to  his  former  principle,  and 
being  in  possession  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case, 
surely  tbe  noble  Lord  himself,  one  of  the  par- 
ties to  the  bill  of  Lord  Althorp,  and  being  now 
perfectly  able  to  accomplish  his  object,  surely 
he  was  bound  to  proceed,  and  not  to  leave 
unsettled  for  another  year  a  subject  so  preg- 
nant with  tbe  seeds  of  discord  and  collision. 
In  consideration  of  the  interests  of  the  Church 
establishment — for  the  satisfaction  of  a  large 
body  of  tbe  people — for  the  accomplishment 
of  their  own  pledges — to  promote  subordina- 
tion and  obedience  to  the  law — to  suppress 
individual  complaints  of  grievance — surely,  to 
accomplish  all  these  objects,  a  Government  fit 
to  be  intrusted  with  the  management  of  public 
affairs  would,  without  delay,  take  this  matter 
into  their  own  hands,  and  not  suffer  the  law 
respecting  Church-rates  to  be  made  a  theme 
of  discussion  in  public  meetings,  and  a  sub- 
ject of  resistance  bv  parochial  martyrs  for  an- 
other twelvemonth."* 

These  sentiments  were  delivered  in  the 
debate  of  the  25th  May,  1835,  and  he 
(Mr.  Eastbope)  could  not  help  expressing 
his  surprise  and  regret,  in  which  he  was 
convinced  many  hon.   Members   partici- 

f)ated,  that  this  question,  in  spite  of  such 
anguage  as  that  he  had  quoted,  remained 
still  unsettled.  Year  after  year,  discon- 
tent had  accumulated  to  the  great  damage 
of  the  interest  of  the  Church,  to  the  ex- 
tinction of  harmony  and  good  feeling,  and 
to  the  perpetuation  of  strife  and  animosity. 
There  was  another  authority  on  the  same 
point,  of  which  the  country  ought  not  to 
lose  sight ;  and  which  very  plainly,  but  at 
the  same  time  very  forcibly,  impressed 
upon  the  House  the  necessity  of  settling 
this  question,  and  predicted  the  conse- 
quences of  deferring  that  settlement, 
which  prediction  had  been  but  too  lament- 
ably fulfilled.  He  alluded  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Montgomery,  who,  on 
the  21st  April,  1834,  had  told  the  House 
that  nothing  like  an  evasion  of  the  ques- 
tion could  mitigate  the  dissatisfaction,  and 
that  the  longer  a  complete  and  final  set- 
tlement was  postponed,  the  more  would 
the  prevailing  bitterness  be  augmented. 
The  words  of  the  right  hon.  Member  were 
these : — 

''He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Althorp) 
in  thinking  that  the  disputes  which  had  arisen 
on  the  subject  of  Church-rates,  in  different 
vestries,  were  likely,  if  allowed  to  continue, 

*  Hansard,  vol.  xxviii.  p,  66-71. 
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to  piove  prc^adicitl,  not  only  to  the  peace  of 
particular  parishes,  but  to  the  general  mtereats 
of  religioD,  It  was,  indeed,  said  by  his  hon. 
Friendy  the  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford, that  the  reaistance  to  the  payment  of 
rates  was  confined  to  forty  or  fifty  parishes ; 
bot  coold  any  one  doubt  that  the  same  spirit, 
when  inflamed  both  by  religious  animosity 
and  personal  pecuniary  interest,  would  pro* 
gressirely  spread  itself  to  a  much  more  for* 
midable  extent  ?  Another  motive  for  altering 
or,  at  least,  regulating  the  mode  of  imposing 
these  payments,  arose  from  the  abuses  which 
bad  notoriously  grown  up,  and  the  improper 
charges  which  had  been  included  to  swell  out 
their  amount.  For  instance,  the  parish  of 
ChristK!hurch,  Surrey,  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  voting  an  augmentation  to  the  income  of 
the  minister  out  of  the  Church-rates,  to  the 
amount  of  400i.  a^year.  If  that  were  an  aug- 
mentation consented  to  by  all  the  parties  who 
paid  Church-rates  in  that  parish,  it  would  be 
highly  meritorious  and  commendable ;  but  if, 
on  the  oootraiy,  it  should  be  imposed  merely 
by  a  majority  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
the  minority,  he  could  conceive  nothing  more 
calculated  to  create  irritation  and  resistance, 
particularly  if  that  mtnoritv  were  Dissenters 
from  the  Kstabli&hed  Church.  It  was  obvious 
that  if  such  an  allowance  could  regularly  be 
voted,  there  were  no  limits  to  which  it  might 
not  be  carried."* 

If,  in  the  parish  of  Cfaristchurch,  they 
bad  ceased  to  pay  the  salary  of  the  mtnit- 
ler  oat  of  the  Church-rates^  or,  if  in  the 
parish  of  Christcburch,  Charch-rates  bad 
been  extinguished,  the  objectionable  prac-> 
tice  bad  been  continued  in  Dover,  as  ap- 
peared by  a  proceeding  in  the  Court  of 
Arches  on  Wednesday  last,  and  which  he 
found  reported  in  the  public  newspapers. 
It  was  stated  by  the  counsel  on  one  side, 
and  admitted  by  the  counsel  on  the  other 
(the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Car* 
diflf  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his  place), 
that  in  the  Parish  of  Dorer  it  bad  long 
been  the  habit  to  pay  the  annual  stipend 
of  the  minister  out  of  the  Church-rates. 
This  custom  had  produced  the  usual  con- 
sequence, resistance,  and  an  individual 
in  rather  humble  life  was  under  monition, 
and  was  exposed  to  the  expenses  and 
annoyances  resulting  from  such  a  proceed- 
ing, whilst  society  there  was  involved  in 
all  the  evils  arising  from  this  distressing 
schism.  He  (Mr.  Eastbope)  snbmitted 
with  confidence,  whether  it  could  be  ad* 
vanta^eous  to  any  valuable  interest,  and 
especially  to  the  religion  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  that  such  scenes  should 
be  permitted  to  continue.    It  would  be 

*  Hansard,  vol.  xxii.  p.  1052. 


obvious,  that  a  Chareb  so  wealthy, 
and  80  amply  endowed  for  the  purposes 
of  religious  instrnction,  ought  not  to  re- 
sort to  anv  such  practice  for  the  payment 
of  its  ministers.  The  practice  was  utterly 
indefensible ;  he  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  an  hon.  Member  in  the  House  who 
would  support  it;  yet  it  had  not  only  pre- 
vailed in  1834,  but  it  existed  down  to  the 
present  moment,  and  was  still  the  ground 
of  strife  and  conflict.  An  interval  occur- 
red between  the  time  when  the  question 
was  introduced  under  the  powerful  aus- 
pices of  Lord  AUhorp,  and  the  period 
when  it  was  again  brought  forward  by 
Lord  Monteagle.  He  need  not  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  in  stating  the  rea- 
sons why  the  plan  of  Lord  AUhorp 
failed^  or  why  that  of  Lord  Monteagle  was 
unsuccessful ;  he  would  only  exprett  bis 
deep  regret,  that  the  latter  had  failed,  for 
surely  nothing  more  equitable,  or  more 
desirable  with  a  view  to  the  inteiests  of 
the  Established  Church  or  the  promotion 
of  religion,  could  possibly  have  been  de- 
vised. It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  ' 
the  House,  that  the  accounts  moved  for 
by  Lord  Althorp  in  1834,  showed,  that 
the  amount  of  cburch*rates  was  then  about 
560,000/. ;  and  his  Lordship  then  aUied, 
that  there  could  be  no  question  that  more 
than  half  that  expenditure  was  of  a  very 
equivocal  character,  and  that  by  prudeat 
management  it  might  be  avoided.  He 
believed  it  would  scarcely  be  disputed, 
that  a  large  part  of  the  total  sum  raised 
bv  church-rates,  constituting  an  intolera* 
ble  grievance,  and  being  extorted  from 
those  who  conscientiously  differed  from 
the  doctrines  of  the  Established  Church, 
was  occasioned  by  needless  and  profligate 
expenditure.  He  remembered,  that  in  a 
debate  upon  a  question  of  a  somewhat 
similar  cast  tbe  hon.  Baroneif  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  Bo^ 
bert  loglis)  said,  that  he  never  would 
voluntarily  pay  anytbine  towards  a  system 
of  religion  from  which  ne  conscientiously 
differed.  Such  was  the  substance  of  the 
hon.  Baronet's  declaration  in  a  discussion* 
be  believed,  on  tbe  grant  to  the  college  of 
Maynooth ;  and  surely  the  rule  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  prescribed  to  himself  ought 
to  be  extended  to  others :  and  he,  of  all 
men,  ought  to  be  most  ready  to  relieve 
those  who  complained,  that  they  could  not 
conscientiously  pay  church-rates.  Ac^ 
cording  to  the  opinions  of  Members  of  a 
former  House  of  Commons,  which  he  had 
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ready  it  mtgbt  have  been  expected,  that 
ere  now  this  intolerable  nuisance  would 
have  been  abated  ;  bat  he  would  ask  the 
Hoase  whether  church-rates  had  ceased 
to  be  a  source  of  conflict  and  animosity  ? 
The  hon.   Member   for    Kilkenny    (Mr. 
Hume)  had  that  night  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  a  gentleman  who  had  formerly 
been  a  Tictim,  and  had  endured  incarce- 
ration rather  than   consent  to   pay    the 
demand.     In  the  town  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  another  individual  had  been 
Imprboned  for  the  same  cause,  and  on  a 
former  occasion,  he  had  stated,  that  that 
individual  Was  an  object  of  general  sym- 
pathy and  commiseration.      One  of  the 
largest  meetings  ever  held  in  that  town, 
indeed,  one  of  the  largest  meetings  he  had 
ever  attended,  had  been  held  for  the  pur- 
pose of  expressing  that  sympathy,  and  to 
petition  the  House  for  his  release.     He 
wished  on  the  present  occasion  to  reeal 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  fact  he  had 
formerly  stated,  viz.,  that  in  a  ward  of  the 
borough  of  Leicester,  containing,  he  be- 
lieved, nearly  20,000  out  of  its  60,000 
inhabitants,  Mr.  Baines,  whilst  in  prison 
for  the  non-payment  of  church-rates,  was 
unanimoasly  elected  to  fill  a  vacancy  in  the 
corporation.    Sorely,  that  fact  afforded 
iome  evidence  of  sympathy.     He  bad  also 
•tated,  on  a  former  occasion,  what  he  felt 
ft  his  duty  to  repeat  upon  the  present,  that 
the  ministers  of  religion  had  found  this 
oppreisive  and  unjust  impost,  one  of  the 
gretleal  btndrancea^-one'of  the  most  ag- 
gravated difficoities^-one  of  the  severest 
afBictions  in  the  course  of  the  discharge  of 
their  sacred  duties.    It  had  been  stated  to 
him  by  a  gentleman  whose  name  was  well 
known  hi  the  history  of  this  country,  and 
connected  by  blood  with  the  great  man 
who  rendered  that  name  memorable —the 
rar.  Mr.  Eftkine,  now  removed  to  another 
place— that  during  his  ministerial  career, 
nothing  had  given  him  greater  pain,  or 
asore  obstructed    bis   clerical  functions, 
than  the   disputes  on  the    qoestk)n    of 
ehorch»rates.      Surely,    this  was  a  fact 
well  deserving  the  attention  of  the  friends 
€i  the  Established  Church.      No    hon. 
Member,  he  was  confident,  would  be  found 
to  argue,  that  any  good  could  possibly 
arise  to  the  Established  Church  from  the 
confitets  now  carried  on  in  all  quarters. 
He  asked  himself  this  question — has  the 
fMrediction,   that  this  strife  and  struggle 
would  continue  and  be  increased  been  ful- 
Med  ?    Why,  at  this  moment,  legal  pro- 


ceedings were  pending  in  relation  to  no 
fewer  than  the  following  places— Brain- 
tree,  Bradford,  Headcorn,  Sutton  Valence, 
Hackney,  Brentford,  Portsea,  Weymouth, 
Dover,  Ringwood,  Bedford,  Hayes,  Wi« 
venhoe,     Lancaster,     Great    Yarmouth, 
Abergavenny.      Not  only   had    church- 
rates  been  extinguished  in  large  populous 
towns,  but  in  places  of  minor  importance, 
situated  in  rural  districts,  where  the  influ- 
ence of  the   parochial    clergy   might  be 
supposed    to  be  most  powerful.      Who 
could  suppose,  that  the  kindly  intercourse 
which  ought  to  be  the  companion   and 
helpmate  of  religious  instruction  could  co- 
exist with  hostile  and  irritating  proceed- 
ings in  the  ecclesiastical  courts  ?     Fami- 
lies were  alarmed  at  the  threat  of  heavy 
costs — their  minds  from  day  to  day  were 
occupied  with  the  dread  of  ^lossible  incar« 
ceration,  and  their  feelings  were  perpetu- 
ally irritated  and  excited  by  being  required 
to    pay    that    which    their    consciences 
told    them   they   ought  to    refuse.     He 
knew,    that    he    should    now    be    told, 
as    on    former    occasions,   by   the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  the  Universiy 
of  Oxford,  that  this  was  not  a  question 
of  conscience,  but  of  property  ;  but  how 
could    that  be  a  question   of    property 
which  depended  on  the  will  and  pleasure 
of  individuals  meeting  in  vestry  at  Easter  ? 
How  could  that  be  a  question  of  property 
when  it  depended  upon  the  vote  of  the 
pariibioners  whether  any  rate  at  all  should 
be  fixed  ?    If  it  were  really  a  question  of 
property*  the  only  point  to  be  decided 
would  be  how  much  should  be  collected. 
The  question,  however,  always  was  whe- 
ther any  should  be  collected  [iVb,  no]. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said  '*  No,  no,"  and  he 
understood  him  to  advert  to  the  law  of 
the  case  as  delivered  by  Sir  Nicholas  Tyn* 
dal  in  the  judgment  be  delivered  in  tlie 
Exchequer  Chamber  in  the  Braintree  case. 
That  learned  judge  had  indicated  rather 
than  laid  down  the  positive  law — that  the 
parish  church  must  be  maintained,  and 
that  if  the  case  came  before  the  court  in 
another  form,  it  might  possibly  receive  a 
different  adjudication.    But  with  all  defe- 
rence to  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  might  ex* 
press  the  confidence  he  felt  in  the  opinmn 
of  her  Majesty^s  Attorney-general,  who 
on  this  subject  had  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  noble  Member  for  North  Lancashire. 
That  learned  and  hon.  Gentleman  had 
laid  it  down  as  his  positive  opinion—as  a 
matter    upon    which  he  entertained  no 
2C2 
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doubt — as  the  result  of  most  careful  con- 
sideration, and  'not  as  a  hasty  declaration 
in  the  course  of  debate,  which  a  Member, 
however  learned^  might  be  allowed  to  re- 
vise— that  church-rates  were  not  to  be 
dealt  with  under  any  existing  law  as  a 
question  of  property — that  no  rate  could 
by  possibility  be  made  without  the  consent 
of  the  majority  of  the  vestry,  and  that  no 
rate  otherwise  imposed  could  be  main- 
tained either  in  the  consistorial  courts  or 
in  the  courts  of  common  law.  In  the 
same  pamphlet  the  Attorney-general  re* 
ferred  to  the  authorities  of  Baron  Bay  ley 
and  Lord  Lyndhurst,  and  to  a  decision 
formerly  delivered  by  Sir  W.  Wynne,  and 
then  proceeded  as  follows  :— 

'*  I  may  boldly  ask,  if  this  were  law,  would 
it  not  have  been  acted  upon  in  some  one  of 
the  many  instances  in  which  church-rates  have 
been  refused  of  late  years?  The  civilians, 
and  the  common  lawyers,  and  equity  lawyers, 
who  have  been  consulted  about  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  an  obstinate  vestry,  while  they 
have  suggested  the  possibility  of  succeeding 
by  mandamus  or  monition,  or  bill  in  equity, 
appear  never  to  have  thought  of  the  plain, 
straightforward  course  of  the  churchwardens 
making  a  rate  by  their  own  authority.  Let  it 
not  be  supposed  that  this  has  been  prevented 
by  that  which,  were  there  such  a  power  upon 
a  refusal  by  the  vestry,  would  be  a  shallow  de- 
vice— an  adjournment  for  a  twelvemonth. 
Such  an  adjournment,  or  any  adjournment 
with  the  intention  of  refusing,  is  the  refusal  of 
a  rate  and  would  clearly  adroit  the  churchwar- 
dens to  the  exercise  of  any  power  which  a  re- 
fusal confers  upon  them/' 

He  might  here  observe  that  it  was  with- 
in the  knowledge  of  the  House  that,  in 
general,  church-rates  were  defeated  by 
parish  vestries  adjourning  the  question  for 
six  or  twelve  months,  the  Attorney-gene- 
ral saidy  that  it  was  impossible  for  such  a 
shallow  device  to  succeed  if  the  church- 
wardens could  proceed  on  their  own 
authority  to  make  a  rate,  but  that  any 
rate  to  be  binding  roust  be  imposed  by 
the  majority  of  the  parish.  He  then  pro- 
ceeded as  follows : — 

**  But  there  is  no  ground  for  saying  that  the 
authority  of  churchwardens  in  making  a  rate 
goes  farther  than  this—that  if  a  vestry  is  regu- 
larly called  to  make  a  rate,  and  none  except 
the  churchwardens  attend,  the  churchwardens 
then  constituting  the  vestry  may  make  a  rate ; 
as  I  conceive  that  they  might  do  any  other  act 
competent  to  the  vestry,  of  which  they  are 
members.  Lord  Holt  is  said  to  have  been  of 
opinion,  *  that  if  there  be  public  notice  given 
to  the  parishioners,  and  they  will  not  come, 
the  churchwardens  may  make  a  rate  without 


them.'  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  opinion  is 
sound,  and  that  it  is  the  only  foundation  for 
the  notion.,  that  the  churchwardens  can  make 
a  rate  without  the  parishioners.  A  more  ex- 
tensive power  in  the  churchwardens  was  un- 
known to  Lyndwood,  and  Gibson,  elaborately 
defining  the  power  of  the  churchwardens  in 
making  a  rate,  must  be  taken  to  deny  it: 
'  Rates  for  the  reparation  of  the  church  are  to 
be  made  by  the  churchwardens,  together  with 
the  parishioners  assembled  upon  public  notice 
given  in  the  church.  And  tne  major  part  of 
them  that  appear  shall  bind  the  parish ;  or,  if 
none  appear,  the  churchwardens  alone  may 
make  the  rate,  because  they,  and  not  the  pa- 
rishioners, are  to  be  cited  and  punished  in  de« 
fault  of  repairs.  But  the  bishop  cannot  direct 
a  commission  to  rate  tlie  parishioners,  and  ap- 
point what  each  one  shall  pay.' " 

With  all  respect  for  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  tne  Member  for  the  Univer« 
sity  of  Oxford,  he  (Mr.  Easthope)  appre- 
bended  that  the  House  and  the  country 
would  be  more  inclined  to  place  confidence 
in  a  legal  question  of  so  much  intricacy 
and  difficulty,  in  the  opinion  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney-general,  and  on  this 
ground  he  thought  there  was  no  probability 
of  any  adjudication  declaring  that  the 
churchwardens  and  clergymen,  being  in  a 
minority,  had  power  to  make  a  rate  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  parishioners  in  the 
usual  mode  of  assembling  for  the  purpose. 
If  such  were  the  case,  he  would  ask  whe* 
ther  it  was  likely  that  this  question  wonid 
thus  be  satisfactorily  set  at  rest  ?  Was  it 
probable  that  hereafter  it  would  present 
itself  in  a  less  complicated  shape,  surroun- 
ded by  fewer  difficulties,  or  less  forcibly 
pressed  upon  the  attention  of  Parliament 
than  at  the  present  moment?  On  the 
contrary,  was  it  not  to  be  expected,  that 
in  future  years  more  conscientious  indivi- 
duals, like  Mr.  Baines,  would  endure  the 
pain  of  imprisonment  rather  than  suflTe 
the  greater  pain  of  doing  that  which  was 
opposed  to  the  dictates  of  their  conscien- 
ces? Would  not  that  circumstance  of 
itself  lead  to  continued  and  violent  con- 
flicts regarding  church-rates,  and  would 
not  the  temple  of  God  be  even  still 
more  frequently  desecrated?  He  was 
sure  that  the  House  would  not  con- 
sent, and  least  of  all  the  hon.  baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford,  to  perpetuate  these 
scenes  of  strife  and  disorder.  No  man 
with  strong  religious  impressions — no  man 
who  was  anxious  to  promote  the  cause  of 
religion  and  the  best  interesta  of  the 
Church,  could  be  indifferent  to  such  pro- 
ceedings.    He  should  be  asked  how  he 
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proposed  to  remedy  these  evils,  and  whe- 
ther he  had  found  the  means  of  prevent- 
ing what  he  so  much  deprecated?  His 
reply  would  be,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he 
proposed  to  abolish  the  chief  ground  of 
discontent  —  Church-rates.  If  he  could 
establish  that  the  Church  would  be  able 
to  maintain  its  own  fabrics — that  its  mem- 
bers were  suflficiently  numerous  and 
wealthy,  and  that  they  were  not,  and 
could  not,  be  indifferent  to  the  cause  of 
religion — he  thought  the  House  would 
sec  the  reasonableness  of  requiring  them, 
like  the  Dissenters,  to  subscribe  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabrics  of  the  Church. 
His  bill  would  be,  to  abolish  Church-rates, 
and  to  empower  the  members  of  the  estab- 
lishment to  rate  themselves  in  respect  of 
pews  and  seats,  for  the  repair  and  support 
of  the  buildings  in  which  their  worship 
was  conducted.  He  was  aware,  that  there 
was  another  subject  of  some  difficulty  in 
connection  .with  this  question ;  he  alluded 
to  the  situation  of  churches  built  by  funds 
derived  from  mortgage.  Nobody  could 
be  so  wild  as  to  wish  to  violate  the  faith 
of  Parliament,  and  this  point  might  be  a 
fit  matter  for  consideration  by  a  committee. 
Of  course  where  individuals  had  advanced 
money  on  the  faith  of  acts  of  Parliament, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  interfere  with 
their  rights,  or  to  apply  the  proposed  law 
until  the  money  had  been  repaid.  All  he 
wished  to  do,  as  he  had  stated,  was,  to 
abolish  Church-rates,  and  to  empower  the 
members  of  the  Establishment  to  rate 
themselves  in  respect  of  pews  and  seats, 
and  he  believed,  that  ample  funds  would 
thus  be  provided  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  fabrics  of  the  Church.  Now,  in  con- 
firmation of  this,  he  had  received  a  letter, 
not  from  an  enemy  of  the  Church,  not 
from  an  individual  indifTerent  to  its  inter- 
ests, but  from  a  clergyman  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  whose  name  he  would 
state,  and  whose  communication  he  would 
read.  It  was  signed  by  the  rev.  J.  Lowry, 
dated  from  the  Vicarage  Burgh,  by  Sands, 
the  9th  of  March,  1841,  and  bearing  the 
post  mark  of  Carlisle  :-^ 

''  Sir — Observing  that  yonr  motion  for  the 
alteration  of  the  present  mode  of  providing 
for  the  repair  of  the  fabric  of  churches  is  fixed 
for  the  18th,  I  beg  leave  to  make  a  very  few 
remarks  upon  this  subject.  I  can  assure  you, 
that  the  fact  is,  that  in  many  parishes  in  this 
and  the  neighbouring  county  of  Westmore- 
land, Church-rates,  as  rates,  have  virtually 
ceased  and  determined.  In  this  parish  I  en- 
deavoured to  have  a  rate  madei  but  no  rate 


has  been  made,  but  was  resisted  on  principle,'' 
(and  to  this  part  he  begged  the  particular  at- 
tention of  the  House,)  '*  not  as  injurious  to 
Dissenters,  for  here  they  are  few,  but  as  un« 
just  to  the  farmer  and  occupier  for  the  time 
being,  and  I  much  doubt  whether  ever  a 
Church-rate  can  be  made.  No  rate  is  made 
in  Wigton.  None,  I  believe,  in  St.  Mary's 
Carlisle,  and  I  know  several  churches  which 
are  immeasurably  inferior  in  comfort  to  dis- 
s«  nting  chapels,  and  for  the  repairs  of  which 
the  incumbent  would  not  enforce  a  Church- 
rate  contrary  to  the  will  of  a  large  minority  of 
his  parishioners.  The  fact  is,  that  the  mea- 
sure which  was  proposed  by  Government, 
and  carried  by  a  small  majority  of  five  in 
your  House,  has  shaken  the  ancient  system  to 
its  foundation,  and,  unless  some  arrangement 
be  made,  will  create  multitudes  of  dissenters, 
if  rates  are  enforced  by  process  of  law.  I 
have  written  the  preceding  as  a  friend  to  the 
Established  Churcn,  and  I  conceive,  that  ua« 
less  some  alteration  be  made  speedily,  the 
congregations  will  diminish,  from  discomfort 
and  default  of  improvement. 

"  I  am,  Sir,  yours,  faithfully, 

**  J.  Lowar. 
'*  J.  Easlhope,  Esq. 

''P.  S.  As  I  am  a  stranger,  1  beg  to  add 
that  I  am  not  altogether  unknown  by  the 
county  and  city  members  of  Cumberland  and 
Carlisle.  "J.  L. 

''This  letter  is  at  your  service,  to  use  in 
any  way  you  please.^' 

He  felt  that  this  was  evidence  which 
was  not  to  be  slighted ;  it  was  not  the 
evidence  of  a  dissenter,  it  was  the  evi- 
dence of  a  gentleman  attached  to  the 
Established  Church,  and  a  member  of 
that  Church,  and  he  gave  his  opinion  that 
the  interests  of  the  Established  Church 
would  be  greatly  injured  by  this  con- 
tinued conflict  upon  Church-rates.  He 
had  received  another  letter  from  a  gentle- 
man, who  might  also  be  supposed  to  know 
something  of  the  Established  Church :  it 
was  signed  by  Frederic  Done,  churchwar- 
den of  St.  Andrew's,  Plymouth,  and  dated 
10th  of  March,  1841;— 

'' Sir— Observing  by  the  public  papers  that 
you  are  about  to  propose  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates — permit  me  to  enclose,  for  vour 
information,  a  statement  made  two  years  back 
of  our  church  affairs ;  and  since  that  time,  by 
the  same  means,  we  have  new-roofed  the 
church,  and  made  many  useful  repairs  and 
improvements.  The  parish  of  Charles  in  this 
town,  Tavistock,  Stoxe  near  Devonport,  are 
following  our  plan  of  a  pew-rental. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

''Your  most  obliged  humble  Servant, 

F.  BOHE." 
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'  He  stated,  also^  the  mode  io  which 
tliey  managed,  by  asaeuing  pews,  to  ob- 
tain, not  only  sufficient  for  the  repairs  of 
the  Church,  but  for  very  substantial  and 
useful  repairs,  by  which  they  had  pre- 
vented a  recourse  to  that  which  had  been 
the  cause  of  so  much  strife  and  discon- 
tent.  He  had  also  received  another  letter 
from  a  sincere  churchman  and  an  enemy 
of  Church-rates,  in  which  he  stated, 

*'  Sir—In  coniequence  of  what  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  duriDg  the  debate  on  your 
motion  respecting  Mr.  Baines,  I  take  the  li- 
berU  of  sending  you  the  following  case,  in 
connrination  of  your  statement,  that  '  dissent- 
ers are  not  alone  in  their  feelings  respecting 
the  impost  of  church-rates/  In  this  parish 
(Bury  Pomeroy,  Devonshire)  there  is  not  a 
single  dissentins  chapel,  but  as  Uie  Church 
will  not  hold  half  the  population,  and  is  some 
distance  from  the  most  populous  part  of  the 
parish,  a  chapel  of  ease  has  been  built,  the  con- 
gregation of  which  pay  largely  for  their  pews ; 
yet  they  are  also  askea  to  pay  to  a  churcn-rate 
for  tlie  miDor  expenses  ot  the  parish  church. 
But  about  a  year  since  the  vestry  refused  a 
church-rate  by  a  majority  of  three  to  on»— no 
dissenter  being  present.  Many  of  those  com- 
posing the  congregation  in  the  parish  church 
joined  those  who  support  tlie  chapel  of  ease  in 
opposing  the  rate,  on  the  grounas  that  it  was 
unjast  to  ask  those  supporting  the  chapel  of 
ease  to  pay  the  minor  expenses  of  the  parish 
church,  where  they  had  not  seats,  when,  by 
putting  a  small  pew  rate  on  the  seats  in  the 
parish  church,  they  might  do  away  with  a 
church-rate  entirely.^ 

Now,  he  thought,  that  these  cases  were 
sufficient  to  convince  the  House,  not  only 
that  chusch- rates  were  the  cause  of  con- 
flict with  dissenters*  who  professed  con- 
scientious objections  to  their  imposition, 
but  that,  in  the  opinion  of  Members  of  the 
established  Church,  the^  were  an  impost 
which  neither  agreed  with  their  feelings, 
nor  contributed  to  the  welfare  of  the 
Church  itself.  There  was  another  class 
whose  feelings  the  House  would  not  be 
inclined  slightly  to  pass  by,  the  opinions 
of  the  Society  of  Friends,  who  had  quietly 
and  silently  submitted  to  this  imposition 
from  the  origin  of  their  societv  soma  two 
centuries  since ;  and,  although  they  had 
quietly  submitted,  as  was  their  custom,  to 
the  distresses  for  this  impost,  yet  it  was 
impossible  for  human  nature  to  submit  as 
they  did  to  such  an  impost  without  die* 
oootent ;  which  it  would  neither  comport 
with  the  character  of  the  House  or  the 
advantage  of  the  country  to  leave  unmiti- 
gated. He  would  refer  to  a  letter  which 
be  had  received  from  a  member  of  the 


Society  of  Friends,  which  detailed  soom 
cases  of  fraud  that  bad  prevailed  under 
the  form  of  law  in  levying  the  amount  of 
these  rates.  The  House  would  recoUect* 
that  Lord  Altborp  had  called  its  atteolioo 
to  the  fact,  that  one  objection  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  church-rates  in  their  present 
shape  was,  that  a  larger  sum  of  money  was 
collected  than  was  required  for  any  real  be- 
nefit to  the  Church ;  and  he  thought,  thai 
the  facts  which  he  was  about  to  bring  before 
the  House,  in  relation  to  the  Society  of 
Friends,  would  be  evidence  of  such  job- 
bery  and  robbery  as  the  House  must  be 
desirous  to  avoid.  The  letter  was  dated 
Jubilee-place,  Pontefract,  22Dd  8  mo. 
1840:— 

<<  To  Thomas  Walton,  Mayor  of  PonltfracI: 
l*be  bearer  of  this  petition,  roy  Friendy 
Thomas  Thwaite,  requests  thy  interference  in 
the  case  of  Ann  Talham,  she  )haviog  last  year 
suffered  on  account  of  church-rates  amounting 
to  only  Is.  2kd,  an  exorbitant  distress,  and  has 
had  no  account  rendered  to  her,  nor  is  likely  to 
have  any,  as  a  fresh  demand  has  been  made 
for  another  church-rate  for  the  present  year ; 
she  tlierefore  solicits  thee  to  summon  Ihe  par- 
ties who  made  the  distress  to  bring  an  account 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  articles,  a 
statement  of  which  is  under,  which  will  obUge 
the  complainant,  Ann  Tatham. — ^Articles  dis- 
trained oy  Clwrles  Stephens  and  his  assistant  t 
one  copper  kettle,  2$td.i  one  brass  paiiy 4s.  | 
one  eoaUpan,  3s. ;  one  warmioa-pan,  6f . ;  one 
toasting-fork.  3i. ;  one  clothes-basket,  2s.  6d.  % 
one  oak  dinoer-trayi  3s.  6^.;  one  tea-tray, 
2s.  6d. ;  one  mortar  and  pestle,  li.  6(/. ;  one 
bright  bar,  2f.  6<i.— making  in  the  whole,  as 
valued,  30t.  The  effect  of  this  petition  was  to 
procure  an  secount  of  the  rate  and  ehaiges, 
which  the  officer  makes  to  be  exaciW  the  sum 
the  goods  sold  for,  yii.  18s.  Sid.  1  tofk  the 
affair  up,  and  stated  to  the  corporation»  that 
tlie  Act  of  William  and  Mary,  tne  fourUi.  in 
the  case  of  Quakers,  foreseeing  the  extortion 
of  constables,  limits  the  amount  of  law  charges 
to  lOf  for  a  churcli-rate ;  and  after  waiting 
for  more  than  a  year,  8s.  8)41.  are  ordered  to 
be  returned ;  but  even  in  this  case  the  fcmale 
suffers  a  toss  of  near  22s.  to  .pay  Is.  %^  of 
church-rate." 

NoW|  here  wu  a  system  that  bad  ex* 
isted  for  years,  which  individoab  occupy* 
ing  high  stations  in  that  Hooee  had  de- 
clared ought  not  to  go  OB,  which  justice 
demanded  should  not  continue,  which 
religion  required  to  be  remedied ;  and  yet 
the  House  bad  neglected  its  duty  Id  the 
country,  bt  permitung  it  to  remain.  Hie 
correspondent  then  said,  that  the  consta- 
ble's coarges  were  for  chnrch*rate  Is.  ^^i*t 
information  and  summons  6s.  6d^  and 
copy  of  disireas  irammt  Is.  6A,  aad  kty* 
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iiig,  nle  of  goods,  d^c.  €$•  6d.f  making  a 
total  of  18t.  BidL  to  raise  1^.12}^.  The 
same  iadif  idual  also  stated  the  amount  of 
rate  to  be  levied  in  six  difierent  cases,  and 
reaching  only  to  2'2L  Of.  5d.,  and  the  total 
lom  experienced  bj  indifiduals  after  pay- 
QMDl  of  the  2^L  Of.  6d,  by  the  sale  of 
their  goods^  &c.,  was  361.  I4s,  9</.,  and 
bis  conespoodent  added  :-^ 

**  It  will  be  observed  in  the  above  cases  that 
the  charges  allowed  by  the  justices  to  the  con- 
st&ble,  much  exceed  the  limit  of  the  act  of 
William  and  Mary  (the  4th)  to  lOf.  for  law 
charges.  It  will  be  seen  the  church-rate  for 
the  whole  amounted  to  22/.  0$,6iL,  and  the  loss 
sustained  by  law  charges  and  sale  of  goods 
below  real  value  make  the  account  35/.  14«.9c/. 
in  the  whole.  This  is  a  mild  representation  of 
the  effects,  becanse  it  must  be  observed,  to  the 
credit  of  the  churchwardens,  they  had  allowed 
several  years  to  accumnlatei  which  made  the 
charge  less  than  if  demanded  annually.  The 
rate  of  one  year  is  U,  2|d.,  and  the  loss  sus- 
tained in  goods  amounted  to  30«.  until  the 
overcharge  of  8t.  2d,  was  returned.'* 

Sueh  was  the  system,  that  in  the  year 
1834,  and  again  in  1837,  it  was  proposed 
to  remedy  by  legislation;  yet,  year  af- 
ter year  had  passed  by,  and  instead 
of  its  coming  before  the  House  under 
the  auspices  of  one  likely  to  give  it  full 
success,  it  was  left  to  an  individual  Mem- 
ber, unsupported  by  the  influence  of  offi- 
cial station.  He  scarcely  thought,  that 
the  House  would  refuse  to  entertain  the 
measure  which  he  had  to  propose;  he 
scarcely  thought  that  it  would  determine 
not  to  give  it  consideration ;  yet  he  could 
scarcely  hope  that  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  and  in  the  short 
remaining  time  of  the  present  Session, 
it  would  be  possible  to  accomplish  the 
end  which  he  earnestly  desired.  This, 
however,  he  confidently  hoped,  that  an- 
other year  would  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  the  subject  being  taken  up  by 
|ier  Higesty's  Government,  in  such  a  form 
as  would  put  an  end  to  that  conflict,  to 
that  bitterness,  and  to  that  strife,  which 
had  been  over  and  over  again  proclaimed 
by  the  House,  to  be  at  variance  with  the 
justice  and  policy  which  ought  to  influ- 
eooe  the  Qovernment  and  the  Legislature 
of  this  country,  He  was  also  satisfied 
that  the  House,  would  not  suffer  the  fee* 
UenesB  of  the  advocate  to  interfere  with 
the  importance  of  the  question ;  but  that 
it  would  look  to  the  subject  and  the  sub- 
ject alone.  He  implored  the  House  to 
gtv#  its  best  attention  U>  that  which  hd 


was  convinced  would  conduce  to  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  the  country;  and  he 
made  that  appeal  in  the  full  reliance  (hat, 
if  they  entertained  his  proposal  now,  even 
though  it  should  not  be  passed,  it  would, 
at  least,  be  the  precursor  to  a  more  perfect 
and  successful  measure.  He  would,  there- 
fore, conclude  by  asking  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  abolish  Church-rates,  and  to 
empower  the  Members  of  the  Established 
Church,  to  levy  a  tax  on  pews  and  seats 
for  the  maintenance  of  churches. 

Mr.  GouUnim  before  the  question  was 
put,  wished  to  make  a  suggestion  upon 
a  matter  of  form.  The  hon.  Member,  in 
the  explanation  of  his  measure,  had  been 
so  short — he  meant  in  the  explanation, 
not  the  speech — that  he  did  not  exactly 
comprehend  the  measure  which  the  hon. 
Member  intended  to  propose.  He  looked, 
however,  to  the  notice,  and  found  that  it 
was  intended  **  to  levy  a  tax  on  pews  and 
seats  for  the  maintenance  of  the  cnurches,'' 
and  if  that  were  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member's  bill,  ho  conceived  that  it  came 
within  the  rule  of  the  House,  which  re- 
quired them  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  before  they  assented  to  its 
introduction.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  Speaker  whether  the  present  question 
could  be  put? 

Mr.  Easthope  hoped  that  the  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be 
found  available.  In  his  bill  he  had  fol- 
lowed the  precedent  of  other  acts  of  Par- 
liament, that  had  passed  that  House — he 
held  one  in  his  hand,  and  there  were 
others  to  which,  as  he  thought,  no  such 
rule  had  been  applied.  The  act  which  he 
had,  was  the  2nd  William  4th.,  c.  26, 
and  was  entitled 

"  An  act  to  equalise  the  ecclesiastical  burdens 
in  the  parish  of  St.  Mary,  Islington,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex ;  for  partially  altering  the 
rents  and  profits  of  the  Stone  Fields  estate, 
within  the  said  parish  Church  of  St.  Mary, 
Islington,  and  the  Chapel  of  ease  thereto,  and 

for  other  purposes  connected  therewith.'' 

» 

He  had  followed  the  precedent  set  by 
that  act,  and  no  doubt  that  did  not  begin 
in  a  committee  of  the  whole  House. 

Mt.  Qonlbum  said,  that  the  operation 
of  that  act  was  limited  to  the  particular 
parish,  and  it  was  either  wholly  private 
or  partly  private  and  partly  public,  and 
was  thus  under  a  different  order :  whereas 
the  hon.  Membei^s  bill  was  for  levying 
a  general  tax,  which  brought  it  under 
the  ordinary  rule  of  the  House, 
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Mr.  Easthope  might  be  permitted  to  I 
state,  that  he  did  not  intend  by  his  bill 
to  make  taxation  imperative  in  every  case, 
but  only  to  give  persons  duly  assembled 
in  vestry,  if  they  should  think  fit,  a  power 
to  levy  a  tax  on  the  pews  and  seats  of 
their  respective  churches. 

The  Speaker  observed  that  if  it  were 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  levy 
a  general  tax  upon  pews  and  seats  for  the 
maintenance  and  repairs  of  churches,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  course  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  would  be  necessary,  and  that 
the  House  must  first  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee.  But  it  appeared  from  the 
explanation  which  had  just  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  that  it  was  his 
intention  merely  to  give  a  power  to  the  vestry 
in  each  particular  parish,  to  levy  a  tax 
upon  pews  and  seats  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  parish  church.  In  such  a  case  it 
was  unnecessary  to  proceed  by  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  For  although  the  old 
rule  of  the  House  applied  to  all  taxes,  the 
practice  of  the  House  had  of  late  years 
been  different,  and  the  Highway  Bill,  Mu- 
nicipal Corporation  Bill,  Irish  Poor-law 
Bill,  and  Scotch  prisons  Bill,  had  all  been 
introduced  without  a  previous  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  being  considered 
bills  imposing  taxes  of  an  entirely  local 
nature.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
considered  that  the  bill  might  very  properly 
be  brought  in  by  motion,  and  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  House  in  the  first 
instance  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

The  question  having  been  put. 

Viscount  Morpeth  merely  rose  to  state, 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  upon  that 
occasion  to  raise  any  obstacle  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  the  introduction  of 
the  bill  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  principle 
to  which  her  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  prepared  to  give  their  acquiescence 
was,  to  leave  the  matter  to  chance  or 
option  whether  the  fabrics  of  the  churches 
should  be  preserved  or  not.  That  certainly 
was  a  matter  of  principle  from  which  her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  prepared 
to  recede.  At  the  same  time  he  was  quite 
alive  to  the  objections  which  existed 
against  the  present  system,  and  which 
had  been  detailed  with  great  perspecuity 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Leicester,  to  which  no  one  was  more  alive 
tbaa  himself.    He  did  not,  of  course^  «I« 


lude  to  the  principle  of  Church-rates,  bat 
the  obvious  and  palpable  results  of  the 
present  system,  and  to  the  heart-buiDings 
and  irritation  which  were  the  more  pre- 
vailing and  not  less  mischievous  results. 
Many  localities  were  harassed  by  the 
present  mode,  and  he  was,  therefore, 
friendly  to  any  well-devised  substitute  for 
the  present  system.  The  Government  of 
Lord  Grey  and  the  Government  of  Lt>rd 
Melbourne  had  each  introduced  a  plan, 
but  on  being  laid  upon  the  Table,  it 
did  not  appear  to  obtain  that  degree  of 
acquiescence  which  could  inspire  the  hope 
that  it  would  lead  to  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. As  he  understood  from  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  did  not  in- 
tend, in  the  body  of  his  bill,  to  find  in  all 
cases  a  substitute  for  the  deficiency  caused 
by  the  total  abolition  of  Church-rates,  he 
only  proposed  that  it  should  be  a  matter 
of  chance  and  option  whence  the  funds 
should  come ;  and  whilst  this  was  left  to 
chance  and  option,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  give  his  sanction  to  the  total  ab<rittion 
of  Church-rates.  However,  as  he  thought 
it  due  to  the  importance  of  the  subject 
that  every  proposition  for  a  remedy  should 
be  duly  considered,  as  it  was  desirable  to 
have  some  settlement  of  the  question,  and 
as  the  hon.  Member  himself  proposed  to 
effect  some  substitution  for  the  present 
compulsory  mode,  without  taking  upon 
himself  to  say  that  the  proposed  substitu- 
tion would  be  adequate  in  amount,  or 
satisfactory  in  its  application  ;  yet,  with  a 
view  of  considering  that  question,  and 
not  conceiving  that  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  to  the  introduction  of  the 
bill  implied  any  sanction  to  the  uncon- 
ditional abrogation  of  Church-rates,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  object  to  the  intro- 
duction of  this  bill,  reserving  to  himself 
full  power  to  give  the  most  ample  con- 
sideration to  its  details,  and  when  he  saw 
the  details,  to  give  to  or  withhold  from, 
the  bill  itself,  his  assent. 

Sir  R,  H.  Inglis  observed,  that  a  fort- 
night ago  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Colonies,  had  said,  that  if  the  pre- 
sent motion  vrere  not  likely  to  give  rise  to 
any  discussion,  he  would  not  object  to  its 
being  pressed  at  that  time ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  went  further,  and  he  stated  with  a 
full  recollection  of  what  he  said  on  former 
occasions,  that  if  the  bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  simply  abrogated 
Church-rates,  he  would  not  assent  to  its 
introduction,  but  its  be  uoderetood  that 
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tbe  hon.  Member  provided  a  Bubstitute, 
he  thought  it  would  be  fair  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  be  allowed  to  make  his 
statement  and  introduce  his  measure. 
There  was  something  plausible  in  this, 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  might  justify  his  assent  that 
there  was  to  be  some  definite  plan  sug- 
gested in  the  bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester^  which  might  justify  his  acqui- 
escence in  the  other  part  of  the  measure. 
But  'he  would  ask  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  been  present  during  any  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  even  the 
BoUe  Lord,  whether  they  could  conceal 
from  themselves,  that  the  utmost  security 
which  the  Church  and  people  would  have 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric,  would 
be  as  vain  and  illusory  as  the  bitterest 
enemy  of  the  Church  could  desire  ?  Al- 
though he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  was  wrong  in  his  interpreta- 
tion of  the  law,  as  to  the  assent  of  the 
Testry  being  necessary,  yet  could  the 
Doble  Lord  conceal  from  himself,  that  by 
the  present  bill  he  would  be  transferring 
the  popular  discretion  as  to  the  imposition 
of  a  rate  on  the  whole  property  of  the 
parish  to  a  simple  tax  or  impost  upon 
pews  and  seats  in  the  church?  It  was 
perfectly  illusorv  to  propose  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this,  for  the  right  which  the 
Church  and  the  people  of  England  had 
now  to  the  maintenance  of  the  fabrics  of 
the  churches.  Yet  it  was  because  of  this 
distinction,  in  what  was  proposed  this 
year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
and  that  which  was  proposed  last  year  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  that  her 
Majesty's  Government,  forgetting  not  only 
their  votes,  but  their  speeches,  now  gave 
their  assent  to  the  present  motion.  He 
oould  not  but  recollect  that  every  one  of 
the  Cabinet  Ministers  in  that  House  voted 
against  the  bill  proposed  b^  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  to  abohsfa  Church- 
rates,  whilst  they  now  voted  for  a  bill 
which  abolished  Church-rates,  and  pro- 
vided a  substitute  as  vain  as  the  worst 
enemy  of  the  Church  could  desire.  How 
coald  they  justify  the  course  they  were 
now  taking?  Not  only  had  every  one  of 
the  Cabinet  Ministers  voted  against  the 
bill  last  year  proposed,  but  it  was  voted 
against  by  every  one  over  whom  tbe  Cabi« 
net  had  influence.  He  contended,  there- 
fore, that  the  question  then  before  the 
House  was,  whether  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
iite  did  or  did  not  consider  the  proposal  of 


the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  ?  If  he  did  consider  it  suffi- 
cient, why  did  he  not  give  his  full  assent 
to  the  bill  ?  if  he  did  not,  why  did  he  per- 
mit it  to  be  introduced,  when  he  knew 
that  it  had  no  chance  of  attaining  a  second 
reading  ?  He  was  not  at  liberty  to  attri- 
bute motives  to  hon.  Members;  but  he 
might  say,  that  certain  measures  had  cer* 
tain  tendencies,  and  he  contended  that  the 
assent  now  given  to  this  bill  would  not 
have  been  given  under  other  circumstances. 
It  had  been  given  under  the  influence  of 
the  present  crisis.  He  was  ready  to  listen 
to  any  reasoning  against  his  conclusion, 
but  the  coincidence  was  remarkable.  He 
knew  that  last  year  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment distinctly  objected  to  a  bill 
for  the  abrogation  of  Church>rates,  and 
their  altered  conduct  now  must  arise 
from  their  view  of  the  crisis  in  which 
they  were  placed,  or  on  the  opinion 
that  the  panacea  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  had  proposed  was 
sufficient  to  cure  all  the  ills  on  which  he 
had  been  making  such  an  elaborate  state- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  had  read  a  list 
of  places,  in  which  the  raw  material  of 
suits  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts  had  been 
found.  He  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  had  counted 
those  places,  and  he  found,  that  out  of 
13,000  parishes  in  England,  there  were 
but  fourteen  in  which  there  was  found  any 
suits  ;  he  thought,  that  this  was  sufficient 
evidence,  that  although  there  was  excite- 
ment in  particular  places,  it  was  limited 
to  those  localities,  and  was  gradually  di- 
minishing even  in  those ;  that  it  was  li- 
mited in  its  sphere,  and  diminishing  in  its 
activity.  They  had  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  state  the  gradual  diminu- 
tion of  this  hostility  in  the  borough  which 
he  represented,  and  he  believed  that  the 
more  the  law  was  understood,  the  more 
this  hostility  would  decrease.  With  re- 
spect to  the  judgment  of  the  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  he  would 
only  observe,  that  he  believed,  that  the 
extreme  remedy  was  not  yet  exhausted ; 
that  there  was  a  way  by  which  the  present 
difficulties  would  be  overcome,  and  before 
he  interfered  with  the  Established  Church, 
he  wanted  to  see  whether  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood,  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
provide  for  all  its  wants.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  had  also  referred  to 
a  statement  made  by  him  (Sir  R.  H.  In- 
glis), that  he  would  not  voluntarily  con- 
tribute to  a  cburchi  the  doctrines  of  which 
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be  disapproved.  The  power  of  the  law  to 
enforce  aome  means  of  supporting  the 
Church  could  not  be  qaestioned ;  and  if 
that  were  so,  the  question  was  not,  what 
was  the  amount  which  should  be  paid. 
There  was  no  doubt,  that  property  of  all 
classes  or  descriptions  was  liable  to  pay 
cburch-ratea— property,  whether  occupied 
by  dissenters  or  not,  must  be  always  sub* 
ject  to  some  iroposti  subject  of  course,  to 
the  discretion  of  the  veslry  or  of  the 
chorcbwardens.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  had  read  a  communication  from 
the  ficar  of  Burgh«on-Sands,  who  stated, 
that  church-rates  would  produce  ruin  to 
the  ecclesiastical  system  at  present  estab* 
lished  in  England,  for  he  said,  that  the 
congregations  diminished.  He  hoped, 
that  ibis  was  not  the  case,  and  that  no 
such  discomforts  as  be  described,  would 
be  produced  in  respect  of  the  public  wor- 
ship of  the  country— a  worship  which  he 
believed  was  the  best  inheritance  of  the 
poor  man.  He  contended  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  maintain  that  which 
was  the  property  of  the  nation,  and  not 
remove,  by  the  adoption  of  this  measure, 
that  which  was  a  legal  impost.  The  effect 
of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite,  would  be  to  deprive  the  poor 
man  of  bis  right  to  enter  a  church  at  all. 
It  would  render  all  seats  and  pews  liable 
to  be  taved*  [JVb,  no  I]  if  it  were 
not  so,  he  could  only  say,  that  it 
must  be  very  different  in  its  provi- 
sions from  that  which  seemed  to  be 
implied  by  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  for  the  meaning  of  that  notice  must 
be  taken  to  be  that  the  seats  and  pews 
should  be  taxed  for  the  maintenance  of 
public  worship.  [Mr.  Eoithopc :  Not  all 
feats.]  The  hon.  Member  might  make 
certain  qualifications  in  his  bill,  but  he 
could  only  judge  from  the  notice,  which 
seemed  to  say,  that  all  pews  and  seats 
should  be  taxed.  But  he  said,  that  when 
they  found  that  the  measure  of  the  hon. 
Member,  which  the  House  was  called 
upon  to  sanction,  was  not  to  be  impera- 
tive or  binding,  even  on  those  who  occu- 
C'ed  the  pews  and  sittings,  they  could  not 
It  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  if  they 
adopted  that  measure  m  lieu  of  the  pre- 
sent solid  foundation  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment which  existed,  they  would  accede 
to  a  mere  illusory  propositioni  which 
wouldbreakdown,as  thehon.  Member  said, 
that  the  church-rate  had  failed  in  the  four- 
\$w  piacesithenames  of  whichbehadquot* 


ed,  whenever  there  was  sufficieotexoitemettt 
on  the  part  of  the  diseestefs  to  ei&ct  ite 
destruction.  For  these  reasons,  and  many 
others,  which  he  still  fdt  as  strongly  as 
he  had  ever  done,  and  believing,  in  the 
first  place,  that  even  if  the  measure  of  the 
hon«  Member  were  less  objectionable  than 
it  was,  it  could  not  receive  that  cooeidera** 
tion  in  the  present  Session  which  was  due 
to  the  im(K>rtance  of  the  subject ;  and 
believing  aJso  that  obieotionable  as  it  was, 
it  should  be  resisted  in  ever^  possible 
shape,  he  should  give  his  opposition  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  it  had  not  been 
his  intention  to  address  the  House  so  early 
in  the  CTening  upon  the  subject,  but  that 
he  felt  himself  called  upon  lo  rise,  in 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  who  had  just  sat  down.  With 
regard  to  the  time  at  which  this  bill  had 
Imn  brought  in,  and  the  object  with 
which  it  had  been  introduced,  he  couid 
assure  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  be  waa  en* 
tirely  in  error  in  the  statement  which  he 
had  made.  That  this  bill  should  be 
brought  in  was  agreed  upoo  as  long  ago 
as  the  month  of  December.  The  boo. 
Member  for  Leicester  and  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  been  at  Leicester  in  that  month,  and 
a  meeting  was  then  held,  at  which  he  had 
attended  with  the  hon.  Member,  and 
which,  he  must  say,  was  the  most  numer- 
ous and  the  most  enthusiastic  meeting  of 
dissenters  at  which  he  had  ever  been  pre* 
sent.  A  request  had  then  been  made  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  to  bring  in 
a  bill  early  in  the  Session,  and  he  had 
been  honoured  by  his  being  requested  to 
second  the  proposition,  and  there  could  be 
no  allegation,  therefora,  more  unfounded 
than  that  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  hoped,  that  the 
House  would  no  longer  believe»  thai 
the  introduction  of  the  measure  was  in 
anywise  attributable  to  any  anticipation 
of  an  election.  He  believed,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  upon  this 
question  had  never  varied,  and  he  should 
wish  to  know  why  the  opinion  of  the  ho0« 
Baronet  had  been  altered.  He  believed, 
that  he  was  correct  in  stating,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  voted  for  the  abolition 
of  Church-rates  in  1834.  [Sir  B.  In* 
glis :  No,  no.]  He  was  under  the  impiea- 
sion  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  one  of  the 
majority  of  256,  who  on  that  occasion 
voted  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates,  in  opposition  to  a  minority  of  140« 
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Upoo  Ihat  oomsion,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  bad 
voted  io  the  miDoriiy,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  he  bad  ever  bad  the  good  for- 
iaoe  to  be  in  a  minority  with  the  bon. 
Baronet  on*  any  Church  qneition,  and  it 
was  certainly  fifty  to  one  that  the  bon. 
Baronet  had  taken  a  view  entirely  differ- 
ent from  that  which  he  (Mr.  Hume)  bad 
espoused.    The  boo.  Baronet  said,  Uiat 
the  Church  would  be  starved  if  ii  were 
called  upon  to  support  its  own  edifices, 
and  he  seemed  to  think,  that  the  Chuieh- 
rates  were  alone  applied  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  baildings  of  the  Establish- 
ment.     If  the  bon.  Baronet,  however, 
looked  to  the  returns  laid  before  that 
House,  he  would  find,  that  no  less  than 
39,382/.  bad  been  raised  by  pew  rents,  to 
be  applied  towards  the  erection  of  such 
edifices.   The  boo.  Member  for  Leicester, 
therefore,  was  only  extendinpc  a  principle 
wbicb  already  existed,  with   this  ditkt- 
ence*  that  bis  proposed  measure  would 
lay  tbe  assessment  on  Church-goers  only ; 
it  woold  compel  those  who  attended  the 
Church  to  support  it,  instead  of  tlirowiog 
its  maintenance  most  unjustly  on  the  Dis- 
senters.    He  sakl  most  unjustly,  for  rea- 
sons which  he  would  state  to  tbe  House. 
Oiiginally  tithes  were  given  to  maintain 
tbe  churches.    Why  was  not  that  system 
continued,  by  which  those  funds  were  le- 
gitimately applied  to  their  own  proper 
purposes?    Because  they  had  been  ab» 
solved  from  such  an  appiicatioo,  and  that 
very  property  which  bad  been  given  for 
the  supiKMrt  of  the  Establishment  had  been 
stolen,    He  contended,  that  tbe  right  of 
tbe  Church  to  call  for  these  rates,  rested 
upon  no  better  ground  than  that  of  the 
pickpocket,  who  put  his  band  into  the 
pocket  of  another  to  take  from  it  its  con- 
tents.   With  regard  to  the  maintenance 
of  these  impostsi  he  uiged,  that  it  was 
impossible  that    the  law  could  support 
their  being  demanded.    If  it  did,  why,  he 
asked,  were  they  not  paid?    That  they 
were  not  paid  was  obvious,    and    they 
amounted  in  effect,  therefore,  to  a  mere 
voluntary  payment.     The  bon.  Baronet 
said,  that  the  number  of  disputes  upon 
questions  of  Church-rates  had  much  di* 
minished ;  but  was  he  aware  of  the  cause 
of  that?    Those  who  had  tried  to  supoort 
them  had  given  up  the  attempt,  and  had 
ceased  tocontioue  those  struggles  in  which 
they  knew  that  they  must  be  unsucceu- 
fol,  and  so  far  from  the  result  being  an 
ackaowledgmeat  of  the  impcisibility  of 


their  opposing  the  collection  of  these  im- 
posts, it  was  an  absolute  confession  of  the 
justice  of  that  opposition  to  what  was 
deemed  a  harsh  and  unjust  tax.  He  found 
that    the  amount    of   repairs  done  was 
248,000/.,  of  which  56,000/.  was  supplied 
by  endowments,  so  that  the  whole  amount 
which  would  be  required  to  be  produced 
by  the  poor  unfortunate  Church  of  Eng- 
land, as  it  was  attempted  to  be  called, 
was  considerably  under  200,000/.  for  its 
own  support ,  and  looking  at  the  sums  of 
money  actually  applied  to  the  repairs  of 
the  edifices  of  the  Establishment,  and 
seeing,  that  tbe  Dissenters  were  taxed  not 
merely  for  those  repairs,  but  for  all  tbe 
other  charges  of    organs,    books,  wine, 
clerks'  salaries,  dsc,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  was  most  unreasonable  that  they  should 
any  longer  be  called  upon  for  such  sup- 
plies to  meet  the  demands  of  those  plu- 
ralists,  who  appeared  to  think  that  they 
were  entitled  to  receive  enormous  sums 
from  them  for  their  own  maintenance  only. 
Ireland,  it  was  to  be  observed,  had  been 
relieved  of  her  difficulties  in  this  respect ; 
and  seeing  this,  and  that  in  Scotland  no 
Chufch-rates  were  paid,  with  a  small  ex. 
caption  in  Edinburgh,  he  asked  whether 
it  was  fit  that  tbe  present  system  should 
be  allowed  to  continue  in  England  ?    He 
found,  that  since  the  year  1 800,  a  sum  of 
6,678,000/.  had  been  paid  for  tbe  support 
of  the  Church,  besides  about  5,500,000/. 
in  tithes.    The  interest  of  this  amount 
alone  would  have  been  more  than  sufii- 
cient    to  maintain    the  edifices  of   tbe 
Church  for  ever;  and  he  thought,  there* 
fore,  that  churchmen  ought  to  be  by  this 
time  ashamed  of  the  continued  reception 
of  the  money  of  Dissenters  for  this  ob« 
jeet.    When  Church-rates  were  originally 
granted,  it  was  because  all  tbe  population 
of  the  country  were  of  the  same  religion, 
and  there  were  no  Dissenters;  but  the 
same  state  of  things  did  not  now  exist, 
and  that  class  which  before  universally 
prevailed  being  now  diminished,  should 
no  longer  be  entitled  to  call  upon  the  rest 
of  the  people  to  support  their  Church. 
He  bad  prepared  a  statement  of  tbe  real 
situation  of  the  Dissenters  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland,  in  readiness  for 
that  discussion  which  was  expected  to 
have  taken  place  during  the  last  Session 
upon  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  H.  Inglis),  but  which  be  had  not  then 
been  able  to  use.    The  population  of  Bri- 
tain m  1831,  was  16,589,000,  of  Ireland^ 
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7,767,000.  The  increase  iu  ten  years  was 
a  trifle  under  15  per  cent. ;  but  for  the 
nine  years  elapsed  since  tlie  census,  tak* 
ing  it  at  13  per  cent.,  the  result  was  as 
follows : — 

England,  including  the  army  and 

navy        ...*»..     16,100,000 

Scotland     . 2,640,000 

Ireland 8,776,000 

27,516,000 

This  existing  population,  in  respect  to 
religion,  might  be  classified  as  follows: — 

CBUBCaJim.      DZSSIllTKBBt 

In  England,  Uie  Churchmen 

to  DiaMOten  is  5  to  4  .  .  B,poj000  7.150,000 
In  SooUnd,  M  5  to  3  .  •  1,584,000  1,056»000 
la  Iielaad,  the  ouct  proper* 

tion  in  1834  was  1  to  9)  •  859,000        7,984,000 

11,386,000      16,130,000 

In  the  British  Isles,  then,  the  dissenters 
exceeded  the  adherents  of  the  Church  in 
the  proportion  of  seven  to  five.  He  thought 
that  this  question  having  been  already  be- 
fore the  House,  and  the  House  having  in 
1834  b^  a  majority  of  116,  and  in  1837 
by  a  majority  of  five,  acceded  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  involved  in  this  motion,  the 
hon.  Baronet  ought  not  now  to  resist  the 
introduction  of  the  bill  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  did  not  ask  the  hon.  Baronet,  to  agree 
to  the  details  of  the  measure,  which  might 
be  the  subject  of  after  consideration,  but 
he  thought  that  the  House  should  not 
resist  the  present  proposition.  Some  doubts 
had  been  expressed  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
details  of  the  bill,  but  he  believed  they 
would  be  found  to  be  these.  The  hon. 
Baronet  was  aware  that  there  were  endow- 
ments in  many  parishes  which  could  be 
applied  (o  the  repair  of  churches ;  it  was 
proposed  that  wherever  there  was  not  a 
sufficient  endowment  to  complete  the  re- 
pairs which  should  be  requisite,  the  vestry 
ahould  be  empowered  to  assess  those  go- 
ing to  the  churches  and  using  the  pews  to 
such  an  amount^  as  to  produce  so  much 
as  should  be  required  for  the  repairs.  That 
was,  he  thought,  a  fair  proposition ;  and 
at  all  events,  be  hoped  that  the  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  would  not  reject  the  chance  which 
was  now  afforded  him,  of  settling  that 
cause  of  discord  and  confusion  which  had 
so  long  prevailed.  It  might  be  so  «ftsily 
removed* 

Mr.  Ooulbum  said,  that  he  was  afraid 
that  if  any  other  hon.  Member  rose  before 
he  bad  ofl^red  his  sentiments  to  the  House, 
be  should  be  accused  of  offering  a  fac- 
tious opposition  to  the  principle  of  this 


measure,  because  it  was  his  intention  to 
express  the  same  views  upon  this  subject 
as  those  which  were  entertained  by  the 
hon.  Baronet.  If  he  thought,  that  there 
was  anyjpossibility  of  the  bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester,  being  brought  for- 
ward at  any  future  period  in  the  course  of 
this  Session  for  discussion,  he  might  be 
disposed  now  to  enter  into  the  question 
fully,  and  to  offer  arguments  against  it ; 
but  he  was  sure  that,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, the  obtaining  leave  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member,  to  bring  in  his 
bill  would  have  no  further  effect  &an  the 
introduction  of  the  bill,  and  that  no  other 
result  would  be  produced  by  it  beyond 
that  popularity  which  he  might  gain  with 
those  whose  views  he  had  favoured  in  adopt-* 
ing  the  course  he  had  pursued.  Feeling, 
therefore,  that  it  was  impossible  that  any 
decision  could  be  arrived  at  this  Session 
upon  this  question,  when  there  were  so 
many  others  of  much  greater  importance 
which  had  been  abandoned  by  the  Go- 
vernment by  reason  of  there  not  being 
time  to  discuss  them,  while  he  should  not 
oppose  the  introduction  of  the  bill,  he 
must  not  be  supposed  to  give  the  least 
sanction  or  support  to  its  proposed  provi« 
sions.  He  maintained,  as  he  ever  had, 
that  the  continued  support  of  the  means 
of  religious  instruction  to  the  people,  and 
of  the  means  of  religiou%  worship  also, 
was  incumbent  upon  us  all,  not  only  as 
Members  of  any  particular  faith,  but  as 
persons  desirous  for  the  maintenance  of 
religion  generally.  He  could  show  that 
this  was  as  important  to  the  Dissenter  as 
to  the  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
but,  as  he  had  already  said,  this  was  not 
a  time  at  which  he  felt  called  upon  to 
enter  into  the  question.  With  regard  to 
the  bill  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  must  say, 
that  he  had  never  heard  a  proposition 
made  more  calculated  to  contraaict  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
He  said  that  his  object  was,  not  to  lessen 
the  religious  influence  of  the  Church  of 
England  over  the  different  members  of 
the  Church,  and  that  another  object  which 
he  had  in  view  was  to  put  an  end  to  dis- 
sensions in  the  various  parishes  of  the 
kingdom  upon  the  subject  of  Church-rates. 
What  were  the  propositions  of  the  hon. 
Member  ?  First  of  all,  be  proposed  that 
taxes  should  be  levied  on  those  inhabi- 
tants of  a  parish  who  went  regularly  to 
Church.  The  Parliament  of  Queen  Eliza* 
beth  bad  laid  a  tax  ou  those  who  did  not 
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go  to  Church,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  said,  that  the  proposition  was 
to  lay  a  lax  on  every  person  who  was  a 
Church-goer.  The  very  efTect  of  this 
would  be  to  increase  the  influence  of  the 
Church  of  England,  not  only  by  securing 
immediate  followers  for  it,  but  also  by 
obtaining  for  it,  as  its  supporters,  those 
persons  whose  religious  instruction  was 
obtained  through  its  means.  **  But,''  said 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  '*  I  will 
put  an  end  to  those  discussions  which 
take  place  at  vestries."  At  present  ves- 
tries had  a  discretion  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Church-rates,  and  it  was  found 
that  the  Dissenters  were  unable  to  with- 
stand the  determination  which  existed  to 
fix  such  rates.  What  was  proposed  to  be 
done  by  this  bill?  Still  to  leave  the 
power  of  taxing  in  the  hands  of  the  ves- 
tries, where  it  at  present  rested.  What 
was  the  cause  of  Dissension  now  ?  That 
that  very  power  was  exercised,  which  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  still  to  enable 
them  to  exercise.  He  was  anxious  to 
reserve  to  himself  the  fullest  power  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  bill, 
and  if  the  bill  should  reach  that  stage,  he 
should  do  so  upon  the  ground  to  which 
he  had  already  referred,  that  it  was  to 
the  interest  of  all,  whether  Dissenters  or 
Churchmen,  to  maintain  the'Established 
Church,  with  its  means  of  religious  in- 
struction, inviolate. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  was  glad,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  intimated  his  intention  not  to  oppose 
the  introduction  of  this  bill,  because  he 
thought  that  the  House  ought  to  be  in 
full  possession  of  the  terms  of  the  propo- 
sition which  was  made,  before  they  came 
to  any  decision  ;  and  if  the  measure  was 
allowed  to  reach  a  further  step,  they  might 
be  able  more  completely  to  comprehend 
those  provisions,  which  at  present,  he 
confessed,  he  did  not  entirely  understand. 
He  meant  to  give  no  opinion  whatever 
now  as  to  the  bill,  or  whether  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
would  meet  the  difficulty  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  remedy.  But  of  this  he  was 
sure,  thnt  nothing  was  more  clear  than 
the  absolute  necessity  of  introducing  some 
measure  by  which  the  heartburnings  of  a 
great  portion  of  the  population  of  this 
empire  might  be  removecl.  It  was  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  existing  discussions  should 
be  put  an  end  to,  and  he  thought,  that  it 


was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  allow  the 
bill  to  be  introduced,  in  order  that  they 
might  know  what  its  provisions  were,  and 
whether  they  were  properly  applicable  to 
the  object  in  view. 

Mr,  Plumptre  said,  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  had  formed  the  majority  in  vot- 
ing for  the  abolition  of  church-rates,  in 
the  year  1834,  but  he  had  voted  in  sup- 
port of  that  proposition  upon  the  dbtinct 
understanding,  that  some  substitute  for 
them  should  have  been  proposed.  Vis- 
count Althorp  had  proposed,  that  250,000/. 
should  be  granted  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church,  an4  he  had  voted  for  the 
proposition  only  in  consequence  of  that 
grant  being  suggested.  He  could  not  see, 
that  in  the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester,  there  was  any  substitute  for 
church-rates  provided  for,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  not  prepared  to  op- 
pose the  introduction  of  that  measure. 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  that  as  the  intro- 
duction of  this  bill  did  not  appear  to  be 
opposed  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
many  of  the  observations  which  he  had 
intended  to  make  to  the  House  were  su- 
perfluous and  unnecessary.  But  he 
availed  himself  of  this  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing his  thorough  conviction,  that  it 
was  impossible,  that  church-rates  should 
continue  in  the  state  in  which  they  now 
stood.  Such  were  the  doubts  and  the 
confusion  which  existed  in  point  of  law- 
such  were  the  difHculties  which  daily 
arose,  as  to  the  application  of  the  law-— 
and  such  was  the  repugnance  of  all,  in 
very  many  districts  of  this  country,  at 
carrying  the  law  into  execution,  that  he 
might  venture  to  say,  that  when  it  was 
carried  into  complete  effect  by  the  force 
and  power  of  auihority,  the  serious  conse. 
quences  which  generally  arose  in  the  con- 
tinued exasperation  of  the  people,  was 
much  to  be  regretted.  The  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Oxford,  had  made  a 
statement  that  evening,  as  well  as  on  other 
occasions,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
incorrect.  The  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to 
be  of  opinion,  that  the  church-rate  was, 
in  fact,  a  tax  upon  property.  In  his 
jndgmept,  it  was  no  such  thing.  He  took 
it  that  it  was  this  $  by  the  law,  as  it  for- 
merly stood,  it  was  supposed,  that  every 
person  was  a  member  of  the  existing 
church,  and  the  conaequence  was,  that  as 
no  man  dared  to  deny,  thu  he  was 
such  a  member  of  the  church,  he  could 
not  deny  his  right  to  pay  rates^    Those 


795 


Church  Raiei. 


{COMMONS} 


GkurekRaies. 


796 


rsitef,  howerer,  from  the  beginning,  had 
never  been  leried  on  property,  they  were 
levied  on  indivldaalt  by  reason  of  iheir 
potseaaing  property-— not  by  reaaon  of 
their  poiaeasing  real  eatatea,  bat  by  reaaon 
of  their  posaeaatng  property  of  any  aort. 
By  the  law  of  the  land,  personal  estate 
waa  aaseasable  iust  as  much  aa  a  real  ea- 
tate  waa,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
look  to  a  book  called  *'  Reformatio  Legia^ 
which  contained  a  atatement  of  what  waa 
intended  to  be  the  law  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  and  of  what  waa  actually 
now  the  law,  they  would  find  it  laid  down 
there,  that  in  case  the  funds  of  the  church 
failed,  three  or  four  persons  might  be  se- 
lected  for  the  purpose  of  taxing  every 
person  residing  in  the  parish,  not  accord- 
ing to  his  estate  in  land — not  according 
to  the  holding  which  he  had,  or  according 
to  his  stock  in  trade,  but  according  to  the 
whole  means  which  he  possessed.    Some 
twenty  yeara  ago  the  question  had  been 
ai^ttated,  and  it  was  then  suggested,  that 
if  that    law   were    then    maintained,  it 
might  be  aaid,  that  Rundell  and  Bridge 
might     be     taxed     according    to    the 
contenta  of  their  ahop,  to  which  the  an* 
awer  given  was,  **  So  they  may.**    It  waa 
a  tax^  he  agreed,  which  had  existed  from 
time   immemorial— -which    was   perfectly 
legal ;  and  whether  it  was  to  be  enforced 
in  one  way  or  the  other,  and  he  would  aay 
nothing  aa  to  the  judgment  in  the  Bratn- 
Iree  case ;  he  agreed,  that  it  waa  a  lawful 
tax,  and  that  there  were  roeana  of  enforc- 
ing its  paynsent.     He  remembered,  that 
twenty-six  years  ago,  when  he  bad  firat 
began  to  practise,  the  subject  waa  little 
eonteated,  and  it  waa  not  for  long  after 
that  time,  that  it  was  taken  up  with  anv 
aeriousness.    What  the   diaaentera  aaid, 
whether  right  or  wrong,  was,  that  the 
church-rate  waa  a  tax  imposed  upon  the 
whole  |)eople  at  the  time  they  were  Ca- 
tholic— that    it    waa    continued    at    the 
Reformation,  though  that  waa  but  a  aub- 
atitotion  of  a  dominant  Protestant  church 
for  the  Catholic  church  ;  and  that  when 
the  Act  of  Toleration  came,  and  dhsientera 
from  the  Church  were  allowed  freelv  to 
pmfesa  their  religious  sentiments,  still  the 
law  waa  not  altered,  whieh  It  ought  to 
ha%o  lieeni  at  a  time  when  tli#  dIaMntera 
Wfrt*  allowefj  to  nvow  and  follow  their 
oninloHs  without  church  censure  or  pun* 
lihMti>»il.    Ttipv  also  saM,  when  sued  and 
MHH»»'t»tl»»»l  aijamM  n»f  churrhrate^  that 
ih|i  avt)wM  nhjv'^l  for  whh^h  \\wy  wehi» 


so  proceeded  againat,  waa,  to  ose  their 
old  fonnola,  **  tiseir  aoala'  health  and  the 
correction  of  their  manners,"  bot  accord- 
ing to  a  religion,  which  had   undergone 
an  entire  reformation.      Such,   right  or 
wrong  were  the  viewa  of  the  Diaaentera, 
and  those  viewa  were  followed  op  by  the 
general  opinion,  that  while  the  Church  of 
England    posaesaed   property  throughout 
the  country,  and  the  Diaaentera  received 
no  support  whatever  from  any  such  pro- 
perty;   and  while  the  Dissenters  main- 
tained their  own  Ministers,  that  it  was  moat 
unjust  to  compel  them  to  maintain  the 
ministers  of  the  edifices  of  a  Church  that 
was  already  supported  and  maintained  by 
the  public.     The  opinion  that  chorch- 
ratea  ought  not  to  exist,  waa  not  confined 
to  Dissenters,  it  was  shared  by  Church- 
men ;   and  he  would  beg  to  remind  the 
right  hon.   Oentleman  oppoaite,  that  a 
late  Regioa  professor  at  Oxford  had  feH 
so    strongly    on    this  head,  as  to  have 
avowed  in  a  pamphlet,  puUished  some 
few  yeara  ago,  that  he  would  rather  give 
up    church-rates    than    have    to  defend 
them.     A  similar  opinion  waa  very  gene- 
rally entertained.     Another  grievance,  of 
which  the  Dissenters  greatly  complained 
was,  that  they  should  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  towarda  the  ornament  of  the 
Church.      During    the    diaeoaskMi    oa 
ehurch-ratea    in    1834,   the  very  high- 
est  authoritiea   on    the   aobject   laki  it 
down  aa  unjuat  to  compel  «  nan,  not 
a  member  of  the  Church,  to  pay  to- 
warda the  maintenance  of  the  pewa,  the 
organ,  and  the  atngers.    The  neach   of 
Biahopa  had  repudiated  any  wiah  to  eal 
on  the  diaaentera  to  do  this.    He  (Dr. 
Luahington)    maintained,  that  all  theae 
grievancea  of  the  Diaaentera  ought  to  be 
redressed.    With  regard  to  the  particular 
measure  of  relief  now   proposed  to  be 
brought  in  by  hia  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leiceater,  be  would  wiah  to  reaerve 
any  final  opinkNi  upon  it,  until  he  bad 
had  an  opportunity  of  cooaidering  ita  pio- 
viaiooa.    If  the  prtnoiple  of  the  measure 
waa  to  call  upon  thoae  who  oocapled  and 
paid  for  pewa  hi  the  Church,  aoo  partook 
of  the  aacred  ritea  of  religion  there,  to 
contribute  towarda  the  arainteaaace  aad 
repair  of  the  edifice,  then  be,  for  one,  at  a 
Member  of  the  Church,  woold  at  once 
aay,  that  aueh  a  propoeitioa  waa  jaat  and 
right,  and  that  a  man  who  refuaed  to  ae- 
rede  to  it  was  unfit  to  be  a  member  of  any 
ehureh*     But  if  the  pioviaioaa  of  bis  boa. 
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Friend's  bill  shoald  have  a  tendency  to 
leafe  the  Church  unprovided  with  the 
meant  of  maintaining  and  repairing  the 
edifices,  or  of  continuing  the  serfice  as  it 
had  been  accustomed  to  be  carried  on,, 
then  there  would  be  reasons  for  his  ulti- 
mately voting  against  the  measure.  At 
the  present  stage,  however,  looking  at  the 
unhappy  divisions  which  the  question 
had  given  rise  to,  and  the  bitterness 
of  heart  so  contrary  to  the  true  spirit  of 
Christianity,  that  it  constantly  produced, 
he  for  one  would  give  his  hearty  assent  to 
the  introduction  of  the  bill,  hoping,  that 
it  might  lead  to  the  allaying  of  those  dis- 
contents,  while  at  the  same  time  it  would 
protect  and  uphold  the  Church  itself; 
and  convinced  as  he  was,  that  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question,  so  far  from  injuring, 
would  benefit  the  Church,  in  proportion 
as  it  tended  to  uphold  it  in  the  opinions, 
feelings,  and  afi*ections,  of  the  people. 

Mr«  Egicouri  felt  it  impossible  to  let 
the  debate  come  to  a  conclusion  without 
expressing  his  conviction,  that  the  propo- 
sition of  the<hoD.  Member  for  Leicester,  as 
far  as  he  at  present  understood  it,  was  one 
that  must  be  productive  of  much  inconve- 
nience to  the  public,  while  it  was  far  from 
being  salutary  to  the  Church.  There  was 
no  Intention  on  the  part  off  his  hoo.  Friends 
aroond  him  to  resist  the  introduction  of 
the  measure,  though  he  apprehended  it 
must  be  manifest  even  to  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  himself,  that  it  would  not 
ultimately  be  agreed  to  by  the  House*  He 
did  not  mean  himself  to  oppose  its  intro- 
duction, but  he  could  not  allow  the  mo« 
tioa  to  pass  without  entering  hit  protest 
against  the  principle  of  the  measure, 
as  explained  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester,  as  he  might  otherwise  be  sup* 
posed  to  acquiesce  in  it.  With  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamleu,  aliboogb  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man denied,  that  chnrch-rates  were  levia* 
ble  upon  real  propertv  only,  yet  his  argu- 
ment established  the  fact,  that  the  impost 
was  justly  due  and  recoverable  on  the  pro- 
perty of  mdividuals,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish.  There  was  one  other  point  to  which 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  advert*  The 
hon»  Member  for  Kilkenny  had  stated, 
that  the  number  of  dissenters  in  the  United 
Kingdom  was  greater  than  that  of  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  But 
the  hoo.  Member  bad,  in  making  his  caU 
Gttlatioo,  indnded  the  natives  of  lidand 


not  members  of  the  Protestant  Established 
Church :  and  as  no  church-rates  were  le^ 
vied  in  Ireland,  he  apprehended  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  justified  in  including 
them  in  a  calculation  applied  to  the  pre- 
sent question. 

Captain  Pecheil  satd,  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
had  spoken  of  the  cessation  of  the  agita- 
tion upon  church-rates  in  the  country.  He 
should  not  do  his  duty  to  his  constituents 
or  to  the  public  meeting  from  which  that 
petition  had  emanated,  which  that  very 
evening  he  had  presented  to  the  House,  if 
he  did  not  state,  that  there  was  no  ground 
for  such  a  proposition.  That  petition  was 
signed  by  4,4()0  persons.  The  hon.  Baro>« 
net  had  spoken  of  the  majority  of  persons 
in  the  town  which  he  haci  the  honour  to 
represent  being  in  favour  of  church-rates. 
But  how  did  that  appear?  Because  the 
votes  upon  the  question  of  a  rate  being 
made,  had  been  taken  under  Sturges 
Bourne's  act,  and  the  clergy  had  brought 
up  ladies  and  infirm  persons  to  the  poll  in 
order  to  do  all  they  could  to  secure  a  ma- 
jority. He  congratulated  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  on  having  withdrawn  their 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester. 

Sir  A,  Dalrtfmph  defended  the  votes 
taken  on  the  question  of  making  a  church* 
rate  as  being  legal,  and  also  the  character  of 
the  counter-petition  which  had  been  pre- 
sented from  Brighton.  With  regard  to 
the  public  agitation  upon  the  subject  of 
ohnrch-rates,  he  confessed  that  he  had 
heard  great  complaints,  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  carried  the  measure 
which  Lord  Grey's  Administration  pro* 
posed  in  1834  for  settling  the  questmn  of 
church-rates* 

Mr.  HindUy  said,  it  wae  most  desirable 
that  this  question  should  at  once  be  sel« 
tied,  and  that  they  were  under  extreme 
obligatmn  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leices* 
ter,  for  bringing  the  subject  forward.  In 
the  parish  in  which  he  lived,  the  efiect  of 
the  disputes  about  church-rates  was,  that 
the  bells  of  the  church  were  sileooed,  and 
the  clock  had  been  allowed  to  stop.  This 
bad  been  done  by  the  churchwardens. 
There  was,  however,  no  want  of  liberatity 
on  the  part  of  the  parishioners.  Last 
year,  upwards  of  1,0001.  was  volun* 
tarily  subscribed  towards  the  repaira  of 
the  church— a  proof,  that  the  system  of 
church-rates  most  be  defective,  if  it  led 
the  same  persons  to  refuse  to  pay  the 
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money  wrung  out  of  their  (sockets.  In- 
deed, he  thought  it  was  quite  a  libel  on 
the  members  of  the  church  to  say,  that 
they  would  not  support  their  own  church. 
On  the  contrary,  he  was  satisfied,  that  if 
the  voluntary  principle  were  introduced 
into  the  Church,  it  would  be  found  to 
work  better  than  the  present  system. 

Mr.  EasthopCf  in  reply,  could  not  for- 
bear remarking,  that  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
in  his  opposition  to  this  motion,  he  had 
not  been  very  accurate  in  his  description 
of  the  substitute  which  he  (Mr.  Easthope) 
had  proposed  in  lieu  of  church-rates.  He 
had  stated  distinctly,  he  hoped,  so  as  to 
be  clear  to  the  apprehension  of  the  House, 
that  he  proposed,  that  members  of  the 
Established  Church  should  have  the 
power  of  taxing  themselves,  as  to  their 
pews  and  seats,  for  the  maintenance  and 
repair  of  the  churches,  and  nothing  that 
he  had  said,  could  involve  the  consequence 
that  the  seats  of  the  poor  would  be  taxed. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

School  Rates.]  Mr.  Slaney  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
ratepayers  of  any  parish  or  division  of  a 
parish,  under  certain  circumstances,  to 
make  a  School-rate  of  limited  amount  for 
the  education  of  the  children  of  the  poorer 
classes.  The  great  difficulty  of  educating 
the  poorer  classes  had  arisen  from  religi- 
ous differences,  and  to  obviate  this  diffi- 
culty, without  attempting  to  introduce 
any  larger  general  scheme,  he  proposed, 
that  this  bill  should  be  entirely  of  a  per- 
missive character,  and  that  it  should  apply 
to  only  rural  districts;  and  in  those  rural 
districts  where  there  were  not  persons  pro- 
perly qualified  for,  and  willing  to  under- 
take the  education  of  the  poorer  classes, 
he  proposed,  that,  after  notice,  a  vestry 
should  be  held,  at  which  three-fourths  or 
four-fifths  of  the  parishioners  should  be 
empowered  to  make  a  rate  for  the  pur- 
pose; and  that  the  ratepayers  should 
make  their  own  regulations;  but  that  if 
there  were  a  few  persons  entertaining  re- 
ligious objections  to  the  plan  so  agreed 
upon,  they  might  go  before  a  magistrate, 
and  upon  making  an  affidavit,  stating 
those  religious  scruples,  they  should  be 
excused  from  paying  the  rate. 

Leave  given. 

PosT-OrFiCE  Communication  with 
Ireland.        Viscount  Ingestrie  moved 


for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Post -Office  Communication  with  the 
South  of  Ireland,  and  stated,  that  he  did 
so- in  consequence  of  the  changes  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  modes  of  convey- 
ance since  the  present  arrangements  were 
made.  He  had  understood,  that  almost 
all  the  letters  now,  since  the  opening  of 
railways  to  Liverpool,  went  to  the  south 
of  Ireland  by  Liverpool  and  Dublin,  in- 
stead of  Milford  ;  but  since  the  opening 
of  the  Great  Western  Railway  a  more 
certain  and  expeditious  communication 
would  be  by  Bristol ;  and  he  though t,  it 
would  be  highly  convenient  if  a  packet 
were  to  run  from  Bristol  to  Waterford — a 
voyage  which  was  accomplished  upon  an 
average,  within  twenty-two  hours.  If  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought  it 
advisable,  he  had  no  objection  to  this  in- 
quiry being  referred  to  the  West- India 
mail  Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  should  make  no  objection  to  the 
appointment  of  the  committee  ;  but  it  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  decide  how  far  they  should  give 
up  the  Milford  communication.  It  seemed 
to  be  thought,  that  if  Milford  lost  it,  Bris- 
tol must  get  it ;  but  that  was  not  so  clear : 
for  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  it  might 
not  be  convenient  to  drop  the  southern 
line  of  communication,  and  take  that  by 
Holyhead,  or  Liverpool.  He  preferred, 
that  this  should  be  a  fresh  committee ;  he 
wished  the  question  to  be  looked  into 
fairly  ;  and  the  question  of  the  communi-^ 
cation  between  Greenock  and  Belfast 
should  also  be  considered  by  the  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  Lucas  entirely  agreed,  that  a  fresh 
committee  should  be  appointed. 

Captain  Berheley  thought,  that  the 
most  convenient  communication  would  be 
by  Bristol. 

Mr.  Shau)  said,  that  this  subject  waa  of 
great  importance  to  Ireland.  At  present, 
the  communication  was  not  so  expeditious 
and  certain  as  it  might  be,  and  it  was  de- 
sirable, that  the  whole  question  should  be 
considered  by  the  committee.  The  great 
point  was  the  selection  of  a  port  for  tlie 
most  direct  communication  between  Lon- 
don and  Dublin.  He  hoped  some  step 
might  be  taken  to  provide  for  a  more  quick 
and  direct  communication  with  the  whole 
of  Ireland. 

Viscount  Ingestrie  consented  to  alter 
the  terms  of  bis  motion,  so  at  to  iBclode 
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the  oommunication  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Adjourned. 
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MxvDTM.]    BUI.    Read  a  third  time:— County  Bridges. 

petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Harewood,  the  Earl  of 
Cawdor,  the  Earl  of  Warwidc.  tiie  Earl  of  Stradbioke, 
the  Duke  of  Wdlingtoui  the  Marquess  of  Exeter,  the 
Earl  of  Wlnchilaea,  Lord  WiUoughby  D'Eresby.  and 
other  noble  Lords,  firom  Yorkshire,  Carmarthen,  War- 
wkkshire,  ChlgwdQ,  Loughton.  Hadk^,  various  places  in 
Essex,  Linccdnshive,  Norfolk,  and  a  great  many  other 
places,  against  Alteration  of  the  Corn-laws.— By  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln,  ftom  places  in  his  Diocese,  in  fiivour 
of  Chmcfa  Exteneiop.— By  the  Earl  of  Roeebery,  ftom 
Sterling,  against  any  Alteration  in  the  system  of  Bank- 
ing in  Scotland ;  and  from  a  place  in  Stirlingshire,  in  fof 
▼our  of  the  Government  plan  rdative  to  Timber,  Sugar, 
and  Com.— By  Lord  Redesdale,  firom  Westminster,  and 
liatiodc,  against  any  ftirther  Grant  to  Maynooth;  from 
the  SouUiwark  Protestant  and  Operative  Association,  fiir 
the  Restorattoo  of  our  Protestant  CoiiBtitutian.-.By  the 
Maiqiusa  of  Downshire,  and  the  Earl  of  Roden,  ftom 
Portpatridi,  and  Fermanagh,  against  Lay  Patronage  in 
the  Sootdi  Churdb—  By  the  Marquess  of  Bute,  from  the 
CofpocaCion  of  London,  in  flivour  of  the  Jews  Oeelalli- 
tioB  BID.— By  the  Bishop  of  London,  flnom  Bristol, 
against  the  system  of  Socialism }  ftom  Wethenfield 
(Easex),  against  any  ftirther  Grant  to  Maynooth. 
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lliifvnu-3  Bilk.  Read  a  first  time :— Tithe  Compoal^ 
tiona  (Irdand) ;  Sugar  Duties.— Read  a  second  time  :— 
Clerk  of  the  Peaee;  Lancaster  Schools  Sites;  Assessed 
Taxes  Oompoeltkm;  Frivolous  Suits.— Read  a  third 
tiaae^—Sewers;  Fekmy  Explanation. 

Petitions  presented.    By  Mr.  Hindlcy,  Mr.  Brotherton,  Mr. 

'  Grote,  General  Sharpe,  Mr.  Villien,  Mr.  G.  Byng,  Colo- 
nel Salwey,  Mr.  O'ConneO*  and  other  hon.  Members, 
ftom  Buckinghamshire,  Dumhies,  Ayrshire,  Wendover, 
Huntingdonshire,  Ludlow,  Middlesex,  Dublin,  Manches- 
ter, and  a  great  many  other  places,  Ibr  a  Rqieal  of  the 
Oon4awirf— By  Sir  E.  Filmer,  Seigeant  Jadcaon,  Mr. 
Darby,  Viscount  Sandon,  and  other  hon.  Members,  from 
Kent,  Tipperary,  Liverpool,  Sussex,  and  other  places, 
«gaiail  •  Rapaal  of  the  Con-Iawa. — By  Laid  C.  Mannen, 
from  the  County  of  Leicester,  for  Churdi  Extenskm.— 
By  Lord  Dalmeny,  from  the  Town-council  of  Stirling, 
against  any  Interftvenoe  with  the  Scotch  system  of  Bank- 
lag^^By  file  Earl  of  Sumy,  ftam  Sussex,  against  the 
.Diasolutiona  of  the  Gilbert  Unkms.— By  Mr.  Dugdale, 
from  Birmingham,  in  flivour  of  a  Vote  of  no  Confidence 
inMittiilsnu 


The  William  Browk.]  Sir  A,  Brooke 
begged  to  aik  a  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  wished  to  know  if  the  atten- 
tion of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  been 
called  to  the  circumstances  connected  with 
a  most  lamentable  occurrence  which  had 
recently  taken  place.  He  alluded  to  the 
loss  of  the  William  Brown  emigrant  ves- 
sel, and  if  measures  had  been  taken  by  her 
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Majesty's  Government  to  provide  in  future 
for  the  recurrence  of  so  sad  a  calamity,  by 
making  it  compulsory  on  the  captains  or 
owners  of  all  emigrant  vessels  to  have 
a  sufficient  number  of  boats  on  board, 
and  be  otherwise  provided  with  every 
means  of  safety,  as  it  had  been  proved  on 
the  investigation  which  took  place  at  Ha-> 
vre,  that  the  lives  of  sixteen  unfortunate 
men  were  sacrificed  in  consequence  of  such 
neglect.  He  also  wished  to  know,  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  friends  and  relatives  of 
those  unfortunate  sufferers,  a  number  of 
whom  resided  in  his  county,  if  her  Majes- 
ty's Government  had  made  strict  inquiry 
into  this  affair,  and  if  they  were  perfectly 
satisfied  of  the  justice  and  necessity  of  the 
course  pursued  on  that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  the  vessel  al- 
luded to  was  not  an  English  vessel,  and 
interference  with  their  regulations,  how« 
ever  desirable,  was  a  matter  of  very  great 
difficulty.  To  the  particular  questions 
that  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  obviously  impossible  for  him  to  give 
any  satisfactory  answer. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Mr.  Ashworth  and  Sir  R.  Peel.] 
Mr.  Af.  Philips  hoped  the  forms  of  the 
House  and  the  courtesy  of  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  permit  him 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet respecting  a  statement  made  by 
him  in  a  recent  speech,  in  which  he  was 
pleased  to  refer  to  a  conversation  which  he 
had  had  with  a  gentleman  named  Ash- 
worth, one  of  a  deputation  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  from  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce in  Manchester.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whether  he  had 
since  received  any  information  which  had 
led  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  the  conclusion, 
that  the  statement  which  he  made  was  er- 
roneous, especially  when  he  had  referred 
to  a  pamphlet  placed  in  his  hand  by  one 
of  the  deputation  as  one  which  they  wished 
him  to  peruse,  as  expressing  their  opin- 
ions? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  he  had  not  re- 
ceived any  communication  on  the  subject 
from  any  one  of  the  parties.  If  he  had 
received  any  direct  communication  from 
them,  he  would  have  immediately  re- 
turned an  answer,  and  if  they  had  shown 
him  any  misstatement  he  had  made,  he 
should  at  once  have  corrected  it.  But  he 
had  not  received  any  such  communication. 
There  were  letters  in  public  papers,  but 
2D 


803 


Confidinoe  in 


{COMMONS} 


th9  MkUHry. 


804 


tlie  originah  were  not  addreited  to  him. 
If  it  were  wished  he  would  state  his  recol* 
lection  of  the  interview  with  the  greatest 
pleasure.  [No^  no,]  Then  he  would  only 
say»  that  if  he  did  receive  any  such  com- 
munication*  he  would  immediately  return 
an  answer. 

CoKriDEKCB     IN      TUB     MINISTRY.] 

Sir  R.  Peels  I  shall  proceed  without  a 
word  of  needless  dpology  or  elaborate  pre- 
face to  address  myself  to  the  subject  of  the 
motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice  for 
this  night.  When  on  Thursday  last  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intimated 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  proceed  with 
the  business  of  the  Qovemment,  I  enter- 
tained a  strong  impression  that  after  the 
'defeats  to  which  that  Oofernment  had 
been  subjected — defeatSi  as  I  thought,  in* 
dicative  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  confidence 
of  this  House— indicative  of  inability  on 
their  part  to  give  effect  to  measures  which 
they  deemed  important  for  the  public  wel- 
fare— I  did  feely  I  say,  that  after  that  no-> 
tice,  unaccompanied  with  the  slightest  ex- 
planation of  Government,  it  was  impossible 
for  me  to  acquiesce  in  the  propriety  of  the 
course  proposed  to  be  pursued,  without 
taking  some  step  which  should  bring  to 
issue  the  question,  whether  Government 
do  or  do  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  having  come  to 
that  cooclusioni  I  infinitely  prefer  bringing 
the  question  to  issue  in  the  most  direct 
and  manly  manner  in  which  the  sense  of 
the  House  can  be  taken.  I  might  have 
resorted  to  other  proceedings.  I  might 
have  obstructed  the  course  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  measures  of  great 
importance  to  the  commerce  and  industry 
of  the  country,  I  might  have  threatened 
the  Government  with  obstructions  to  the 
grant  of  supplies,  1  might  have  taken  the 
milder  course  of  submitting  a  proposition 
for  the  postponement  of  some  important 
bill,  and  thus,  in  an  iodireet  manner,  have 
tested  the  opinion  of  the  House;  but  I 
think  it  infinitely  better,  on  the  very  first 
dsy  the  forms  of  the  House  permit,  to 
bring,  in  the  direct  manner  1  now  propoee, 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  of 
Commons  the  question,  whether  it  give  the 
present  Government  its  confidenoe«  The 
rasolution  which  I  mean  to  propose  aflirros 
two  proposations-^first,  thai  bar  Majesty's 
Oowmment  do  not  suffioienUy  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  Honse  of  ComoKMS  to 
enable  ikem  to  carry  through  the  liottse  | 


measures  which  they  deem  of  eesential  m* 
portance  to  the  public  welfhre;  and 
secondly,  that  their  continuance  in  office 
under  such  circumstances,  is  al  variance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  My 
duty  is  to  establish  those  propositions, 
and,  if  I  establish  them,  I  shill  have  a 
fair  right  to  claim  the  assent  of  the  Honse 
to  the  resolution  which  I  am  about  to 
inove.  With  respect  to  my  first  proposi- 
tion, that  **  Ministers  do  not  sunicieotly 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  enable  them  to  carry  through 
the  House  measures  which  they  deem  of 
essential  importance  to  the  public  welfare,** 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  ofier  any  de- 
tailed proof  of  its  truth*  Will  any  man 
affirm,  after  the  experience,  not  of  one  or 
two  nigbtSt  but  after  a  long  and  continu- 
ous eaperience^will  any  man  affirm  that 
Ministers  possess  so  much  of  the  confidence 
of  the  House  of  Commons  as  to  enable 
them  to  carry  measures  which  they  deetoi 
of  essential  importance  to  the  public 
welfare  ?  I  am  not  speaking  of  oeeasional 
defeats,  of  casual  obstructions  to  the  pro- 
gress of  public  business,  t  speak  of  the 
general  course  of  public  business,  of  mea- 
sures which  have  been  brought  forward  and 
postponed  almost  without  an  eflbri  to 
carry  them,— I  speak  of  occasions  on 
which  measures  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  modified  in  detkrenee  lo 
the  opinions  of  those  who  opposed  thees* 
I  speak  of  their  faiiurs  lo  earry  into  efibet 
measures  which  they  strongly  recommended 
to  the  adoption  of  the  House,  t  am  speak- 
ing nut,  as  I  said  before,  of  one  or  two 
failures,  not  of  obstructions  ofered  lo  the 
Government  on  its  first  formation  |  I  am 
drawing  my  inf^nee  ef  loss  of  toofidenee 
from  ths  continuous  course  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  respect  to  legisletioo  and  Ike  do* 
gree  of  support  which  Ministers  bAve  re- 
ceived from  the  House  of  Commons*  1  am 
speaking,  of  course,  inMiediateiy  with 
reference  to  the  defeat  they  sustained  Um 
other  night  on  a  most  important  aieaaiMo 
connected  with  the  financial  administniliott 
of  the  country,  foUowInf  other  dofoata 
which  Ihey  have  receoUy  met  with.  Noa> 
I  ssy  that  these  are  complete  nod  decism 
preofc  that  my  first  proposition  la  conoelly 
staled^ that  the  Govemment  do  not  pee- 
sees  such  a  degree  of  confidence  on  the 
part  of  the  Houae  of  Goasmons  ae  baa 
enabled  themi  or  will  enable  them,  to  give 
effeet  to  measures  which  Ihey  deem  ias- 
portaol  to  the  pubiie  weiisre.     If  Ikot 
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prpposhioii  be  true— ^f  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  do  not  possess  the  confidenee  of 
the  HoUs^of  CotnmoiiB,  then,  I  sdy,  that 
their  eontinuaiiGe  in  office  Is  at  variance 
with  the  principle  and  spirit  of  the  consli- 
tutioii.  [  presume  I  shsll  hardly  be  asited 
to  define  ivbat  1  mean  by  the  "  spirit  of 
the  consliiution.*'  I  do  not  spealc  of  those 
theories  which  refer  to  some  combination 
of  the  opposing  elements  of  monarchy, 
aristoeracy,  and  democracy,  each  itrmed 
with  defensive  and  oflPensive  instruments^ 
by  which  they  Iceep  each  other  in  check.  I 
speak  only  of  that  system  of  Parliamentary 
government  which  has  prevailed  in  tins 
eoontry  since  the  accession  of  the  House 
of  Hartoven  I  speak  of  that  system  which 
implies  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
shall  huve  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  speak  of  thai  system  whioh 
hae  prevailed  during  the  petiod  when, 
aeeonitng  to  the  expression-^the  just  ex* 
pression  of  the  noble  Lord^  whom  I  now 
see  opposite  t«  me^  in  his  able  and  dis* 
posskmme  Essiiy  on  the  English  constitu- 
lion,  **  the  centre  of  gravity  of  the  State 
has  been  placed  In  the  House  of  Com* 
mons.*'  when  I  use  the  phrase,  **  spirit 
of  the  eonltitution/'  I  spelik  of  the  system 
of  Government  which  has  maintained  the 
•quilitirium  between  monarchy  and  demo* 
eraoy-^of  that  system  of  Government 
which  has  httrmonised  those  appfitrently 
eonflk^ng  dements—of  that  system  of 
Government  which,  by  the  oonstunl  yet 
almost  unfelt  Interposition  of  slight  cheeks^ 
has  prevented  the  necessity  of  recurring  to 
the  nee  of  extreme  Instruments  in  the  col- 
liston  of  Untagonist  powete*  That  is  the 
ipirit  of  the  Constitution  of  whioh  I  spesk, 
ftfid  that  Spirit  of  the  constitution  appears 
to  me  lo  be  violated  by  the  continuance  in 
ofiflce  of  ministers  who  have  not  the  eon- 
fidenee  of  the  House  of  Commons*  My 
imprkssiOn  on  that  sulyeet  is  confirmed  by 
a  reflBrence  to  all  historical  precedents 
hnving  analogy  to  this  case.  It  is  con- 
firmed by  the  authority  of  all  eminertt 
writers,  all  statesmen  versed  in  the  praoti- 
enl  admtnistratmn  of  affairs.  But  my  im- 
pression also  receives  melancholy  con- 
llrmathm  from  the  actual  experience  of 
positive  evils  which  arise  when  another 
STStem  of  Government  is  substituted  for 
that  whieh  has  hitherto  prevailed.  It  is 
ctnUnned,  likewise,  by  the  course  of  his- 
torical precedent.  I  look  to  the  period 
whfCFh  all  oonstittttkmal  writers  have  re- 
Anrred  to  ae  the  period  from  which  dates 


the   necessary  system  of  Parliamentary 
Government,  to  the  accession  of  the  house 
of  Hanover,  to  the  appointment  of  Sir  Ro- 
bert Walpole  as  Prime  Minister,  end  I 
say  that,  recurring  to  the  history  of  Ad« 
ministrations,  we  find  that  invaribly,  or 
at  least  with  scarcely  an  exception,  that 
a  Minister^  whatever  might  have  been  his 
power,  however  confirmed  his  influence, 
however  long  the  duration  of  his  authority, 
when  deprived  of  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  has  felt  it  incumbent 
upon  him  to  do  homage  to  the  principle 
of  representative  Government,  and  to  ab- 
dicate his  functions  as  Minister  of  the 
Crown.     I  begin  with  Sir  Robert  Walpole. 
He  held  office  for,  I  think,  the  Ion?  period 
of  twenty-five  years.     If  I  mistaKe  not, 
he  was  appointed  in  1715,  and  the  ter- 
mination of  his  power  took  place  about 
1 00  years  from  the  period  at  which  I  am 
now  speaking,  namely »  in  1741.     Sir  R. 
Walpole  was  dispossessed  of  power  under 
these  circumstances :  ^  A  motion  was  made 
by  Mr.  Pulteney,  which  implied  the  with- 
drawal of  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.    That  motion   was  negatived 
in  favour  of  Ministers  by  a  majority  of 
three ;  but  upon  Sir  R.  Walpole  being  in 
a  minority  on  the  Chippenham  electmn 
(the  determination  of  election  questions 
was  then  exclusively  influenced  by  party 
spirit,  and  they  were  looked  Upon  as  oon« 
venient  modes  of  testing  the  strength  of 
ministries) I    notwithstanding   the  slight 
majority  which  he  had  on  the  question  of 
confldence.  Sir  R.  Walpoh  relinquished 
office,  after   having  been    Minister   for 
twenty-five  years.    In  1783  Lord  North 
yielded  to  the  same  influence.     In  that 
year  two  motions  were  submitted  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  first  was  brought 
forward  by  Sir  John  Rouse,  and  the  second 
by  Lord  George  Cavendish«    One  motion 
declared  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
House  to  place  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  the  other  was  couched  in  terms 
very  nearly  similar*    One  was  negatived 
by  a  majority  of  nine,  the  other  by  a  ma- 
jority of  ten ;  but  Lord  North,  neverthe* 
less,  yielded  to  the  necessity  implied  by 
the  withdrawal  of  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Coaamons ;   and  his  authority 
also  oame  to  an  end.     In  1804,  Lord 
Sidmouth  retired  from  oflicci  although  he 
had  in  his  fSsvonr  a  majority  which  has 
been  almost  unknown  In  the  recent  history^ 
of  Parliamentary  contests.     Lord     Sid  a 
mouth  in  the  course  of  his  administratfoe^ 
2D2 


(\ 


r\Hr4^^»  :4 


{COMMONS} 


lie  Jfinsfry. 


808 


^  i     .a    -^Hi'T  •^^^'^M,  ll*^  Lottl&Iiip  UX  it  his 

-  »  ^tl>-  fM^h'^^Miw^  :i&  utttieauve  of  the 
' ';  •Mt/r^*^^  >H  Uic  GQt)6dQtice  of  the  Hoose 
•'*'   '  ..\*i*Mi^*.      In    1;<12,    OQ  the   firit 


^  J' 


r^iv^vo^^' 


KH% 


^'   L<H<1    LiverpooTi    GoTern- 
*  \l'.^»u  ^*^  Hoiie^  of  ComiDont,    oo  the 
^\yy^<^\  o<    Lord  \Vhaniclt6e  (then   Mr. 
i^n   Woriiey)^  bj  a  majoritj  of  foor 
l^f  «;cvi    to    &    resoltttioQ    expressiDg  ao 
^^>4u<<Hi  that  aoBore  efficient  adoiinislra- 
\^o\\  0««^**>  ^«>  b«  tbfmed.     Thai  majorily 
^  tour  wa&  decUtve  of  the  fate  of  the  first 
^  Jtnini&Uatioii  attempted  to  be  formed  by 
^oid  Liverpool.     He  and  his  colleagues 
^.e«ign^  their  trnst  into  the  hands  of  the 
2;^vereign,  and  it  was  not  until  attempts 
^hich  proved  ineffectual  had  been  made 
^o  form  another  administration »  that  Lord 
Liverpool  was  again  placed  in  oGBce.  The 
next  administration  which  yielded  to  the 
yiflnence  of  public  opinion,  as  expressed 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  was  that  which 
was  presided  over  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Duke  of  Wellington.     In  1830,  on   the 
meeting  of  Parliament  upon  the  question 
whether  or  not  the  Civil-list  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  commiaee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  we  were  defeated  by  a  combi- 
nation  of   parties  entertaining    opposite 
opinions,  and  the  House  of  Commons  re- 
solved by  a  majority  of,  I  think,  twenty- 
nine,  to  refer  the  consideration  of  the 
Civil-list  to  a  select  committee.     I  felt 
that  the  minority  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  left  was  decisive  of  its  fate. 
I  thought  it  sufficiently  significant  of  the 
fact  that  we  had  not  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;   and  therefore  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  and  myself  felt  it  our 
duty  to  retire  from  office.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,   the   President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  will  recollect  that  upon 
that  occasion  his  opinion  anticipated  ours. 
Immediately  after  the  decision,  the  right 
hon.   Baronet,  entertaining    an    opinion 
which  was  just  and  natural,  and  which  was 
in  conformity  with  that  of  many  others, 
enquired  from  me,  *'  whether,  after  such 
an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  it  was  the  intention  of  Minis- 
ters to  retain  their  pkces  and  continue  to 
carry  on  the  Government.'' 

Sir  J.  C.  Hobhouse :  Since  that  pe- 
riod I  made  an  apology  to  the  House, 
atid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  having 
p«l    that    question,    and    said,  ihat     1 


ooBsideted  the  qneitioa  to  be  a  verj  im* 
proper  one. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  I  never  thoaght  of  com- 
plaining  of  any  want  of  oowtesj  on  the 
part  of  the  right  boo.  Baronet.     I  never 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed the  question  in  an  ofienstvely  hos- 
tile manner,  and  if  I  had  supposed  so,  I 
would  not  have  alluded  to  the  circumstance 
on  this  OGcasioo.    The  opinion  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  implied  by  bis  question 
was  entirely  confirmeid  by  the  House  of 
Commons.     Lord  Brougham  in  vain  at- 
tempted lo  appease  the  impatience  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  that  n^t,  and  my 
own  opinion  ao  strongly  concurred  with 
that  implied  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet*s 
question,  that,  on  the  next  day,  I  signified 
to  the  Crown  my  intention  to  wiUidimw 
from  its  service.     On  the  night  after  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  put  his  question,  which 
never  excited  an  angry  feeling  in  my  mind, 
Mr.  Brougham  suggested  that,  after  what 
had  taken  place,  it  would  be  better  to 
permit  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  have 
some  time  for  deliberation,  and,  consider- 
ing the  position  in  which  they  were  placed, 
proposed  that  the  appointment  of  the  com* 
mittee,  which  it  was  wished  should  take 
place  immediately,  should  be  deferred  till 
the  next  day.    His  advice,  however,  was 
overruled;  and  snch  was  the  impatience 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  proceed  to 
some  decisive  act  which  should  imply  the 
downfall  of  the  Government,  that,  on  that 
very  night,  the  select  committee  on  the 
Civil-list  was  appointed.    The  next  ad- 
ministration which  also  yielded  to  public 
opinion,  as  signified  by  that  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  was  that  over  which  I  myself 
presided  for  a  short  time  in  1835.     1  did 
carry  on,  for  a  short  time,  an  unequal 
contest  in  opposition  to  the  power  leagued 
against  me ;  but  this  I  must  say,  that  the 
first  time  I  was  positively  obstructed  in  an 
act  of  legislation,  that  moment  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  withdraw  from  the  management 
of  public  affairs.     I  beg   to  remind  the 
noble  Lord,  that  at  a  much  earlier  period 
than  the  date  of  my  resignation,  be  im- 
plied an  opinion  that  I  was  holding  power 
injuriously  to  the  public  interests,  because 
1   did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     Oo  the  2nd  of 
March  the  noble  Lord  observed,  that  be 
believed  no  Ministry  ever  stood  before,  in 
respect  to  the   House  of  Commons,  in  ao 
extraordinary  a  position ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  observed  on  the  evil  inAoence  which 
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my  attempt  might  have  upon  public  affairs. 
On  the  I6(h  of  March,  the  noble  Lord 
said — 

"  I  own  I  come  more  and  more  to  the  opin- 
ion that  we  ought  to  revert,  whenever  we  can 
to  that  old  practice  of  the  constitution,  under 
which  the  powers  of  the  Crown  were  ad- 
ministered and  exercised  by  persons  in  whom 
the  House  and  the  country  had  confidence.'* 

The  noble  Lord  said,  that  while  persons 
exercised  the  powers  of  the  Crown  in 
whom  the  House  reposed  no  confidence, 
they  imposed  the  necessity  of  making 
motions  most  inconvenient,  and,  perhaps, 
unconstitutional,  such  as  that  which  had 
been  made  relative  to  the  appointment  of 
a  noble  Friend  of  mine  to  an  embassy  at 
St.  Petersburgh.     The  noble  Lord  said — 

'*  You,  by  remaining  in  power,  are  contra** 
vening  the  principles  ofrepresenlativegovem- 
meot,  and  you  alone  are  responsible  for  the 
delays  and  obstructions  that  may  arise,  or  for 
any  offence  to  which,  by  your  acts,  the  Crown 
IS  exposed." 

The  noble  Lord  was  then,  day  by  day, 
waxing  stronger  in  the  opinion,  that  we 
ought  to  revert  to  the  old  practice  of  the 
constitution. 

So  little  did  I  think  that  I  had  cause  of 
personal  offence  in  the  remark  made  in 
1830,  that  in  1835  I  myself  shared  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord.  In  1835  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  told  me 
that  the  fault  and  difficulty  of  my  position 
did  not  rest  with  the  opposition^  but  from 
an  act  which  would  be  the  fruitful  source 
of  evils,  namely,  the  endeavour  to  govern 
by  a  minority;  and  being,  therefore,  fully 
sensible  of  the  difficulties  of  my  position, 
so  soon  as  the  noble  Lord  had  carried  a 
resolution  which  implied  that  no  adjust- 
ment of  the  tithes  would  be  satisfactory, 
except  that  which  he  advocated,  I  did  not 
wait  for  the  progress  of  the  bill,  for  I 
thought,  that  the  resolution  indicated, 
that  I  did  not  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  and,  therefore, 
being  obstructed  in  the  progress  of  impor- 
tant legislation,  although  I  had  remained 
in  office  after  having  been  defeated  on 
the  amendment  to  the  address,  and  on  the 
choice  of  a  Speaker ;  yet,  being  as  I  have 
said,  obstructed  in  the  progress  of  impor- 
tant legislation,  I  at  once  signified  my 
intention  of  resigning  office.  In  speaking 
of  administrations  which  have  yielded  to 
the  authority  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  have  omitted  to  mention  a  case  in  which 


the  precedent  appears  at  6rst  sight  to  bie 
somewhat  different.  I  mean  in  1783, 
when  Mr.  Pitt,  notwithstanding  the  ad- 
verse votes  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
remained  in  office,  and  continued  to  hold 
office,  until  he  could  take  the  sense 
of  the  people  by  a  dissolution.  But 
I  contend,  that  the  circumstances  of  that 
case  were  in  no  degree  analogous  to  the 
present.  The  circumstances  of  the  con- 
test between  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Fox  in 
1783,  were  these: — On  December  17, 
1 783,  the  bill  which  had  been  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pox^  for  the  regulation  and  ma- 
nagement of  Affairs  in  India,  was  rejected. 
On  the  17th  of  December,  the  very  same 
day,  the  House  of  Commons  resolved  to 
go  into  a  committee  of  the  whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  nation  on  the  Monday 
following.  On  the  19th  of  December, 
the  Government  of  Mr.  Fox  and  Lord 
North  was  dissolved,  [^r.  Macaulay : 
Dismissed,  you  mean.j — I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  really  thought,  when  a  Government  had 
been  dismissed,  it  might  be  said  to  be  dis- 
solved. On  the  19tb  of  December,  Mr. 
Pitt  was  appointed  Minister.  But  before 
Mr.  Pitt  could  take  his  place  as  Minister 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  an  address  to 
the  Crown  was  moved  not  to  dissolve  Par- 
liament. At  the  outset  of  the  Govern- 
ment, before  even  there  was  time  for  the 
re-election  of  Mr.  Pitt,  his  seat  being 
vacated  by  the  acceptance  of  office,  an 
address  to  the  Crown  was  moved  not  to 
dissolve  Parliament,  and  his  Majesty  was 
"  earnestly  entreated  to  hearken  to  the 
advice  of  his  faithful  Commons,  and  not 
to  the  secret  advice  of  particular  persons 
who  might  have  private  interests  of  their 
own,  separate  from  the  true  interests  of 
his  Majesty  and  his  people.''  An  adjourn- 
ment of  Parliament  took  place  on  Decem- 
ber 24th.  Parliament  re-assembled  on 
the  12th  of  January,  1784,  and  before 
any  one  act  of  the  Government  could  be 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  on  the  very  day  on 
which  Mr.  Pitt  appeared  to  the  House  as 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  on  the  very  first 
day,  a  resolution  of  the  House  was  come 
to,  moved  by  Lord  Surrey,  as  follows : — 

"  That  in  the  present  state  of  his  Majesty's 
dominions,  it  is  peculiarly  necessary,  that 
there  should  be  an  administration  which  has 
the  confidence  of  this  House  and  ihe  public." 

On  the  16th  of  January,  four  days  af. 
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ter  the  meeliog  of  PariiameDl,  il  was  moted 
bj  Lord  Charles  Spencer; — 

''Tbat  the  appointeeDts  of  his  llajesly'f 
preseol  Bliniiteri  were  aceonpaiiied  by  cir- 
cumitaiices  oew  aod  estraoidioaiy,  and  such 
as  do  DOl  ooociliate  or  eogage  the  oon6dence 
of  this  House ;  and  that  the  coDti nuance  of 
the  present  Ministers  in  trusts  of  the  highest 
importance  aod  responsibility,  is  contrary  to 
eonstitulional  prineiples.  and  injurious  to  the 
ioterests  of  his  Ms^ly  and  the  people.** 


The  objeciioD  to  the  cootinuaoce  of  Mr. 
Piltf  was  oot  that  the  confidence  of  the 
HoQse  of  CotDiDons  was  withheld  from  the 
mea sores  which  he  proposed.  There  were 
surmises—  there  were  allegatioos  that  Mr, 
Pitt  owed  his  power  to  the  exercise  of 
undue  influence ;  that  the  Kingi's  name  had 
been  made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
enciog  elections.  The  objection,  therefore, 
was  taken  at  the  outset  to  th^  administra- 
tioD  of  Mr.  Pitt,    Before  Mr.  Pitt  could 
take  his  seat,  hostile  resolutions  were  come 
to;    and  before  he  could  bring  forward 
any  one  act  of  Government  upon  which 
the  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons  could 
be  taken,  resolutions  were  affirmed  imply- 
ing objectionsi  not  to  acts  of  that  Govern- 
ment, but  to  the  principle  upon  which  it 
was  constituted.    The  battles  which  Mr. 
Pitt  was  then  fighting  was  not  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  principle  that  a  Minister  ought 
to  have  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
the  Government,  but  Mr.  Pitt  contended 
that  Mr,  Fox,  having  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  attempting  to 
control  the  constitutional  prerogative  of 
the  Crown,  and,  without  reference  to  at- 
tempts at  legislation,  without  reference  to 
public  acts  of  the  Gfovernment,  was  de- 
nouncing that  Administration,  and  imply- 
ing beforehand  want  of  confidence  in  it. 
It  is  true,  that  there  were  in  that  case  re- 
peated resolutions  implying  a  want  of  con- 
fidence on  the  part  of  tne  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  I  say,  that  the  circumstances  of 
that  case  are  not  analogous.    They  did 
not,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pitt,  imply  a  want 
of  confidence  on  account  of  the  acts  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.    They  implied 
a  want  of  confidence  on  account  or  the 
suspicion  that  it  owed  its  origin  to  uncon- 
stitutional motives ;   and  that  it  was  the 
doty  of  the  House  of  Commons  from  the 
first  to  diueot  from  and  reprobate  its  ap- 
pointment.   On  this  principle  it  was,  that 
the  mat  contest  took  place  in  178S«4, 
wbicn  led  to  the  dissolution  of  that  Parlia- 


meotyaod  tbeelediooof  a  nowotte.    B«t 
is  the  praaeoty  I  ask,  acaaeat  all  aoalogoasT 
Am  1  obstfwdiog  the  coarse  of  a  Govevn- 
neot  at  iu  first  formation  ?     Am  1  deprrr- 
ing  it  of  the  opportonitv  of  aobmittiog  its 
n»easnresto  the  cooskfenuion  of  Parlia- 
meot?     Am  I  not  urging  that  yon  hafO 
bad  the  oppotlpnity  in  icpealed 
of  laying  liofoia  the  Hovae  of  ' 
the  measores  you  think  essential  to  the 
public  welfare,  while  they  have  been  in 
some  cases  so  modified,  so  altered  by  the 
prevailing  influence  of  those  in  opposition 
— in  other  cases  have  so  completely  failed, 
having  met  i^ith  so  little  support  either  in 
their  principle  or  details^  Uiat  the  lon^- 
continued  Experience  of  yoor  vreakoesa  is 
the  foundation  of  the  resolution  which  I 
move?     I  say,  then,  that  constitutional 
precedent,  that  the  records  of  history, 
with  ooe  exception,  and  that  the  case  of 
*83,  not  analogous  to  the  present,  support 
my  proposition — that  Ministers  not  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  the  HoQSO  of 
Commons  have  felt  it  their  duty  to  relin- 
quish ofifice.     I  say  again,  that  the  au- 
thority of  public  men  and  public  writers 
comes  in  aid  of  historical  precedent.    The 
authority  of  Mr.  Burke,  the  authority  of 
Mr.  Pox,  the  authority  at  least  of  all  who 
have  advocated  the  popular  prineipke  of 
representative  Goverament,  are  io  nniaeo 
with  my  opinions  on  this  point,  and  coo- 
firm  the  position  1  have  laid  down,    Tbko 
the  opioioRS  of  Mr,  Burke«    Mr.  Burke, 
on  the  motioo  relative  to  the  qMecb  from 
the  throne,  said:— 


**  A  House  of  Commons  respected  by  his 
Ministers  is  essential  to  his  Majesty's  serviee. 
It  is  fit  that  they  should  yield  to  PatUaaMnt, 
and  not  that  Parliament  should  ha  now  mo- 
delled until  it  is  fitted  to  their  purposes.  If 
our  authority  is  only  to  be  held  up  when  we 
coincide  in  opinion  with  his  M^esty's  ad- 
visers, but  b  to  be  set  at  nought  the  moment 
it  differs  from  them,  the  House  of  Commons 
will  sink  into  a  mere  appendage  ef  adminis- 
tration, and  will  lose  that  independent  chaiae- 
ter  which,  inseparably  oonaeettag  hoooor  and 
reputation  with  the  acts  of  this  House,  eaafalas 
us  to  afibrd  a  real,  effective,  and  soMtantial 
support  to  bis  Government.  It  is  the  differ- 
ence shown  to  our  opinion,  when  we  dissent 
from  the  servanu  of  the  Crown,  whieh  alone 
oan  give  authority  to  the  piocaedings  of  this 

House  when  it  eoneufs  witn  their  maasniaa,*' 

. 

That  was  the  opinkm  of  Mr.  Burke. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Fox  T     He 

said: — 

<'  That  it  was  true,  that  the  most  solid  and 
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incoQlrdvertible  basis  upon  which  a  Gorern- 
iinmt  opuld  b^  built,  was  the  confidence  of  the 
Kou^fi  of  CoiAinoDS,  He  meant,  that  cordial- 
ity at^d  union,  that  constituted  the  spring  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  and  it  was  the  confi- 
dence in  the  House  of  Commons  which  gave 
energy  and  effect  to  every  administration. 
However  disagreeable  the  issue,  it  must  be 
inpoted  to  thoie  who  thought  themselvei 
wiser  thai)  the  House  of  Coinrnpos,  aqd  they 
aloqo  rou9(  answer  for  it." 

But  did  Mr.  Fox  say,  it  was  the  duty 
of  ft  Minister  never  to  differ  from  the 
}|ou8e  of  CoqainQos  ?  Did  be  not,  on  the 
coptrary,  arrogi^te  (o  hiinself  tbe  right  of 
proposing  measnres  he  deemed  necessary 
ibv  the  publie  welfiare,  notwithstanding  the 
mdverse  opinion  of  tbe  House  ?    He  said : 

^^  He  was  hr  from  meaning,  that  a  Mifiister 
was  never  justifiable  in  differing  from  the 
House  Qf  Commons.  No  man  was  more 
likely  so  to  diflTer  tbaq  himself;  but  he  would 
adhere  to  his  own  opinion,  and  when  he  found 
that  the  House  differed  from  himself  he  would 
resign,  and  say  to  the  House  of  Comipops— 
'Pliooae  soffie  other  instrument  to  carry  on 
the  public  busipessj  I  am  no  longer  fit  to 
wrye  you/  " 

Such  were  tbe  opinions  of  Mr.  Burke 
and  Mr.  Fox,  I  'will  now  refer  to  ano« 
ih^r  kigh  constitutional  authority  —  no 
other  than  the  noble  Lord  himself,  as  ex- 
pifiiaed  in  that  work  to  which  I  have  be- 
fore referred,  end  now  refer  'again  with 
the  most  sincere  respect,  as  containing  a 
inost  moderate^  dispassionatei  and  able 
view  of  the  Priti^n  Constitution,  The 
passage  I  am  about  to  quote,  be  it  remem- 
bered, is  no  bastv  expression,  uttered  by 
the  noble  Lord  during  tbe  beat  and  ex- 
citement of  debate,  it  is  tbe  calm  and 
deliberate  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  deli- 
vered in  his  character  of  a  writer  on  the 
constitution  of  the  country,  upon  the  rela- 
tive position  of  the  Crown  and  the  House 
of  Commons.    The  nqble  Lord  says  :-r- 

'*  The  accession  of  George  1st  was  the  era 
when  Government  by  party  was  folly  estab- 
lidied  in  £ogland«  During  tbe  reign  of  Wil- 
liam, Whigs  and  Tories  had  been  employed 
together  by  the  Kin^ ;  and  although  the  dis- 
tinction oif  a  Whig  Ministry  and  a  Tory 
Ministry  were  more  decidedly  marked  during 
llie  iwigD  of  Anne,  yet  Marlborough  and 
GoMpniB,  who  formed  great  part  of  the 
strenfMb  of  the  Wbig  Mioistiy,  were  Tories; 
aj^d  Harley  and  St.  John,  who  put  themselves 
at  the  head  of  the  Tory  Administration,  had 
(eld,  a  short  time  before,  subordinate  offices 
under  the  Whigs.  But  the  complete  downfall 
of  tbe  Tory  Administration,  who  had  signed 
tbe  peaoe  of  Utreoht,  and  the  well-founded 


suspicion,  which  attached  to  the  whole  party' 
of  favouring  the  claims  of  James  2nd's  son, 
placed  George  1st  entirely  in  the  hands  of  tlie 
Whigs.  At  tbe  same  period,  the  financial 
difficulties  which  followed  the  winding  up  of 
the  war,  and  tlie  great  practical  talents  of 
Walpole  as  a  statesman,  contributed  to  give  a 
greater  importance  to  the  House  of  Commons 
than  ever,  and  to  place  within  that  House,  if 
I  may  so  express  myself,  the  centre  of  gravity 
of  the  State.  From  the  doctrine  of  the  re* 
sponsibility  of  Ministers  it  follows,  that  they 
ought  to  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  Commons, 
otherwise  their  measures  will  be  thwarted, 
their  promises  will  be  distrusted,  and,  finding 
all  their  steps  obstructed,  their  efforts  will  be 
directed  to  the  overthrow  of  the  constitu* 
lion." 

The  noble  Lord  says,  that  **  from  the 
doctrine  of  tbe  responsibility  of  Ministers 
it  follows  that  they  ought  to  enjoy  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons  ;*' 
and  he  justly  describes,  in  powerful  lan- 
guage, the  consequences  which  would  fol- 
low from  departing  from  the  constitutional 
rule,     He  says  :— 

**  Otherwise  their  measures  will  be  thwarted 
their  promises  will  be  distrusted,  and,  finding 
all  their  steps  obstructed,  their  efforts  will  be 
directed  to  the  overthrow  of  the  constitution." 

Now,  although  the  tkAAq  Lord  is  in 
office,  yet  I  will  not  take  so  extreme  a 
view  as  he  has  taken  of  the  consequences 
of  persevering  in  such  a  course*  It  may 
not  follow,  that  the  Ministers  being  ob- 
structed will  meditate  "  the  overthrow  of 
the  Constitution,''  but  those  other  evils, 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  spoken  of  must 
necessarily  and  inevitably  follow,  as  the 
consequences  of  endeavouring  to  govern 
by  a  minority  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
You  cannot,  in  this  country  restrict  tbe 
influence  of  party.  You  may  say,  '*  why 
meet  this  Government  by  party  opposi- 
tion.*' Why  not  lend  them  your  cordial 
and  hearty  support,  without  reference  to 
their  merits,  and  thus  enable  them  to  go 
on.  Why,  the  noble  Lord  himself  has 
properly  scouted  such  doctrines.  The 
noble  Lord  said  : — 

''From  the  collisions  of  party  arise  the 
energy  and  vital  principle  of  the  constitution, 
and  of  popular  government.  (Tlie  noble  Lord 
added)  I  never  find  any  persons  denouncing 
these  party  animosities  and  conflicts,  except 
mock  philosophers,  effeminate  men,  and  sen- 
timental women." 

The  natural  and  unavoidable  conse- 
quences of  attempting  to*  govern  by  a 
minority  were  the  consequences  I  met 
witb«     Upon  almost  every  night  my  pro* 


115 


Confidence  in 


{COMMONS} 


the  MmUiry. 


8t6 


ceedingi  were  obstructed.  On  every 
committee  of  supply^  i  met  with  some 
motion  which  prevented  my  proceedio| 
with  the  public  business ;  and  at  length  I 
was  compelled  to  yield.  While  party 
influence  and  party  connections  remain 
in  this  country,  such  will  be  the  case; 
but  this  1  will  say,  of  all  Administrations 
that  ever  existed,  considering  the  relative 
position  of  minorities  or  majorities,  which- 
ever it  may  be,  never  Government  met 
with  less  obstruction  than  the  present. 
Never  Government  had  less  of  factious  or 
mere  petulant  opposition.  Without  en* 
couraging  extravagant  apprehensions  then 
as  to  the  overthrow  of  the  constitution^ 
this,  I  say,  that  practical  experience 
proves  to  us,  that  the  noble  Lord  is  right, 
that  there  will  be  great  etils,  absolute, 
unavoidable  evils,  in  the  administration  of 
public  aflairs,  resulting  from  the  inversion 
of  the  constitutional  rule,  and  the  attempt 
to  govern  without  a  sufficient  majority  in 
this  House.  Look  at  the  noble  Lord's 
experience  in  the  administration  of  affairs 
since  he  held  office.  Let  me  take  the 
present  Parliament,  let  me  instance  three 
measures — one  in  its  commencement,  one 
in  its  maturity,  and  a  more  recent  one 
supposed  to  be  towards  its  close.  First 
of  all,  let  me  take  the  history  of  the  ap- 
propriation clause,  then  the  Jamaica  Bill, 
and  lastly,  the  case  of  the  sugar  duties : 
and  can  I  see  what  has  taken  place  on 
these  three  questions  without  coming  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  authority  of  the 
House  of,  Commons  is  not  supported  by 
the  course  which  has  been  pursued  ?  I 
never  taunted  the  noble  Lord  for  aban- 
doning the  appropriation  clause.  I 
thought  he  was  placed  in  a  situation  of 
necessity,  which  upon  the  whole  made  it 
advisable  for  the  public  interests  that 
there  should  be  a  settlement  of  the  tithe 
question  without  the  appropriation  clause, 
but  can  I  conceal  from  myself,  that  this 
necessity  arose  out  of  the  weakness  of  the 
Government — that  it  arose  out  of  a  want 
of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  left  to  the  Government 
no  other  alternative  but  to  recede  from 
the  most  express  engagement,  or,  by  in- 
sisting on  that  engagement  to  sacrifice 
great  public  interests  ?  Then,  look  to  the 
Jamaica  Bill.  Do  I  want  the  most  con- 
clusive proof  of  the  evil  consequences 
likely  to  arise  upon  that  question  on  ac- 
count of  its  abandonment  by  the  Govern- 
ment?    The  Government  brought  in  a 


bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  extioguisli 
representative  Government  in  the  colony 
of  Jamaica.  It  failed.  We  opposed 
them.  They  were  compelled  to  bring  io 
another  bill  in  conformity  with  our  recom* 
mendations.  But  what  was  the  statement 
of  the  evils  anticipated  from  that  coucie 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  and  the  noble  Viscount # 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  ?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  said  :«- 

''  It  is  obvious,  that  in  Jamaica  the  author- 
ity of  the  Crown  will  be  greatly  weakened  by 
any  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons  giving 
support  to  the  contumacy  of  the  Assembly 
of  Jamaica  against  the  proposition  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown«  (He  said.)  In  con- 
tinuing in  the  administration  of  affairs,  not 
having  a  sufficient  degree  of  confidence  and 
support  to  carry  on  those  affairs  efficiently  in 
this  House,  we  should  be  exposing  to  jeopardy 
the  colonies  of  this  country." 

Lord  Melbourne  said  : — 

'*  The  Jamaica  Bill  was  of  paramount  indis- 
pensable importance,  for  the  great  objects  of 
emancipation^  and  the  vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  fatal  to  that  measure.  Not 
only  so,  but  it  indicates  with  sufficient  clear- 
ness and  distinctness,  such  a  want  of  confi- 
dence on  the  part  of  a  great  body  in  the  other 
House,  as  to  render  it  absolutely  impossible 
that  we  should  continue  to  administer  the 
affairs  of  her  Majesty's  Government  in  a  man- 
ner useful  and  beneficial  to  the  country." 

That  is  the  opinion  which  you  your- 
selves give  as  to  the  degree  in  which  the 
colonial  interests  were  to  l>e  compromised 
by  the  attempt  to  govern  without  a  safli« 
cient  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Take,  again,  the  case  of  the  sugar  duties. 
Can  you,  or  can  any  man,  say,  that  the 
position  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  a  satisfactory  or  becoming  post* 
tion  ?  After  the  grounds  on  which  that 
measure  had  been  advocated — ^after  the 
importance  which  had  been  attached  to 
it — after  the  expectations  of  relief  which 
were  held  out  in  consequence  of  its  adop- 
tion—was it  a  course  calculated  to  exalt 
the  authority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  find  the*  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  Thursday  last,  having  been  overruled 
in  his  propositions^  after  the  declaration  of 
the  Judge  Advocate,  that  we  mast  cooii- 
der  the  Budget  as  a  whole-^was  it  be* 
coming  in  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xche« 
quer  to  move  without  a  word  of  explanatioa 
the  adoption  of  the  existing  sugar  duties  1 
I  say  that  those  measures  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  which  are  but  specimeBt 
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and  examples,  are  conclasive  proofs  that 
the  evils  which  the  noble  Lord  propheti- 
cally anticipated,    as    arising    from    the 
thwarting  and  obstmction  of  the  Govern- 
ment, have  been  practically  realized,  as  we 
ourselves  have  had  the  opportunity   of 
observing.     Is  this  for  the  credit  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons?     Is    this  for  (he 
maintenance  of  its  authority  as  one  of  the 
constituent  branches  of  the  Legislature? 
Alas !  no.     It  may  appear  to  a  superficial 
observer,  that  it  is  a  proof  of  the  strength 
of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  that  it 
should  be  able  to  support  its  Ministers 
without  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.     But  that  is  an  imperfect  and 
mistaken    view.     The    interests    of   the 
Crown  and  the  interests  of  the  House  of 
Commons    are    identical.      You    cannot 
strike  a  blow  at  the  House  of  Commons 
in  its  just  and  legitimate  authority,  with- 
out, at  the  same  time,  striking  a  blow  at 
the  monarchy  of  this  country.     But  can  it 
be  said  to  add  to  the  authority  of  the 
monarchy,  that  its  Ministers  and  Repre- 
sentatives, who  counsel  measures  in  this 
House  on  the  authority  of  the  Crown? 
Can  it  be  supposed  that  the  sorry  triumph 
of  being  maintained   in    power   by  the 
Crown  is  a  compensation  for  the  delays, 
for  the  spectacle  of  insufficiency  and  want 
of  authority  in  the  Government  we  have 
recently  beheld  ?    It  may  be  said, "  True, 
we  may  not  have  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but,  perhaps,  as  Mr. 
Pitt  was  able  to  say,  though   Mr.  Fox 
denied  it,  if  we  fail  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, there  are  sufficient  indications  that 
we  possess  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
First,  however,  I  should  say  with   Mr. 
Fox,  It  is  dangerous  to  admit  any  other 
recognised  organ  of  public  opinion  than 
the  House  of  Commons.    It  is  dangerous 
to  set  up  the  implied  or  supposed  opinions 
of  constituencies  against  their  declared 
and  authorized  organ,  the  House  of  Com* 
mons.    The  House  and  the  constituencies 
should  not  be  brought  into  this  unseemly 
contest.     But  if  you  deny  the  force  of 
that  argument— 'if  you  hold  that  it  is  right 
to  refer  to  the  opinions  of  the  constituen- 
cies—^an  you,  I  ask,  show  me,  in  the 
elections  that  have  recently  taken  place, 
any  just  ground  for  the  boast  that  the 
confidence  withheld   from   you    by   the 
House  has  been  extended  to  vou  bv  the 
constituencies  of  the  empire?     I  know 
not  exactly  how  many  vacancies  have  oc- 
99mA  eiaoe  the  commencement  of  the 


present  Parliament;    I  believe   them  to 
have  been  upwards  of  one  hundred,  but 
this  I  can  say  with  confidence,  that  upon 
the  general    balance    there    have    been 
twenty  elections  in  which  there  have  been 
changes  of  the  former  Members,  and  of 
those  twenty,    embracing    large    towns, 
boroughs,  agricultural  districts,  in   fact, 
every  kind  and  description  of  constituency, 
out  of  those  twenty  in  which  changes 
have  taken  place,  sixteen  have  been  averse 
to  you,  and  four  only  have  been  in  your 
favour.     So  that  upon  the  whole  in  those 
places  where  changes  have  taken  place 
during  the  present  Parliament  there  has 
been  a  positive  loss  of  not  less  than  twelve 
Members.    I  say,  then,  whatever  may  be 
the  object  you  expect  from  an  appeal  to 
the  people,  if  that  be  the  course  you  are 
meditating,  you  have  no  right  to  say  from 
the  result  of  the  elections  hitherto,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  constituencies  differs 
from    that    of   their    representatives.     I 
know  it  will  be  said,  that  all  my  general 
doctrines  may  be  true— that  it  is  right 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  that  Mi- 
nisters should  have  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  **  but  there  are  spe- 
cial   and   peculiar  circumstances,*'    her 
Majesty's  Ministers  might  say,  **  that  ex- 
cept us  from  the  ordinary  rule,  and  enti- 
tle us  to  continue  in  office."    Now,  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  this  plea  will  apply 
in  fact  to  all  times.    Who  can  deny,  that 
in  the  important  position  of  this  country, 
with  such  complicated  affairs  to  be  admi- 
nistered, there  must  be  at  all  times  special 
and    peculiar    circumstances    connected 
with  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
day,    and    that  you    (the  Government), 
being  the  judges,  will  be  enabled  to  dis- 
cover special  and  peculiar  circumstances, 
why  you  should  be  exempted  from  the 
ordinary  principle,  so  that,  in  fact,  there 
will  be  no  limit  to  the  application  of  that 
principle?    The  men  who  have  to  deter- 
mine are  not  quite  impartial  judges  as  to 
the  urgency  of  the  circumstances  which 
constitute    the   special  case.      Perhaps, 
however,  it  may  be  said  that  you  contemp* 
late  an  appeal  to  the  people,  and  that  you 
are    holaing    office  for  the  purpose  ^  of 
making  that    appeal.    I   know  nothing 
whatever  upon  that  subject.    As  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  can  have 
no  evidence  of  the  intentions    of  the 
Crown.    But  I  see  you  repeatedly  in  mi* 
norities;  I  see  indications  that  you  have 
not  the  confidence  of  this  House.    I  know 
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that  you  have  power,  at  any  tiiDe,  to  dis» 
•olv»-*l  know,  too,  that  yoo  can  choote 
the  QiOit  favourable  time  for  a  diaaoltttion. 
No  doubt  that  ia  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  a  prerogative  of  a  delicate  patora 
for  the  House  of  Ck>BUDons  to  meddle 
with*  But  all  this  does  not  relieve  me 
from  the  perlbrmance  of  what  I  conceive 
to  be  A  duty  in  calling  upon  the  House  of 
Oomnons  to  say,  if  her  Msjesty's  Govern- 
ment possess  their  confidence  or  not. 
And  here,  too,  I  will  say,  that  I  shall 
have  no  additional  oonfidenee  if,  after 
excitjng  the  publte  mind  upon  such  a 
subject  as  the  sustenance  of  the  people, 
you  then  make  your  appeal  to  the  country 
by  a  dissoltttton.  I  bsiieve  that  you  are 
not,  by  that  course,  advancing  the  mea- 
sure which  you  advocate.  I  do  not  un- 
dev-rate  the  power  of  clamour.  I  do  not 
underrate  the  evils  arising  out  of  the  con- 
iict  of  opposing  parties.  1  do  doubt  your 
power  to  carry  that  law,  as  I  doubt  your 
power  to  carry  a  proposal  of  a  shilling  a 
bushel  fixed  duty.  Although  I  have  no 
right  to  anticipate  the  decision  of  the 
House  upon  the  Corn-law,  but  I  appeal 
to  any  rational  man  whether  he  does  not 
ooocur  with  me  in  this  conelusbn,  that 
you  are  bringing  forward  your  measure 
without  a  hope  of  being  able  to  earry  it. 
Of  of  procurin|p  the  assent  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons  to  your  proposition ; 
that  yon  bring  it  forward  (I  will  not  say 
with  the  purpose,  but  the  certain  efiect  of 
your  proceeding  will  be)  to  produce,  bv 
the  increased  agitation  of  the  public  mind, 
an  indispositmn  to  look  at  any  settlement 
of  the  question.  Nevertheless,  you  may 
aay,  you  conceal  your  intentions  with  re« 
spect  to  a  dissofotbn,  and  that,  after 
taking  a  debate  on  the  Corn-laws,  you 
rsserve  to  yourselves  the  power  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  people.  I  disrogard  that  oon- 
sideration  altogether,  as  a  reason  why  I 
should  not  bring  (brward  the  present  mo« 
tion,  and  I  am  fortified  in  this  conclusion 
b^  the  eourse  whieh  you  yourselves  took 
with  respect  to  a  measure  scarcely  lem 
important  than  that  of  the  Oom-laws«<-I 
allude  to  the  bill  relative  to  the  Pooiw 
laws.  You  propose^  without  havbg,  as  I 
think,  suiBcieBt  authority  as  a  &»vem* 
meat,  to  sabroit  to  the  ooneideration  of 
the  House  an  important  aseasuro  on  the 
anlijecl  of  the  Cora-laws :  and  yet  you, 
at  the  same  time,  notify  your  mteation 
not  to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
•MlhiraiiaHn  Qoaneotid  with  Cbo  Poor- 


laws  of  the  country  which  yoo  psofesa  la 
think  of  essential  importance.  And  on 
what  ground  do  you  withhold  thia  mea- 
8um  from  the  consideration  of  the  House? 
1  have  your  own  authority — a  statentout 
from  your  own  mouthr-as  to  the  grounds 
on  which  you  withhold  from  discussion  in 
the  House  of  Commons  the  question  of 
the  Poor-laws,  which  you  professed  lo  ra* 
gard  as  one  of  paraasonnt  importance. 
The  noUe  Lord  opposite  stated,  that  «•  in 
the  pieaent  state  of  affairs,  he  thought  it 
better  not  to  proceed  with  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill  t"  and  on  what  grDond  ? 
"  In  the  first  plaee,"  said  the  noble  Load, 
'^  there  would  be  a  protracted  discussion 
without  any  final  result.**  That  is  the 
ground  which  you  urged  to  the  House  of 
Commons  as  a  reason  for  withdmwing 
from  its  cognisance  the  question  of  the 
Poor-laws  —  '*  a  protracted  discusHon 
without  any  final  result.''  If  this  ia  your 
anticipation  with  respect  to  the  Poor-laws, 
may  I  not  venture  on  a  similar  antieipa* 
tion  as  to  the  Corn-laws?  If  I  deviate 
from  atrict  form— if  I  am  uaobservaat  of 
technicalities  in  anticipating  a  discussion 
on  the  Corn-laws,  do  not  you  fall  in  the 
same  error  in  making  prophecies  ia  respect 
to  adiscnmion  on  the  Poor-laws  ?  You 
think  that  that  ia  a  legitimate  ground  of 
action— »you  expect  that  thero  will  be 
long  discussion  without  final  reault  on  the 
Poor-laws— I  anticipate  the  aame  with 
respect  to  the  Corn-laws.  Nay,  you  pro- 
ceeded to  prophecy— 

^  Id  the  next  place,  with  the  expectation 
that  every  hon.  Member  teemed  to  have,  that 
he  was  to  aceeuat  for  his  ooodaet  on  the 
hustings." 

The  noble  Lord  opposite,  thought** thero 
would  be  a  great  many  motiona,  and  a 
great  many  speeches  made,  intended  rather 
for  the  hustings  than  for  any  useful  pur- 
pose of  legielation."  The  Poor-law  Bill, 
then,  waa  staled  to  be  withdrawn,  not  on 
account  of  the  unpopularity  of  the  measuro, 
not  because  its  discussMMi  in  the  House  of 
Commons  might  inconvenience  Membcfu 
at  an  eleotion,  but  on  the  ground,  ^  thai 
thero  would  be  long  discossiona  widiout 
any  final  reault  %  and  **  Membeia  would 
mum  speeches  rather  for  the  hustinge 
than  for  any  useful  purpoeaa  of  Icgisia* 
tion.*'  This  was  the  ground  on  wUm  the 
Poor*law  Bill  waa  abandoned  i  but  the 
Corn-law  queetion  is  lo  be  persevered  fai. 
Is  thero  any  mora  prospect  of  a  6nid  an* 
salt  ftom  the  dieensssoB  of  thia  anl^oct  tie 
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Ibore  ieis  exp^ctatiao  of  loog  speeches — 
any  greater  reaaon  lo  anticipata  that  the 
speeobei  delivered  will  be  spoken  more 
with  a  view  of  coavincing  the  judgments 
of  bon.  Members  io  this  House,  than  for 
the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  favour  of 
the  constituencies  whom  the  speakers 
might  represent  in  agricultural  or  menu* 
factoring  districts? 

I  have  been  given  to  understand — ^bot  I 
can  scarcely  believe  it-^that  her  Majesty's 
Qovernmenly  in  proposing  an  alteration  of 
the  Corn-laws  for  the  consideration  of  the 
HonaCi  intend,  when  the  result  of  the  dis- 
cussion is  known,  to  appeal  to  the  people. 
If  an  appeal  to  the  country  be  made  on 
such  a  qnestion,  so  for  from  tending  in 
the  slightesl  degree  to  remedy  the  depress 
sioB  of  trade,  and  to  calm  the  agitation 
and  increase  confidence  in  the  public 
mind,  it  will,  according  to  ray  firm  belief, 
only  serve,  by  suspending  the  operation  of 
all  the  ordinary  retail  dealings  of  this  me- 
tropolis^^by  leaving  in  a  state  of  uncer* 
taioiy  for  months  to  come  what  the  ulti-* 
mate  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  on  the  subject  of  the  Coro-'laws, 
lo  aggravate  the  evils  already  connected 
with  the  stagnation  of  commerce,  and 
throw  an  effectual  obstacle  and  impedU 
ment  in  the  way  of  the  revival  of  its  proa* 
parity.  And,  tnecefore,  as  I  said  before, 
if  1  had  the  perfect  assqrance^which  you 
cannot  give  roe^-^'that  it  is  your  intention 
to  bring  forward  a  discussion  on  the  Corn*- 
laws,  so  far  from  that  being  a  reaaon  why 
I  should  not  press  my  motion  to  a  division, 
I  should  regard  it  only  as  an  additional 
ground  for  doing  so. 

There  arc  mfl^ny  other  reasons,  which  I 
might  stata  as  a  justification  of  my  present 
motiqn,  but  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  on 
them.  I  rest  my  proposition  to*night  on 
constitutiQnal  grounds*  I  think  I  have 
sufficiently  proved  that  ''  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  dq  not  sufficiently  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commoosi  and 
their  continuance  in  office,  under  such 
ciraumstanoesi  is  at  variance  with  the  spi- 
rit of  the  cpnstitutiont"  I  reserve  all  other 
Spunds.  I  have  a  want  of  confidence  in 
em,  on  aocoiint  of  their  administration 
of  thu  fin^npea  q(  tba  CQUutry.  I  think 
that  our  embarrassment,  with  respect  to 
the  finances,  maiolv  arises  from  the  same 
caute  us  has  brought  on  the  general  em- 
barraasmant  of  the  country«^tbe  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Ministers  to  administer 

thu  QpvemmuAt  without  pusMiiiiig  the 


confidence  of  (he  House  of  Commons.  I 
do  not  believe,  if  they  had  possessed  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons^ 
(hat  they  would,  in  the  face  of  an  in- 
creasing expenditure— in  the  face  of  an 
incressing  defieiencjf  (not  of  a  decreasing 
revenue,  comparing  the  expenditure  with 
the  revenue>---l  do  not  believe  that  they 
would  have  incurred  the  risk,  nay  en* 
eaconntered  the  certain  evil,  of  losing 
1 ,200,000/,  of  revenue  by  the  Poat-offlee 
Bill.  I  believe  that  it  was  the  same  cause 
which  led  you  to  abandon  that  Post-office 
revenue  as  induces  you  to  have  recourse 
to  the  expedient  to  which  you  have  now 
resorted. 

Your  weakness  is  the  cause.  I  believe 
your  weakness  is  the  cause  of  your  con* 
slant  oscillations  between  Conservative 
opinions  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
antagonist  opiokins  on  the  other.  You 
found  it  necessary  to  conduct  the  Govern- 
mant  on  Conservative  principles ;  and  in 
making  (he  attempt  you  encountered  the 
opposition  and  forfeited  the  confidence  of 
Gentlemen  on  your  own  side  of  the  House. 
It  became  necessary  for  you  to  re-establish 
yourselves  in  their  opinfon ;  and  you  dis- 
covered that  some  measure  must  be  had 
recourse  to,  like  that  of  the  Post-office 
Bill,  for  the  purpose  of  recovering  their 
favourable  opinion.  When  was  it  that  the 
Post-office  Bill  was  introduced  ?  After 
your  failure  on  the  Jamakui  fiill.  I  cannot 
dive  into  your  intentiona---thesa  things 
may  not  stand  in  the  relation  of  cause  and 
effect;  but  it  was  a  remarkable  circum- 
stance that,  after  your  defeat  on  the  colo- 
nial queatioB,  you  did  resort  to  that  mea- 
sure which  I  deprecated  at  the  time  and 
opposed ;  not  tnat  i  denied  that  advan- 
tages might  arise  in  many  respeeu  from 
the  reduction  of  the  Post«office  dutj,  but 
because  I  thought  we  conld  not  afford  to 
basard  a  revenue  of  1,600,000/.,  and  be« 
cause  I  did  not  believe  that  your  reso* 
lution,  that  ^  you  would  supply  the  defi* 
ciency  by  increased  taxation,"  wouU  be 
listened  to  with  any  great  favour.  I  do 
believe  it  is  the  same  cause  oo«-*-your 
weakness-«*which  has  impelled  you  to  pni^ 
pose  a  budget  which  has  only  had  the 
effsct  of  disturbing  the  country.  When 
you  say  that  your  object  in  pmpoaing 
these  measures  is  to  supply  the  de£ 
ciency  in  the  revenue,  jrou  do  not  ex» 
plain  to  ua  how  that  hope  is  to  be  fulfilled* 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  never 
«i(4ftiii«d  to  us  whether  be  expected  lo 
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recoTer  the  1,400,000/.  or  1,600,000/. 
lost  in  the  Post-office,  by  the  impositioo 
of  a  fixed  duty  upon  corn.  It  is  neces- 
sary that  that  point  should  be  ex|>lained, 
for  unless  the  admission  of  foreign  corn  at 
a  6xed  duty  of  Is.  per  bushel,  will  secure 
a  revenue  of  1,600,000/.,  the  Budget  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  worth 
nothings— literally  worth  nothing  at  all. 
[It  was  intimated  that  the  calculation  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  to 
raise  only  400,000/.  from  the  admission 
of  foreign  corn.]  I  understand  the  cal- 
culation to  be  1,600,000/.  but  whether  it 
were  so  calculated  or  not,  it  is  plain  that 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  admission  of 
foreign  com  must  be  at  least  equal  to  that 
sum,  if  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue  is  to 
be  supplied ;  for  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  estimates  the  amount  of  the 
Customs  for  the  present  year  at  the  same 
amount  as  the  Customs  of  last  year,  and 
as  1,100,000/.  or  1,200,000/.  of  the  Cus- 
toms* revenue  of  last  year,  was  derived 
from  the  admission  or  corn*  it  is  clear 
that  his  calculation,  to  be  just,  must  be 
upon  the  anticipation  of  deriving  some- 
where about  1,600,000/.  from  the  admis- 
sion of  foreign  corn  in  the  present  year. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  duties  on  tim- 
ber. I  have  seen  an  answer  returned  by 
Lord  Sydenham  to  a  deputation  which 
waited  upon  him  on  this  subject;  what 
does  Lord  Sydenham  say?  1  have  no 
official  information  on  the  subject.  [An 
observation  was  made  by  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell.] Surely  the  noble  Lord  does  not 
mean  to  draw  a  distinction  between  a  pri- 
vate letter  written  by  him,  saying  '*we 
are  going  to  bring  forwani  the  timber 
duties,"  and  au  official  despatch  in  which 
the  same  intelligence  was  conveved  in  a 
more  formal  manner.  Surely  the  noble 
Lord  will  not  insist  upon  the  distinction 
to  be  drawn  between  an  intimation  made 
upon  large  paper  and  one  made  upon  small 
paper«-*Ae  one  being  marked  ''  private/' 
the  other  bearing  upon  its  cover  the  stamp 
of  official  business.  But  Lord  Sydenham 
says,  that  if  the  Government  should  bring 
forward  the  timberduties,  it  will  behis  impe- 
rative dutT  to  ur^  that  due  regard  be 
had  to  til  existing  interests,  and  that 
ample  time  be  given  to  failed  interests  to 
dispose  of  them,  and  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  their  property  to  some  other 
branches  of  trade.  If  that  be  the  case-* 
if  that  imperative  duty  be  imposed  upon 
Lord  Sydeoham^-^wiU  it  be  poeaible  to 


realise,  in  the  course  of  ihe  present  year, 
the  revenue  you  anticipate  from  an  alter- 
ation of  timber  duties  f  But  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  enter  into  detail.  I  reserve 
altogether  my  opinion  upon  this  and  other 
measures  of  administration.  I  reserve  al- 
together my  opinion  upon  China.  1  will 
only  say,  that  upon  that  question  f  can 
give  you  no  conBdence.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive a  position  more  fraught  with  anxiety 
as  to  the  moral  influence  of  England,  not 
only  in  China,  but  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  Indian  empire,  than  that  which  we 
now  occupy,  as  far  as  our  present  inform- 
ation goes,  in  that  quarter  of  the  world. 
Upon  other  great  questions,  such  as  our 
relation  with  America,  and  with  France, 
I  retain  the  opinions  I  have  previously 
expressed.  I  have  viewed  our  alienation 
from  France  with  feelings  of  deep  regret, 
and  without  entering  further  into  the  sub- 
ject I  may  state,  that  notwithstanding  the 
brilliant  exploits  of  our  fleets  and  armiesp 
I  yet  entertain  the  opinion,  that  it  would 
have  been  possible  to  have  effected  every- 
thing that  British  and  continental  interests 
required  in  a  manner  that  would  have 
been  reconcileable  with  such  a  mode  of 
proceeding  towards  France  as  would  have 
avoided  the  excitement  of  so  bitter  a 
feeling  towards  us  in  that  country,  the 
consequence  of  which  has  been,  the  un- 
productive expenditure  of  a  vast  amount 
of  capital  in  making  preparations  for  war, 
and  the  generation  of  a  feeling  in  the 
French  mind  which,  I  fear,  will  for  some 
time  prevent  the  re-establishment  of  those 
friendly  relations  between  France  and  this 
country,  which  I 'sincerely  wish  to  be  per« 
manent,  and  which,  I  believe,  to  be  one 
of  (he  most  essential  foundations  for  the 
permanent  peace  and  tranquillity  of  Eu- 
rope. But  into  these  considerations  I  will 
not  enter ;  because  I  wish  mainly  to  urge 
the  constitutional  ground  upon  which  my 
motion  is  founded.  Confining  myself  to 
that  ground,  and  maintaining  silence  upon 
all  others,  I  dare  say  I  MIX  be  met  bj 
the  taunti  that  I  have  brought  forward  no 
scheme  of  comprehensive  oolicy  of  mj 
own.  I  shall  be  told  that  tnir  is  a  deci- 
sive motion — ^that  I  might  poesiUy  have 
concealed  my  opinions  when  I  was  dis- 
cussing the  sugar  duties,  bat  that  when 
I  invited  the  Honse  to  concur  m  a 
motion  of  this  kind,  I  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared with  some  declaration  of  pnblie 
opinioo  upon  all  ^neations  of  public 
inlereit  ana  aatioaal  importance,   to  that 


825 


Confidence  in 


{May  27} 


the  Ministry. 


826 


I  answer — Where  is  the  man  that  has 
more  explicitly  declared  than  I  have,  his 
opinions  upon  all  the  great  constitutional 
questions  that  have  of  late  years  been 
raised — upon  the  ballot— upon  the  exten- 
sion of  the  suffrage— upon  the  shortening 
the  duration  of  Parliaments  ?  Have  I  ever 
withheld  my  opinions  upon  any  one  of 
those  g^eat  questions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  says  to  me,  **  Make  a  bidding 
against  the  Government.  Outbid  the  Go- 
vernment !  Propose  something  further 
than  the  Government,  and  then  you  shall 
have  the  support  of  Gentlemen  of  extreme 
opinions  like  myself."  I  shall  do  no  such 
thing.  I  make  no  bidding  for  popular 
applause.  I  maintain  my  opinions  upon 
the  great  constitutional  questions  to  which 
I  have  referred,  and  I  shall  not,  for  the 
purpose  of  filching  some  support  from 
the  Government  on  the  present  occasion, 
indicate  opinions  at  variance  with  those 
which,  in  the  course  of  discussions  upon 
those  individual  questions,  I  have  con- 
stantly expressed.  Did  I  not,  when  a 
question  like  the  present  was  last  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  did  I  not, 
upon  the  vote  of  confidence  last  year,  fully 
and  explicitly  state  my  views  with  respect 
to  all  the  orainary  subjects  of  legislation  ? 
Have  I  not,  when  any  question  has  been 
brought  forward,  whether  church  reform, 
church  rates,  or  any  other  question  of 
important  public  interest,  invariably  ex- 
pressed my  opinions  in  plain  and  explicit 
terms?  What  is  the  public  question  of 
ordinary  legislation  in  respect  to  which 
any  rational  doubt  can  be  entertained  as 
to  my  views  ?  I  certainly  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  financial  questions,  and  or- 
dinary matters  of  policy.  I  stated  the 
other  nigh t^  I  stated  explicitly,  that  I 
would  not  express  any  opmion  upon  the 
financial  conuition  of  the  country ;  and 
I  repeat  now — giving  you  the  full  ad- 
vantage of  that  expression  of  my  opinion 
— that  if  I  were  called  to  power  to-mor- 
row, f  would  claim  the  right  (for  it  was  in 
that  sense  I  used  the  expression)  delibe- 
rately to  review  the  financial  position  of 
the  counti^,  and  that  I  would  not  be 
forced  into  any  precipitate  measures  for 
the  purpose  of  extricating  the  Exchequer 
from  its  present  difficulty.  These  are  the 
grounds  upon  which  I  submit,  with  con- 
fidence, my  resolution  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  never  have  been  a  flatterer 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  never  have 
encouraged  the  House  of  Commons   in 


any  attempt  to  carry  measures  which  I 
thought  would  have  the  efifect  of  unduly 
increasing  its  own  privileges  and  power, 
at  the  expense  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  The  very  last  occasion  on  which 
I  gave  a  vote,  was  in  support  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  their  attempt 
to  resist  a  motion,  which,  in  their  opinion, 
would  have  the  efiect  of  unduly  encroach- 
ing upon  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
I  did  what  I  could  to  support  the  Crown's 
prerogative  ;  but  my  example  was  not  fol- 
lowed by  many  Members  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  did  what  I  could  to  resist 
the  attempt  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
interfere  with  the  undoubted  prerogative 
of  the  Crown.  That  attempt.  Sir,  was 
defeated  by  your  single  vote.  You  were 
the  single  obstacle  to  a  motion,  which,  in 
your  opinion,  would  amount  to  an  inter- 
ference with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
You,  Sir,  though  the  organ  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  had  the  manliness,  which  I 
expected  from  the  consistency  of  your 
conduct ;  yes.  Sir,  you  had  the  manliness 
to  interpose  your  single  but  exalted  and 
efiectuai  authority  against  a  measure, 
which  you  deemed  injurious  to  tlie  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution.  I  expected  that 
vote,  and  I  expected  the  declaration  of 
principle  upon  which  it  was  given.  But 
when  I  saw  how  great  had  been  the  risk, 
I  could  not  but  feel  confirmed  in  my 
opinion,  that  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
was  not  safely  protected  by  a  Government, 
which,  even  with  the  aid  that  I,  assisted 
by  my  friends,  could  lend  them,  could 
command  only  an  equality  of  votes  upon 
a  question  of  so  much  importance,  and 
were  obliged  to  call  upon  the  Speaker  to 
save  them  firom  the  disgrace  of  defeat, 
upon  a  matter  in  which  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  was  directly  concerned.  But, 
although  I  have  resisted,  and  always  will 
resist,  anv  unconstitutional  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  trench 
upon  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  I 
hav^  yet  endeavoured  to  maintain  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  every  just  principle 
to  which  it  could  lay  a  claim.  I  supported 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  last  year 
i/1  defence  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  might,  upon  that  occa- 
sion, have  been  seduced  by  the  tempta- 
tion of  party  advantage,  to  take  a  different 
course.  As  it  was,  I  had  to  encounter 
the  pain  of  differing  from,  perhaps,  a  ma- 
jority of  my  friends.  But  I  thought  that 
vital   interests— that   important    powers 


582 


C&njidincein 


{COMMONS} 


ih9  Mh^ity. 


8lg 


#efb  at  stftke,  and  I  was  determined  that 
I  Would  tiDt,  to  conciliate  the  favour  and 
affection  of  my  own  esteemed  friends,  put 
to  hatafrl  the  legitimate  privileges  of  the 
ftoiise  of  Commons,  and  subject  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  control  of  a 
court  of  law.  I  know  that  it  is  impru- 
dent and  unwise  to  advert  to  these  things* 
I  know  that  it  would  be  more  politic  on 
my  part  to  conceal  these  differences  with 
my  friends.  But  I  will  be  guilty  of  no 
such  concealment.  I  differed  from  them 
and  voted  against  them,  from  a  sincere 
belief,  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  vindication  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  nay,  that  it  was  essen*> 
tial  to  our  existence  as  a  legislative  body, 
that  we  should  have  the  power  of  free 
publication.  Why  should  I  shrink  from  a 
reference  to  the  opinions  I  then  expressed, 
and  the  vote  I  then  gave?  Is  it  not 
rather  a  subject  of  pride  with  me  that  I 
dan  be  permitted  to  take  my  own  indepen^ 
dent  view  as  to  the  vital  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  yet  that  due  jus- 
tice shall  be  done  to  my  motives,  and  that 
I  shall  again  be  able  to  rally  around  me 
in  the  bond  of  common  connection  and 
(Sommod  esteem,  those  Friends  fi'om  whom 
I  happen  upon  this  particular  question  to 
differ.  Acting  in  cotiformity  with  these 
viewsy  which  teaeh  me  to  resist  the  eO'^ 
oroachmeni  of  the  HoUse  npon  the  prero-> 
gative  of  the  Crown^  and  yet  to  tnaintain 
fdr  the  Hous6  itself  its  legitimate  infltienee 
ito  the  State,  I  think  I  may  fairly  conolude 
ttiit  the  House  of  Commons  has  a  right 
to  expecl  that  the  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
who  IS  alike  the  proper  guardian  of  the 
royal  prerogative  and  of  PArlialnentary 
pHvilege,  should  possess  its  oonfldenee. 
This  present  House  of  Commons  has  been 
constituted  and  motllded  upon  the  views 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Lord  J.  Russell).  The  noble  Lord  was 
the  author  of  the  bill  by  whitfh  this  Hoose 
of  OomihOna  was  constitatod.  It  was  the 
noble  Lord  who  Ihooght  it  expedient  to 
abolish  the  system  of  nomiiialion  bo- 
nDttghs.  It  was  the  noUe  Lord  who 
thought  it  expedieilt  to  introduce  more  of 
popular  spirit  into  the  constHiltion  of  this 
House-^to  make  it  correspond  more  ^th 
the  progress  of  popular  intelligence,  and 
*ith  the  advsnoe  oC  knowledge.  To 
achieve  this  the  noble  Lord  thought  that 
we  ought  to  make  the  House  more  an 
image  of  the  public  opinion«<->an  assembly 
more  sympathizing  with  the  people — more 


originatiti?  from  the  people*— tnore  express 
sive  of  the  public  view.  This  House  of 
Commons,  thus  constituted  aoeording  to 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lord— this  House 
of  Commons  had  the  advantage  (if  it 
could  be  so  considered)  of  being  elected 
under  the  noble  Lord's  auspices;  and 
whatever  benefit  there  may  be  from  having 
had  its  election  at  the  time  when  her  ^a- 
cious  Majesty  came  to  the  throne  of  these 
kingdoms,  that  benefit  al^  the  noble  Lord 
was  possessed  of.  Yet  this  House  of 
Commons  so  constituted,  so  elected  under 
the  auspices  of  the  noble  Lord — this 
House  of  Commons  it  is  that  has  given, 
as  I  think,  sufficient  indications  that  it 
withholds  its  confidence  from  the  Govern 
ment  of  which  the  noble  Lord  is  a  con- 
spicuous member. — I  trust  I  have  execu-* 
ted  this  duty  in  conformity  with  the  spirit 
in  which  I  intended  to  execute  it-^H'ith 
none  of  that  asperity  of  party  which  I 
may  sometimes  be  l>etrayed  into  when  ris« 
ing  at  the  end  of  a  debate  to  speak  under 
the  excitement  and  agitation  which  natu- 
rally belong  to  that  period  of  our  delibe- 
rations. It  has  not  been  my  intention  to 
treat  with  disrespect  thos^  who  bold  the 
executive  oflioes  of  Governmenti  but  it 
has  been  niy  intention  to  say  to  the  Go- 
vernment, it  is  your  duty  to  the  House  bf 
Commons— if  it  has  those  additional 
claims  upon  ^bln  eonfidenee  which  yott 
ascribe  to  it^-if  it  embodiei  mora  of  tbu 
public  apirit'^f  it  refleota  more  aecnruiely 
the  image  of  the  pnblio  mind  than  iboao 
which  have  praoeded  it^il  ia  your  doty, 
your  peculiar  dutyi  not  to  deprive  it  of 
any  of  the  legitimate  iofluetace  whidi  it 
poseaaeed  under  other  cinranitanoesi 
and  Which  you  wei^  the  firat  to  recognisei 
and  to  wish  to  exteild.-^Of  this  I  am  con- 
vinced, that  if  the  House  of  Commons  so 
oonatituted  bad  ratified  your  deeroBa*-had 
acted  in  conformity  with  your  aoggestlonsi 
you  would  have  hieen  the  first  to  aeknow* 
ledge  ila  opiniona  with  rcapect ;  and  let 
me  lell  you  that  when  the  House  of  Com<< 
motia  takes  a  difieratit  course,  it  is  your 
bounden  duty  not  to  reject  its  decisions 
with  scorn,  because  they  are  unfavourable 
to  your  views,  and  hostile  to  your  oont^u* 
ance  in  power.  ^ 

Lord  Worsley  trusted  that  the  HousC'^ 
considering  the  position  in  which  he  8topd« 
having  so  lately  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose 
the  Govemment-^would  indulge  him  whilst 
he  made  a  few  observations  in  reference  to 
the  speech  just  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
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Bttro&et*  Before  he.  did  so^  h«  certainly 
must  tender  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  his 
acknowledgments  for  the  temperate  manner 
in  which  &  had  laid  the  subject  b^bre  the 
Houaei  and  for  the  example  of  calmness 
and  moderation  which  he  had  so  judici- 
oufidy  set— *an  example  which  he  hoped  the 
House  would  appreciate  and  fbUow.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  found  his 
motion  upon  two  principal  points;  first, 
upon  the  constitutional  point,  and  secondly 
upon  various  reasons  upon  which  he  as. 
sumed  an  absence  of  confidence  in  the 
Ministry*  If  he  were  not  mistaken,  many 
of  the  points  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  now  rested  his  motion  of  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Oovemment,  were  under 
diicuBsion  as  far  back  as  1839.  That  re- 
mark at  least  was  true  as  re^rded  the 
Jamaica  Bill  and  the  Appropriation  clause. 
He  apprehended  that  what  took  place  in 
1839  conkl  not  he  made  the  ground  of  such 
a  motion  as  that  now  brought  forward  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  seeing  that  rince 
that  time  the  Hbuse  of  Commons  had  car- 
ried a  TOte  of  confidence  in  favour  of  the 
present  Mitiistry.  Nothing,  therefore,  that 
preceded  that  Tot^,  could  be  made  a  ground 
upon  which  to  found  a  motion  like  that 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Houses 
Another  point  upon  which ,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  seemed  mainly  to  rely,  was  the  fi. 
nandal  embarrassment  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer ;  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet complained  that  the  Government  had 
impn^erly  given  way  to  a  pressure  from 
without^  when  thei^  was  a  general  appli* 
cation  Uiroughout  the  country  for  the  re- 
ductfon  of  the  large  charges  upon  postage. 
^[AtfB  iJlM  time,  also,  the  House  oif  Com- 
mons had  agreed  to  a  vote  of  confidence  in 
the  Ministryi  attdj  if  his  memory  did  not 
fail  himi  it  was  remarkable  that  more  than 
due  hundred  of  the  Members  who  usually 
voted  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
supported  the  Government  pro|X)sition  for 
the  nducti^  of  postage^  Considering  the 
position  in  which  he  was  phioed,  he  hoped 
he  might  be  dfewed  tO  state  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  not  to  ame  in  the  mo- 
tion df  the  light  hon.  Baronet.  The 
House  was  aware  that  he  had  almost  al« 
ways»  ekcept  upon  a  very  recent  oocasionj 
supported  ue  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment He  believed  that  policy  in  general 
to  have  been  correct  and  justy  and  he  wasj 
therefore^  satisfied  that  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  was  uncalled  for  and  undeserved. 
Fori  in  his  M)inidn,  it  would  be  most  un- 
wise in  the  House  of  Commons  to  express 


a  want  of  oonfldenoe,  or  to  pass  resolutiotis 
deprecatory  of  the  conduct  of  Govemmetit 
founded  upon  one  single  isolated  point  of 
its  policy  t  a  motion  of  want  of  oonfidenco 
dught  to  be  founded,  not  upotk  a  particular 
act,  bnt  upon  the  general  policy  of  a 
Government  If  he  wanted  an  authority 
in  support  of  the  pityposition,  he  would  re-* 
for  to  the  recorded  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Banmet  himrelf,  for  be  found  that 
when  the  noble  Lord,  the  present  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  moved,  in  1885, 
that  no  settlement  of  the  Irish  Church 
question  could  be  satisfactory  which  did 
not  involve  the  principle  of  the  Appropria-» 
tion  clause,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  used 
these  words  :-^ 

**  It  would  be  difiiculito  conceive  the  exist- 
ence of  any  Government,  however  perfect  in 
its  general  policy,  which  should  not  make  some 
errors,  or  adopt  some  individual  course  of  po^ 
licy  which  the  House  of  Commons  could  not 
justify  or  approve  of,  if  appealed  to  for  its 
opinion ;  and  then  this  evil  would  result  to  the 
country  from  our  coming  to  a  vote  of  partid 
approbation  or  condemnation,  that  We  should 
leave  the  public  in  utt#r  doubt  and  ignoraUce 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  approved  or 
not  of  the  general  conduct  and  policy  of  the 
Government." 

He  quite  agreed  in  those  sentiments.  He 
did  not  wish  the  House  or  the  country  to 
be  left  in  any  doubt  as  to  his  opinion  of 
the  general  policy  of  the  Government. 
He  regretted  most  deeply  the  coufM  they 
had  latdy  tAkon.  Hd  thought,  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  rememberi 
that  it  was  only  the  other  evehing  that  he 
stated,  that  although  it  was  painftil  to  him 
to  separate  himself  from  the  Oovetnlbent^^ 
although  he  felt  that  his  voting  againftt 
tiiem  might  probably  transfer  the  power 
of  Government  to  those  who  sat  opposit^i 
yet  that  upon  the  quesdcm  of  the  Com^ 
laws  he  felt  that  he  had  only  one  course  to 
punnie^  and  that  whenever  that  questioii 
wa&  brought  forward,  he  should  be  edm* 
p^led  to  repeal  the  vote  which  he  had  re- 
luctantly, hut  oonadentkmsly,  given  against 
them  upon  the  sugar-dutie&  But  then  he 
eoUld  not  but  ask  himself  this  question*^- 
whether,  because  he  difiered  from  the  Go* 
vemnient  upon  these  isolated  poiiits  of  po-> 
licy,  he  should,  therefore,  abandon  all  thoae 
principles  upon  whidi  he  conscientaoualy 
agreed  with  them  ?  He  conceived  that  he 
diould  hb  abandoning  those  principles  if 
he  voted  in  favour  of  the  proposition  now 
submitted  to  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet*  He  hemd  to  ask  also,  how  it 
oould  be  expected  that  he  should  withdraw 
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luf  coofidenee  from  tbe  preseni  Govern- 
ment  if  he  were  not  prepuned  to  |^aoe  oon- 
fidenoe  in  any  other  ?    He  woiud  ask  the 
hon*  Gendemen  opposite  what  indaoement 
there  was  to  him,  as  the  lepresentative  of 
an  agricultural  county,  tosupport  the  rig^t 
hon.  Baronet?     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  told  the  House  that  he  was  opposed  to 
a  fixed  duty  upon  foreign  corn,  and  that 
he  was  favouraUe  to  a  diding  scale.    But 
what  security  was  there,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  himself  propose  a 
sliding  scale,  that  would  he  as  d>noxiou8 
to  the  agricultural  interests  as  the  fixed 
duty  suggested  by  the  present  Ministry? 
He  thought,  that  the  agricultural  interests, 
who  were  now  so  much  alarmed  at  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, would  have  good  ground  for  a 
continuance  of  their  alarm  if  they  did  not 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
prepared  to  propose.     The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet ought  to  let  the  agricultural  interests 
know  what  extent  of  protection  he  intended 
to  afford,  in  case  of  an  alteration  of  the 
sliding  scale.    The  public^  as  yet,  were 
wholly  uninformed  upon  that  point.    He 
thought,  too,  that  persons  connected  with 
agriculture  might  reasonably  entertiun  great 
doubt  upon  the  subject,  if  the  report  which 
had  reached  him  were  true,  namely^  that 
there  were  two  Consnreatives  now  started 
at  Manchester,  one  of  whom  had  held  a 
situation  of  confidence  under  the  Adminis- 
tration of  the  right    hon.  Baronet,  Sir 
George  Murray,  and  who  now  sought  the 
suffrages  of  the  electors  of  Manchester  upon 
the  assurance  that  he  was  favourable  to  a 
low  fixed  duty  upon  com.     As  he  had 
already  stated,  he  approved  of  tbe  general 
policy  of  the  Government    They  had  seen 
the  noble  liOrd,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, introduce  measures  for  the  purpose  of 
canying  out  the  Reform  Bill»  for  extend- 
ing the  education  of  the  people,  and  they 
hnA  seen  all  those  measures  opposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite.    When  he 
considered,  that  he  himself  had  taken  a 
strong  part  in  support  of  the  measures 
propwed  by  Government,  he  asked  the 
House  how  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
transfer  his  confidence  to  any  Government 
that  was  likely  to  be  formed?    He  had 
presented  lately  no  less  than  130  petitions, 
all  of  Vhich,  with  the  exception  of  eight 
or  nine,  prayed  that  there  mis^t  be  no 
alteration  in  the  Corn-laws.     The  peti- 
oners  stated,    that  Uiey  had  hesri  with 
great  alarm,  and  some  stated  with  indigna*- 
Bon,  the  proposals  which  had  been  intro* 


duced  by  Govemmenl.  And  it  B^rihk  he 
supposed  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  tnit  it 
was,  therefore,  his  doty  to  aid  in  throwing 
the  present  Government  out  of  offiee^  He 
did  not,  however,  think  that  he  was  caUed 
on  to  do  so,  for  he  fdt  certain  that  when 
the  question  of  the  Corn-laws  was  hnaghc 
forward,  they  would  be  able  to  throw  oat 
the  Government  plant  and  he  would  asBSt 
in  throwing  it  out.  His  opinion  was,  that 
the  Government  were  entitled  to  consider 
that  they  possessed  the  confidence  of  the 
House  in  their  general  policy.  If  they 
were  so  entitled,  how,  he  would  ask,  in-ere 
they  doing  anything  nnconsiitutional  in 
retaining  office.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  had  alluded  to  several  administra* 
turns  that  had  resigned  when  they  thoag|ht 
that  they  did  not  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  House,  and  among  the  rest  to  his  own 
resignatkm  in  1835.  The  right  hon.  Bit- 
ronet  had  beenbeatenon  the  election  of  the 
Speaker  by  ten,  and  on  the  address  by 
seven.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 
beaten  four  times  on  Irish  Church  quea- 
tions.  He  begged  to  all  to  the  ree^lec- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  said 
on  that  occasion,  not  on  the  ground  of  con- 
sistency, but  because  he  thought  the  Tithe 
question  could  not  be  postponed, 

^  There  may  be  points  on  wbidi  tbe  House 
of  Commons  may  come  to  a  different  oondu- 
sion  from  that  of  the  Government ;  it  may  do 
so  on  an  abstract  qaestion,  and  that  a  qaestioa 
of  great  importance,  but  still  such  as  to  admit 
of  postponement  J  and  there  may  be  cases 
where  it  would  be  possible  for  a  Government, 
even  in  opposition  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  conduct  the  administration  of  public  af- 
fairs ;  but  you  cannot  leave  the  Tithe  question 
in  its  present  state." 

On  such  grounds,  then,  he  did  not  think 
that  he  could  be  accused  of  acting  an  in- 
consistent part.  Although  he  had  opposed 
Government  the  other  &y  in  one  branch 
of  their  policy,  yet  having  ever  since  he 
sat  in  that  House  approved  of  their  general 
policy,  he  did  not  conrider  that  he  was 
acting  inconsistently  in  refusing  to  with- 
draw hb  confidence  in  the  G^renment, 
even  although  he  could  not  give  his  caon- 
sent  to  all  the  measures  which  they  had 
brought  forward.  Some  hon*  Members 
seemed  to  think,  that  as  the  proposals  of 
Government  in  rqjard  to  the  Coni«laws 
had  caused  a  great  d^ree  of  irritation 
among  the  fiurmers,  it  was  his  duty  as 
one  of  their  representatives  to  vote  for 
the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite.    It  is  poanUe,  that  doiiiig  the 
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vreaent  iiritation  the  farmers  might  wish 
him  to'  give  such  a  vote,  hut  he  thought, 
that  when  they  came  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion in  their  calmer  moments,  that  they 
would  he  of  a  different  opinion— more  espe- 
cially when  they  recollected  that  the  mo- 
tion,  if  successful^  might  take  the  adminis. 
tration  of  affairs  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  which  had  always  attempted 
to  carry  out  the  principles  of  reform,  and 
place  it  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  on 
all  occasions  endeavoured  to  prevent  the 
freedom  of  election,  and  who  had  refused 
to  increase  the  franchise  in  Ireland,  al- 
though it  was  well  known  that  the  fran- 
chise was  gradually  diminishing.  When 
the  farmers  considered  these  things — when 
they  saw  that  the  transferring  of  power  lo 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  all  measures  of  reform 
from  heing  carried  out,  he  did  not  think 
that  they  would  consider  their  representa- 
tives justified  in  opposing  the  general 
policy  of  Government  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  their  spite  and  their  pique 
against  it. 

Mr.  Christopher  was  induced  to  rise  in 
consequence  of  the  observations  made  by 
Ihe  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  confessed  himself  surprised  at  the 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  had  ventured 
to  address  to  the  House,  considering,  that 
it  was  only  on  Friday  last,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  in  conjunction  with  himself,  had  at- 
tended a  large,  influential,  and  unanimous 
meeting  of  their  constituents,  convened 
by  the  high  sheriff  of  the  county,  and  held 
in  the  castle-yard  of  Lincoln.  He  ven- 
tured to  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  not  a 
person  attended  on  that  occasion  who  did 
not  depart  from  the  meeting  under  the 
conviction,  that  the  noble  I^rd  had  with- 
drawn his  confidence  from  the  Govern, 
ment..  What  species  of  delusion  had  come 
over  the  senses  of  his  noble  Friend  since  he 
left  the  county  of  Lincoln  he  was  unable 
to  explain,  nor  could  he  understand  how 
the  air  of  the  City  of  London  could  be 
more  favourable  to  the  doctrines  of  free 
trade  and  coofidepce  in  Ministers  than 
the  air  of  the  county  of  Lincoln.  He  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reminding  the  noble 
Lord  of  an  expression  be  made  use  of  at 
that  meeting  in  a  most  emphatic  manner, 
and  which  was  loudly  cheered.  The  noble 
Lord  stated,  ''  Tliat  as  Government  were 
prepared  to  overthrow  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, he  was  prepared  to  overthrow  the 
Government.''    That  there  might  be  no 
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misunderstanding  on  this  point,  he  took 
the  liberty  of  addressing  his  constituents 
after  the  noble  Lord,  and  in  the  course  of 
his  address  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit 
for  having  deserted  a  party  with  whom  he 
had  been  so  long  accustomed  to  act.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  contradict  the  declara- 
ration  which  he  (Mr.  Christopher)  then 
made,  although  it  was  true,  that  he  had 
so  far  qualified  his  statement  in  regard  to 
the  certain  measures  supported  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth,  who  he  considered  as  about  to  take 
office,  and  in  whom  he  declared  he  could 
not  by  any  possibility  place  his  confidence. 
Notwithstanding  this,  he  ventured  to  say, 
that  no  person  who  attended  that  meeting 
— and  he  had  afterwards  conversed  with 
several  of  the  noble  Lord's  supporters — 
who  did  not  go  away  in  the  firm  and  solid 
conviction,  that  if  any  motion  of  want  of 
confidence  was  made  in  that  House,  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  among  those  who 
supported  it.  He  had  no  intention  of  en- 
tering into  the  discussion  of  the  evening, 
but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  was  fully  justified,  on 
constitutional  grounds,  in  making  the  mo- 
tion which  he  had  brought  forward.  What 
had  been  the  conduct  of  Government? 
They  had  introduced  measures  which  they 
were  unable  to  carry— they  had  been  com- 
pletely foiled  in  some  of  those  measures** 
some  of  them,  such  as  the  Poor-law  Bill, 
they  had  withdrawn  in  anticipation  of  a 
dissolution,  well  knowing  the  unfavourable 
effect  which  the  passing  of  that  measure 
might  have  on  the  constituency  at  large. 
It  would  be  an  insult  on  the  understand* 
ing  of  the  agricultural  constituency  to 
suppose,  that  they  would  attach  any  weight 
to  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord,  that 
he  would  support  the  Government  because 
of  their  general  policy,  but  that  he  would 
not  support  them  on  the  question  of  the 
Corn -laws.  That  he  would  vote  against 
them  on  that  particular  question,  but  that 
he  would  support  them  on  every  other. 
Was  not  that  giving  his  confidence  to  Go- 
vernment ?  Was  not  that  a  sort  of  passive 
confidence,  which  would  enable  them  to 
come  forward  at  some  future  period  with 
greater  strength  in  support  of  a  measure, 
by  means  of  which  they  were  creating  an 
agitation  throughout  the  country,  particu- 
larly among  the  large  masses  of  the  manu* 
facturing  population,  with  a  view  not  only 
to  obtain  a  majority  in  that  House,  but 
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also  with  the  intention  of  carrying  into  ef- 
fect that  very  measure  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  declared  he  coald  not  support  the 
Qoverninent.  No  agricultural  constitu- 
ency would  ever  acquiesce  in  such  an  ar- 
gument. They  maintained,  that  to  give  a 
vote  of  confidence  in  favour  of  Govern- 
ment would  have  the  ultimate  effect  of 
enabling  them  to  carry  the  very  question 
which  their  representatives  deprecated, 
and  which  would  subvert  the  whole  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  whether  dependent  on 
agriculture,  manufactures,  or  commerce. 

Lord  Worsley,  though  somewhat  irregu- 
lar, begged  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
while  he  explained  what  he  had  stated  at 
the  meeting  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down.  On  that  occa- 
sion one  of  his  constituents  asked  him  the 
question  whether  he  was  willing  to  origi- 
nate a  motion  himself,  or  would  support 
one  made  by  any  other  Member  for  a  vote 
of  want  of  confidence  in  Ministers?  He 
would  read  the  answer  which  he  gave  to 
that  question.     He  said  :*- 

<'  Although  the  meeting  is  called  solely  with 
regard  to  the  Ministerial  proposal  for  a  fixed 
duty  on  foreign  corn,  and  I  might  say  that  it 
would  be  out  of  the  regular  course  of  proceed- 
ing, to  go  into  a  question  of  politics,  yet  as  I 
have  always,  since  I  have  been  yonr  represent- 
ative, acted  towards  you  fairly  and  openly,  and 
independently*  so  on  the  present  occasion,  I 
will  do,  and  I  can  have  no  objection  to  an- 
swer the  question  of  Mr.  Brailsford.  There 
must  be  many  questions  on  which  I  think  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  present  Government; 
it  was  difficult  for  roe  to  withdraw  my  confi- 
dence from  a  Government  which  I  had  sup- 
ported for  ten  years ;  but  when  I  found  them 
acting  wrongly  on  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  I  was  compelled  to  withdraw  my  sup- 
port, because  I  thought  there  was  no  necessity 
whatever  for  the  measure  to  be  brought  for- 
ward. I  did  not  class  together  all  the  three 
subjects  proposed ;  I  opposed  them  oh  the 
sugar  duties,  because  I  found  it  stated,  that  a 
greater  quantity  of  sugar  was  likely  to  be 
brought  in  next  year,  the  production  of  our 
own  colonies,  by  60,000  tons,  than  our  con- 
sumption ;  but  it  was  on  making  the  Corn- 
laws  a  question  of  taxation  for  the  Budget  that 
I  withdrew  my  support.  But  having  done  so, 
in  what  Government  am  I  to  place  reliance } 
The  effect  of  our  votes  has  been  to  create  the 
probability  of  a  transfer  of  power  from  those 
with  whom  we  have  usually  acted.  But  do 
not  let  me  from  that  circumstance  mislead  you 
into  the  belief,  that  I  could  place  unlimited 
confidence  in  Sir  Robert  Peel.  This  would 
be  acting  a  most  inconsistent  part.  I  have 
been  opposed  to  very  much  of  his  policy ;  and 
if  I  were  to  tttm  round  and  join  him,  they 


might  justly  say,  that  I  had  lost  my  temper. 
and  was  opposing  those  with  whom  I  bad 
acted  for  ten  years  politically,  because  I  was 
piqued  about  their  proposing  an  alteration  of 
the  Corn-law.  I  cannot,  Uierefore,  do  that 
which  would  amount  to  such  a  declaration. 
There  are  other  points  also  in  which  I  disagree 
from  him.  I  cannot  go  to  alter  that  system  of 
policy  towards  Ireland  which  I  have  so  Strenu- 
ously supported.  I  have  always  acted  inde- 
pendent of  party  as  your  representative,  and  I 
have  voted  tor  such  measures  as  I  considered 
were  best  for  the  country.  I  believe,  that  on 
no  one  division  of  any  importance  have  I  been 
absent,  because  I  have  always  thought  it  more 
manly  to  take  a  decided  part,  rather  than  keep 
away,  as  if  I  could  not  make  up  my  mind 
how  to  vote.  In  withdrawing  my  support 
from  the  present  Government,  I  am  not 
pledged  to  any  other ;  I  have  acted  the  part 
which  I  considered  to  be  most  consistent  iti 
my  support  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  I  shall 
continue  to  follow  the  same  line  of  con^ 
duct  and  general  policy  which  I  have  done, 
since  you  sent  roe  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  which,  I  believe,  has  met  with  your  ap- 
proval." 

Sir  John  Hohhouse :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  happy  that  I  eave  way  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Worsley)  who  has  just  sat 
down,  as  it  has  enabled  him  to  give  a 
most  satisfactory  explanation  of  the  vote 
which  he  is  about  to  give.  Nothing 
can  be  more  just — nothing  more  con- 
sistent than  the  course  which  the 
noble  Lord  is  about  to  pursue :  indeed, 
the  contrary  course  would  have  been 
most  unwise  and  unreasonable.  The 
noble  Lord  diflers  from  the  Oovemment 
on  one  point,  it  is  true,  and  that  point  a 
very  important  one;  but  on  account  of 
that  single  difference,  would  it  not  be  the 
height  of  imprudence  to  vote  against  the 
general  character  of  that  Government,  to 
which,  for  so  many  years  he  has  given  hfs 
able  and  manly  support  ?  It  would — and 
I  trust  the  example  of  the  noble  Lord  will 
be  followed  by  others  similarly  circum- 
stanced. At  all  events,  the  nigh  cha- 
racter, the  well  known  long-tried  pa- 
triotism, the  station  of  that  noble  Lord, 
are  such  as  to  place  his  motives  far,  far 
above  suspicion.  I  say  this,  because, 
when  he  was  making  his  explanation,  he 
was  interrupted  by  ironical  cheers  from 
some  of  those  charitable  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, of  the  agricultural  interest,  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  acting  and  talking  as 
if  they  monopolised  all  the  virtue  as  well 
as  all  the  talents  of  the  country.  It  is 
qntte  true,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  befbre 
remariced,  that  in  opening  this  discusaton 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet  fSir  Robert  Peel) 
has  not  passed  the  bounds  of  temper  and 
moderalion  ;  nor,  in  arraigning  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  has  made  use  of 
any  bitterness  of  language,  nor  indulged 
ih  any  strain  of  condemnation  of  which 
iVe  have  a  right  to  complain,  or  which  his 
peculiar  position,  and  ihe  cause  which  he 
Advocates,  do  not  seem  to  require.  But, 
in  granting  to  him  this  merit,  I  must  take 
the  liberty  of  entirely  dissenting  from  the 
main  statement  which  he  has  endeavoured 
to  make  good  by  a  reference  to  facts.  I 
altogether  and  entirely  dissent  from  the 
assertion  that  the  Government  has,  oh 
the  whole,  from  the  first  moment  of  its 
existence  to  the  present  day,  been  unable 
to  carry  into  effect  the  measures  which 
they  considered  essential  to  the  interests 
and  well-being  of  the  country.  [A  Laugh,] 
1  hear  a  laugh  from  the  same  back  bench 
opposite,  from  which  proceeded  the  same 
mark  of  attention  to  my  noble  Friend, 
and  am  happy  to  perceive  that  the  Mem- 
ber does  me  at  least  the  honour  of  listen- 
ing to  me.  I  have  the  honour  of  some 
acauaintance  with  him  (Lord  Darlington), 
and  flatter  myself  that  he  will  agree  with 
me  when  I  say,  that  if  in  the  contradic- 
tioti  which  I  have  just  given  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  assertion,  there  be  any- 
thing which  the  good  sense,  the  good 
feeling,  the  knowledge  of  facts  possessed 
by  the  impartial  part  of  the  community, 
repudiates  and  denies,  I  shall  be  content, 
and  ought  to  put  up,  with  the  laughter  of 
that  ndble  Member  and  all  his  friends ; 
bat,  if  the  contrary  be  the  case,  and  the 
general  conviction  of  the  nation  be  in 
unison  with  mine,  then  the  ridicule,  if 
any  there  be,  must  attach  to  those  who 
have  favoured  me  with  this  interruption. 
Sir,  I  repeat,  the  Government  has  not 
been,  nor  is,  in  the  condition  described  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  We  have  had  to 
contend  with  many  difficulties^— more  dif- 
ficulties than  ever  beset  a  Government. 
When  first  formed  in  April,  1835,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  took  care  to  lend  us 
his  helping  hand  at  the  very  outset  of  our 
career.  He  told  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try what  was  true  enough,  that  we  did 
not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  Crown ; 
for,  he  said,  that  in  resigning  office,  he 
and  his  Colleagues  were  honoured  with 
the  entire  confidence  of  the  Sovereign. 
The  assertion  of  that  fact,  which  now  be- 
longs to  history,  and  which  no  delicacy 
renders  it  now  inexpedient  to  deny,  did, 


as  it  was  meant  to  do,  add  to  the  difficul- 
ties of  our  position  at  the  commencement 
of  our  career.  Every  one  must  admit, 
that  the  cordial  sympathy  and  support  of 
the  Sovereign  is  a  great  and  essential  ele- 
ment of  strength  to  any  administration. 
It  is  one  of  the  first  requisites  of  power  ; 
and  this  truth  is  felt,  more  perhaps  by 
those  who  have  it  not,  than  bv  those  who 
have  it.  fSir  James  Graham  appeared  to 
dissent.]  Of  course  I  mean  not  to  say 
that  it  is  the  only  requisite ;  far  from  it. 
I  have  as  much  respect  for  Parliament  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  I  look  for  its 
support  with  the  same  anxiety,  and  abide 
by  its  decision  with  the  same  respect,  and 
acknowledge  all  its  high  privileges  and 
powers  with  the  same  deference  and  sub- 
mission as  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
any  other  Member;  but,  I  again  assert, 
that  the  cordial  confidence  and  support  of 
the  Crown  must  be  a  source  of  strength 
and  weight  to  any  Ministers.  That  source 
of  strength  we  had  not  when  we  first  took 
office  in  1835,  nor  did  we  enjoy  it  in  the 
first  years  of  our  administration.  Again, 
from  the  first  moment  down  to  this  time, 
we  have  had  to  contend  with  a  hostile 
House  of  Lords,  a  great  and  most  power- 
ful body,  individually  and  collectively — 
not  so  much  a  concurrent  as  a  rival  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  in  so  far  as  re^rded 
us, — crushing  and  mutilating,  or  thwart- 
ing and  delaying  all  our  principal  mea- 
sures: scarcely  enduring  the  common 
course  of  legislation,  if  proceeding  from 
a  House  of  Commons  influenced  by  us. 
Yet  with  the  Crown  thus  unfriendly  in 
the  first  instance,  and  a  House  of  Lords 
almost  uniformly  inimical,  we  have,  I 
contend,  been  able  to  carry  |;reat  mea- 
sures, to  work  out  our  own  policy,  and  to 
eflect  those  reforms  which  we  thought 
beneficial  to  the  State.  We  came  into 
office  on  the  17th  of  April,  1835,  but  did 
not  begin  the  transactions  of  public  busi- 
ness until  June.  Parliament  closed  in 
September,  and  in  the  interval  we  had 
passed  the  great  measure  of  municipal 
reform  for  England  and  Wales.  This 
was  our  first  exploit — the  first  fruit  of 
this  barren,  unproductive  administration. 
In  the  Session  of  1836,  we  passed  the 
English  Tithe  Commutation  Bill— a  work 
often  contemplated,  sometimes  attempted 
in  vain — ^a  work,  which  1  recollect  hear- 
ing described  by  one  of  the  leading  Mem- 
bers opposite,  as  of  itself  quite  sufficient 
for  the  labour  of  a  Session.  But,  besides 
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tills  important  measure,  we  also  passed*  in 
1836,  the  Births,  and   Deaths,  and    the 
Marriage   Registration  Bills — enactments 
of  no  small  consequence,  and  which  were 
regarded  then,  as  they  are  now,  as  a  great 
boon  to  the  dissenting  part  of  the  com- 
munity.    In    1837,   the   demise  of    the 
Crown  put  a  stop  to  active  legislation  in 
regard  to  our  proposed  reforms ;  but,  in 
1838,  we  settled   the  Irish  Tithe  Ques- 
tion.   It  is  tiue,  that  settlement  contained 
no  affirmation  of  the  abstract  principle  of 
appropriation.     I  dare  say   we  shall  be 
taunted   for  having  given   way   on   that 
point,  and  yet  how  often  were  we  told  by 
Gentlemen  opposite,  how   often   by   the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire (Lord   Stanley),   that  we    ought 
not  to  be  prevented   by  false   pride,   or 
false  shame,  from  abandoning  that  bone 
of  contention,  in  order  to  secure  the  sub- 
stantial bene^t  of  putting  the  question  to 
rest.     In  fact,  by  consent  of  friends,  with 
acquiescence,  at  the  time,  of  opponents, 
though  at  the  risk  of  future  misrepresenta- 
tion, we  resolved  to  take   this  step  to- 
wards giving  content  to  Ireland ;  and  we 
carried  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill  through  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.     In  the  next  Ses- 
sion, that  of  1839,  our  opponents  were 
more  upon  the  alert,  and  thought  the  vic- 
tory their  own ;  but,  in  spite  of  the  occur- 
rences of  May,  in  that  year,  we  passed 
measures,   which  in   other    times  would 
have  been  esteemed  of  much  magnitude. 
Takeone  for  example, the  CountyConstabu- 
lary  Bill,  (a  Laugh)  Gentlemen  smile — was 
that  nothing  ?  Was  that  a  trifling  change ; 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  it  was  not  passed 
without  great  difficulty,  and  that  the  op- 
position to  the  rural  police  is  alive  and 
active  to  this  day.     In  this  Session,  also, 
we  passed  the  Reduction  of  Postage  Bill, 
a  measure  of  the  greatest  consequence; 
and,  whether  for  good  or  for  evil,  involv- 
ing important  changes  affecting  the  highest 
interests  of  society.  I  know  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  puts  this  measure  down   to  the 
demerit  srde  of  our  account ;  but  let  roe 
remind  him,  that  if  we  were  wrong  in  this 
act,  the  mischief  cannot  be  laid  altogether 
to  our  door.     Who  contended  strongly 
for  it  in  the  House  of  Lords?     No  less  a 
man  than  Lord  Ashburton,  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Cabinet.  Who 
urged  it  in  this  House?     Lord  LoAther, 
also  a  Memberofthe  same  Administration? 
Who  besides?     No  other  than  the  noble 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon),  the 


very  mover  of  the  recent  famous  resolu- 
tion, the  prime  author  of  our  boasted  de- 
feat.  No  less  than  twenty-nine  of  the 
usual  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
voted   for   the  Postage   Bill;    and   with 
them  we  must  share  the  praise  or  share 
the  blame.     In   the  Session  of  1840,  we 
passed  three  most  important  bills.     The 
long-contested   Irish  Municipal  Bill,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Duties  and  Revenues  Bill, 
and  the  Canada  Union  Bill.     I  perceive 
that   Gentlemen   opposite  wish    to  take 
some  credit  to  themselves  for  one  or  more 
of  these  measures.    Sir,  I  do  not  deny 
that  we  had  their   partial  assistance  on 
these  occasions.     Certainly,  and  in  the 
present  state  of  parties,  and  in  the  present 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
no  Government  can  carry  anything  with, 
out  some  acquiesence  on  the  part  of  its 
opponents.  Add  to  which,  that  the  House 
of  Lords  can  at  any  time  obstruct  any 
Administration,  having  much  more  power 
than  we  possess  in  this  House.     I   have 
thus  enumerated  the  principal  measures 
which  we  have  carried  throrgh  Parlia- 
ment  since  we  have  administered  the  affairs 
of  the  country,  measures  affecting  the 
most  important    political    reforms,    and 
bearing  upon  the  dearest  interests  of  the 
empire.     I  say  nothing  of  the  ordinary 
business  of  Parliament,  nor  of  the  way  in 
which  the  various  departments  of  the  State 
have  been  conducted.  I  say  nothing  of  the 
great  and  complicated  affairs  which  have 
been  entrusted  to  the  management  of  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  and 
which  have  been  so  managed  as  to  win 
for  him  the  admiration  of  all  Europe,  and 
the  reluctant  approval  even  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     Suffice  it  to  say, 
that  he  has  upheld  the  honour  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  nation  in   every  quarter  of 
the  globe.    Such,  Sir,  has  been  the  cha- 
racter and  conduct  of  this  Administration, 
and  such,  I  will  venture  to  say,  was  the 
impression  as  to  this  Administration  at  the 
beginning  of  this  Session,  both  as  respects 
domestic  and  foreign  policy,  that  no  one, 
no,  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself, 
contemplated  any  such  attack  as  has  been 
now  made  upon  it.     The  desire  to  injure 
and  obstruct    the  Government  was,    of 
course,  as  lively  as  ever—the  determina- 
tion to  upset  It,  if  possible,  as  fixed  as 
ever;  but  the  common  remark  was, "  Here 
is  a  great  party  resolved  to  turn  out  a 
Ministry  against  whose  measures,  either 
in  mass  or  in  detail,  they  cannot  allege 
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one  reasonable  complaint/'  I  repeat,  no 
one  would  have  dreamt  of  making  such  a 
motion  as  this  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session;  and  if,  either  by  what  we  have 
done  or  by  what  we  have  not  done,  we 
deserve  the  condemnation  which  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet  wishes  now  to  pass  upon  us, 
our  sins  and  our  incapacity  must  date 
only  from  that  period.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  chose  to  take  a  different  view, 
and  to  attach  to  our  whole  career  a  cha- 
racter of  incompetency.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  show,  and  I  trust  with  success, 
that  up  to  a  very  recent  date  we  have 
been  possessed  of  sufficient  power  to  carry 
out  our  own  policy,  and  that  the  charge 
made  against  us  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  unfounded  and  unjust.  What,  then,  is 
the  pretext  for  the  assertion  of  the  reso- 
lution, that  we  are  not  in  possession  of 
the  confidence  of  this  House  sufficiently 
to  enable  us  to  carry  measures  which  we 
consider  of  benefit  to  the  public  ?  The 
proceedings  on  the  Irish  Registration  Bill 
were  touched  upon,  but  very  slightly,  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet — true,  we  were 
unable  to  carry  that  bill ;  but  let  me  re- 
mind him,  that  we  affirmed  the  principle 
of  that  bill  by  a  small  majority— small  I 
admit,  but  still  decisive,  at  least  of  one 
point,  that  the  counter-bill  of  the  noble 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  could  not 
pass.  If,  then,  we  are  to  be  condemned 
as  powerless,  because  we  cannot  pass  our 
Irish  Registration  Bill,  what,  let  me  ask, 
will  be  the  sentence  passed  on  the  Gentle, 
men  opposite,  should  they  become  Minis- 
ters, and  attempt  to  pass  their  Irish  Regis- 
tration Bill  ?  Why,  if  Parliament  retains 
its  expressed  opinion,  those  Gentlemen, 
the  new  Ministry  that  is  to  be,  will  be,  or 
ought  to  be,  declared  unworthy  of  con- 
fidence, and  their  continuance  in  office 
will  be  pronounced,''  under  such  circum- 
stances unconstitutional.  I  fully  admit 
all  the  grave  and  inevitable  consequences 
of  the  adverse  vote,  recently  agreed  to  in 
favour  of  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
Member  for  Liverpool.  I  was  not  the  least 
surprised  at  that  vote.  The  motion  was 
concocted,  and  the  mode  of  bringing  it 
forward  contrived  with  admirable  inge- 
nuity and  skill.  There  was  the  West- 
India  body  to  begin — the  East  India  to 
second  the  attack— the  heavy  armed  co- 
lumns of  the  landed  proprietors  to  bring 
up  the  rear  and  decide  the  conflict.  The 
pretext  was  humanity — the  motive  self- 
interest  -and  the  glorious  end  and  aim 


were  the  destruction  of  one  Ministry  and 
the  restitution  of  another  on  its  remains. 
And  here  I  must  be  allowed  to  congra- 
tulate the  House  and  the  country,  that  the 
basis  of  the  fabric  from  which  we  were 
assailed  gave  way  almost  at  once — the 
wretched  humanity  pretext  crumbled  to 
pieces,  and  fell  to  the  ground  at  the  first 
shock  of  its  own  attack.  This  anti-slavery 
^ry»  originating  with  exactly  the  same 
parties  as  had  raised  the  anti-opium  cry 
of  last  year,  met  with  the 'same  but  a  more 
speedy  fate.  The  anti-opium  cry  main- 
tained a  feeble  life  in  this  House,  but  was 
stifled  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  one  or 
two  sensible  remarks  made  by  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  and  Lord  Ellenborough. 
But  it  is  now  almost  forgotten,  and  gone 
with  this  other  short-lived  offspring  of 
mock  humanity  to  the  **  tomb  of  all  the 
Capulets.*'  Yet  so  it  is,  that  the  main 
excuse,  I  might  say  the  only  excuse,  for 
bringing  forward  this  resolution  of  a  want 
of  confidence  in  Ministers,  is  the  fact,  that 
they  were  beaten  the  other  day  on  the 
amendment  against  going  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  moved  by  the 
the  noble  Member  for  Liverpool.  I  do 
not  mean  to  deny  the  importance  of  that 
defeat,  but  I  do  mean  to  deny  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  just  asserted  so 
roundly,  that  previous  administrations 
have  uniformly  thought  it  their  duty  to 
give  way  and  resign,  when  defeated  on 
similar  occasions.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  alluded  to  the  case  of  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole,  but  it  seems  to  me,  that  if  the  exam- 
ple of  that  great  statesman  is  to  be  cited 
at  all,  it  tells  more  against  than  for  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Sir 
Robert  Walpole  resigned,  after  a  series  of 
defeats,  upon  a  matter  comparatively  in- 
significant, and  yielded  to  the  coalesced 
operations,  headed  by  the  accomplished 
Pulteney,  the  Peel,  if  I  may  say  so,  of 
that  day.  The  strange  combination  of 
parties,  by  which  he  was  forced  from 
office,  scarcely  survived  the  victory,  hav- 
ing no  fixed  principles,  and  no  common 
tie,  except  hatred  of  the  ministry.  The 
persons  comprising  the  coalition  soon  dif- 
fered amongst  themselves,  and  when  a 
new  Government  was  formed,  the  nation 
found,  to  its  cost,  that  it  had  gained 
nothing  by  the  change.  But  had  Walpole 
never  brought  forward  a  great  financial 
measure,  which  he  had  been  unable  to 
carry  ?  and  did  he  resign  upon  any  such 
failure  ?   Gentlemen  know  that  his  Excise 
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Scheme  was  his*  favourite  project,  that  he 
attached  the  greatest  importance  to  it, 
that  be  declared  it  indispeniable  for  meet- 
ing the  exigiencies  of  the  times.  But  be 
could  not  carry  it.  [Sir  Robert  Peel: 
He  carried  it  in  the  Commons.]  I  know 
lie  carried  it  in  the  Commons,  but  the  op- 
position to  it  in  the  Lords,  and  the 
clamour  raised  against  it  in  the  nation 
were  so  great,  as  to  force  him  to  abandon 
the  measure.  Did  he  resign  ?  No  such 
thing;  nor  is  it  known  that  any  one 
thouglit  he  ought  to  resign  on  that  occa* 
sion.  Take  more  recent  instances.  I 
rather  think  the  ri^ht  bon.  Baronet  was  a 
member  of  Lord  Liverpool's  Government : 
that  Government,  on  the  question  of  con- 
tinuing the  Property  Tax,  was  beaten  by 
%  majority,  I  believe,  of  thirty-seven — ^a 
number  which  it  seems  ought  to  be  fatal. 
Did  Lord  Liverpool's  Government  resign 
in  consequence  of  that  defeat?  a  defeat 
on  a  proposal  to  iupply  about  twelve  miU 
lions  of  revenue  ?  There  was  no  resigna- 
tion, nor  an  attempt  to  force  a  resignation. 
Again,  the  same  Government  sustained  a 
signal  discomfiture  in  regard  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts.  It  is 
true  the  proposal  was  not  made  by  them- 
selves, but  It  was  opposed  by  them  as  a 
Cabinet,  the  whole  force  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  brought  to  bear  against  it  in  this 
House.  The  question  was  one  of  state 
policy,  which  bad  been  agitated  by  some 
of  the  greatest  men  of  former  times  —  Mr. 
Fox  had  failed  to  carry  the  measure :  it 
was  a  great  reform.  My  noble  Friend 
again  proposed  the  repeal  of  these  obnox- 
ious statutes :  the  uovernment  opposed 
him  with  its  whole  force ;  the  result  is 
known;  it  was  the  first  of  the  many 
triumphs  of  my  noble  Friend  in  the  cause 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty.  Well,  did 
the  Government  resign  ?  Not  at  all,  nor 
did  any  one  ask  them  to  resign  on  that 
account;  and  here  I  may  be  permitted  to 
allude  to  that  of  which  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  has  reminded  the  House,  I  mean 
the  question  which  I  put  to  him  in  1830, 
when,  after  his  defeat  on  the  Civil  List,  1 
asked  him  if  he  intended  to  resign.  Sir, 
that  question  was  an  indiscretion  on  my 
part,  I  confessed  it  to  be  so  in  my  place 
in  Parliament;  and  having  made  that 
Apology  for  it,  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have  had 
the  generosity  not  to  taunt  me  with  it. — 
This  brings  me  down  to  that  part  of  the 
right   bon.    Baronet's  own  conduct|  to 


which,  I  must  confess,  it  reqviret  no  Utile 
courage  for  him  to  allude  on  this  occasion 
— I  mean  bis  short  administration  of  1834 
and  1835.  He  takes  credit  to  bimaelf  for 
having  yielded  to  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  resigned  bis  office  in 
deference  to  that  opinion.  True— be  did 
resign ;  but  did  be  resign  so  soon  as  be 
ought  to  have  done  7  dkl  he  yield  in  time  ? 
did  be  yield  at  that  time  when,  according 
to  bis  own  principle,  as  expounded  by  hint 
to  night,  he  ought  to  have  yielded  ?  LeC 
us  recall  the  facts.  When  the  new  Per- 
liamenr,  the  right  bon.  Baronet's  own 
Parliament,  met  in  February,  1835»  be 
proposed  for  Speaker  the  gentleman  who 
had  so  long  and  so  ably  filled  that  oflice 
a  favourite  of  the  House ;  but  he  was  op- 
posed and  beaten  by  a  majority  of  ten. 
A  more  decisive  sign  of  the  feelings  of 
the  House  towards  bim  could  scarcely  be 
given,  and  be  well  knows  that,  in  previoua 
times  of  our  parliamentary  history,  the 
struggle  for  the  speaker's  chair  has  often 
been  a  party  struggle,  the  result  of  wbicb 
has  decided  the  character,  and  manifested 
the  inclinations  of  the  House.  Did  he 
resign?  No.— What  happened  next? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  by  mouth  of  n 
Friend,  moved  an  address  in  answer  to 
his  Majesty's  speech  from  the  throue-^An 
amendment  was  moved  on  that  address— 
not  a  mere  formal  amendment — not  ito 
omission  or  insertion  of  unimportant 
words;  but  a  substantive  amendment, 
directly  and  expressly  condemning  the 
advice  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
given  to  the  Crown,  on  that  most  impor- 
tant of  all  matters,  the  diuolution  of  the 
Parliament,  Remember  also  that  the 
Parliament  of  1834  had  been  dissolved 
under  peculiar  circumstances.  It  had 
given  to  the  Ministers  just  dismissed  n 
majority  of  two  hundred  and  forty  or 
more.  Indeed,  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
speaking  in  July  1834,  said,  "  the  Minis* 
terial  majority  is  as  strong  as  ever ;  **  but 
Parliament  was  not  sitting,  and  had  pro* 
nounced  no  opinion  on  the  new  Govern* 
ment.  Tlie  right  bon.  Baronet  would  not 
meet  that  Parliament.  He  advised  the 
king  to  dissolve  it,  and  it  was  dissolved. 
I  do  not  deny  his  ri^ht  to  give  this  advice, 
any  more  than  the  right  of  the  next  Par- 
liament to  give  an  opinion  on  that  advice. 
We  know  what  that  opinion  was — it  con^ 
demned  the  advice  given  by  the  right  bon« 
Baronet  in  this  most  essential  particular  ; 
and  the  House  of  Commonsi  by  it  majoritj 
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of  seven,  pronounced  a  verdict  against 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman— a  verdict 
which  amounted  to  a  vote  of  no  con- 
fidence as  much  as  any  vote  could  do ; 
for  even  the  most  influential  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  voted  with  him  declared,  at 
the  time,  that  in  giving  that  vote,  they 
did  not  mean  to  signify  that  he  had  their 
confidence.  I  allude  to  a  declaration  made 
at  the  time  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke,  or  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Lancashire.  But,  how  did 
|he  right  hon.  Baronet  act  ?  Did  ha  re« 
sign?  Oh  no — far  from  it;  he  said  he 
should  **  persevere  to  the  lust^  What 
occurred  next?  I  shall  not  enlarge  upon 
the  appointment  of  Lord  Londonderry  to 
the  embassy  to  St.  Petersburg,  and  to  the 
cancelliqg  of  that  appointment  in  con<p 
sequence  of  the  strong  feeling  manifested 
in  this  House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
now  tells  us,  that  had  the  House  come  to 
an  adverse  vote  on  that  appointment  he 
would  have  resigned  ;  but  he  did  not  say 
this  at  the  imQ,  and  after  his  patience  in 
the  choice  of  a  Speaker,  and  on  the  ad- 
dress, it  was  not  likely  that  we  should 
guess  that  such  was  his  determination. 
Indeed,  we  had  no  helps  to  come  at  that 
conclusion,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  again  and  again  defeated^  but  still 
remained  in  office.  He  did  get  one  majo- 
rity on  the  question  of  the  Repeal  of  the 
Malt  Tax,  but  that  was  when  he  was 
rescued  from  the  assaults  of  the  agricul- 
turists by  us— >by  the  opposition.  He 
was  defeated  on  the  Chatham  Elec- 
tion petition  by  a  majority  of  thirty-one, 
upon  the  Leicester  Election  Petition  by  a 
majority  of  sixteen,  and  on  the  address  to 
the  Grown  for  a  charter  for  the  London 
University  by  a  majority  of  110.  Then 
followed  the  memorable  discussions  in  re- 
gard to  the  Ghurch  of  Ireland,  when,  after 
three  signal  defeats,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net did,  indeed,  at  last,  resign.  I  think 
he  would  have  done  far  better  to  have 
resigned  after  his  defeat  on  the  question  of 
Speaker.  {Cheers.)  I  understand  those 
cheers,  and  I  repeat,  that  he  would,  in  my 
opinion,  have  done  far  better  to  have  re- 
signed at  once.  I  told  him  so  at  the  time. 
He  bad  not  the  confidence,  nor  could  com- 
mand a  majority  of  the  House  on  any 
occasion.  A  Minister,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, must  do  one  of  two  things  : 
he  must  either  resign,  or  he  must  follow 
the  example  of  Mr.  Pitt  in  1784,  he  must 
1^  dissoliitioB  of  Parliameot,    Con- 


vince me  that  such  is  our  position,  and  I 
shall  pronounce  the  same  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  ourselves  as  I  did  in  regard  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  i  repeat,  that 
Gentleman  never  had  the  confidence  of 
the  constituent  body,  or  of  the  House, 
from  the  day  we  left  office  in  November, 
1834,  to  the  day  when  he  quilted  office, 
the  8lh  of  April,  1835.  The  Parliament 
which  was  in  existence,  though  not  in 
Session,  when  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
was  holding  all  the  seals  of  office  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  arrival  from 
Rome,  was  so  hostile  to  him  that  he  dared 
not  meet  it.  What  the  constituent  body 
was  may  be  known  by  the  elections  to  the 
Parliament  of  1835:— what  that  Parlia- 
ment was  I  have  already  shown.  May  I 
not,  therefore,  safely  say,  that,  during  the 
whole  of  this  short  Administration,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  held  office  without  the 
confidence  of  this  House,  and  in  direct 
defiance  of  that  which  his  resolution  of 
this  day  declares  to  be  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution.  I  reminded  him  of  this 
at  the  time.  To  govern  under  such  circum- 
stances is  unconstitutional.  Mr.  Fox  said 
truly,  "to  govern  against  the  wishes  of  this 
House  is  no  government  at  all."  [Cheers.} 
Gentlemen  opposite  cheer  loudly  at  this 
as  if  we  denied  the  truth  of  it,  or  acted,  or 
meant  to  act,  against  it.  I  will  say  for 
myself,  that  nothing  should  induce  me  to 
hold  office  five  minutes  on  such  terms.  I 
thing  it  wrong :  I  think  it  defenceless. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  did  so,  and  I  say 
he  acted  unconstitutionally.  He  actually 
did  what  he  charges  us  with  an  intention 
to  do.  He  maintained  himself  in  office 
long  after  he  must  have  known  that  he 
could  not  carry  the  measures  which  he 
considered  essential  for  the  service  and 
welfare  of  the  country.  My  noble  Friend 
(Lord  John  Russell)  in  1835  said,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  a  constitu- 
tional course.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
caught  at  the  encomium,  as  if  applying  to 
his  whole  course  of  proceeding :  but  my 
noble  Friend  must  nave  confined  the 
praise  to  his  resignation,  which  I  again 
affirm  was  too  long,  far  too  long  delayed ; 
which  indeed,  I  repeat,  ought  to  have 
taken  place  the  day  after  Mr.  Abercromby 
was  placed  in  the  chair  of  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  alluded  a  good 
deal  to  the  Parliamentary  struggle  of 
1784.  The  history  of  that  struggle,  and 
the  inferences  to  be  drawn  from  it,  seem 
to  me  directly  opposed  to  the  yiew  now 
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taken  by  him.  What  then  occurred  ? 
Mr.  Pitt  took  office  in  1783  (December), 
and  from  that  time,  so  long  as  the  Par- 
liament lasted,  that  is  until  March,  he 
was  in  repeated  minorities,  so  many  as 
thirteen  or  fourteen,*  and  these  on  ques- 
tions of  the  utmost  importance — votes  of 
no  confidence,  of  addresses  to  the  Crown 
against  him,  of  addresses  against  dissolu- 
tion, of  rejection  of  his  great  measure  the 
India  Bill.  Did  he  resign?  He  did  not. 
Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Burke  attacked  his 
conduct  as  unconstitutional.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  quoted  their  sentiments 
as  if  he  disapproved  of  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Pitt — whereas,  it  turns  out  he  thinks 
Mr.  Pitt  was  justified  in  his  resistance. 
I  do  not  think  he  was  justified ;  but,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  quoted  the 
great  authorities  of  the  party  to  which  we 
belong,  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to 
cite  the  master  of  the  school  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  is  so  distinguished  a 

*  December  22, 1783. — Mr.  Erskine  :  Ad- 
dress not  to  dissolve  the  Parliament.  Agreed 
to. 

January  12,  1784. — Mr.  Fox:  For  going 
into  Committee  on  State  of  the  Nation.  Yeas 
232;  Noes  193 — Majority  29. 

Same  day. — Lord  Surry:  Address  for  an 
Administration  having  confidence  of  House 
and  public.    Agreed  to. — No  division. 

January  16. — Lord  Charles  Spencer :  Re- 
solution for  removal  of  Ministers.  Yeas  205  ; 
Noes  184 — Majority  21. 

January  23.>-Mr.  Pitt's  East-India  Bill. 
Yeas  214;  Noes  222 — Majority  8. 

February  2. — Mr.  Coke :  Resolution  against 
continuance  of  the  Ministry.  Yeas  223 ;  Noes 
204— Mnjority  19. 

February  3.— Mr.  Coke  :  To  lay  preceding 
resolution  before  the  Crown.  Yeas  211 ; 
Noes  187— Majority  24. 

February  18. —Mr.  Fox:  To  postpone  sup- 
plies.   Yeas  208;  Noes  196— Majority  12. 

February  20. — Mr.  Eden  (amendment  to 
Mr.  Powis) :  Address  to  Crown  for  Ministry 
having  confidence  of  House,  &c.  Yeas  197 ; 
Noes  177 — Majority  20. 

Same  day. — Mr.  Fox:  That  above  should 
be  carried  to  Crown  by  whole  House.  Yeas 
177;  Noes  156— Majority  21. 

February  25. — Lord  Beauchamp :  To  ad- 
journ House.  Yeas  175 ;  Noes  168 — Majority 
7. 

March  1. — Mr.  Fox:  Address  to  Crown 
against  continuance  of  Ministers  in  office. 
Yeas  201 ;  Noes  189— Majority  12. 

March  5. — Mr.  Fox :  Postponeoient  of  Ma- 
tiny  Bill-     Yeas  171 ;  Noes  162— Majority  9. 

March  8. — Mr.  Fox:  Representation  to 
King.    Yeas  191 ;  Noes  190— Majority  1, 

March  24.— Dissolution, 


pupil  and  ornament — I  niean,  of  course, 
Mr.  Pitt  himself.  What  said  that  great 
man  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have 
just  alluded  ?     He  said  this : — 

"  No  man  was  more  zealous  or  more  unre- 
served in  admitting  and  asserting  the  rights  of 
the  House  to  advise  the  Sovereign  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  all  his  prerogatives  than  he  was. 
This  had  always  been  a  sentiment  which  he 
had  avowed ;  but  that  a  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  their  disapprobation  of 
nis  Majesty's  Ministers  should,  ^fso  facto,  in 
any  given  instance,  bind  and  compel  the  Sove- 
reign to  dismiss  those  Ministers,  or  oblige 
them  to  resign,  was  a  point  which  he  never 
had  admitted,  and  which  he  never  would 
allow.  Such  a  sentiment  of  disapprobation 
surely  placed  Ministers  in  awkwara  and  un- 
pleasant situations;  but  that  it  should  force 
them  to  resign,  he  would  maintain  was  an 
unconstitutional  doctrine.  It  was/*  (continued 
Mr.  Pitt),  "  hostile  to  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  to  that  balance'  of  power,  on  which 
the  excellency  of  our  Government  depended, 
lliis  was  a  point,  therefore,  which  he  was 
always  ready  to  maintain,  and  from  supporting 
which,  he  hoped,  he  would  never  be  precluded 
by  any  false  theories  or  vague  declamation 
respecting  the  dignity  of  the  House," 

And  what  was  it  that  Mr.  Pitt  aaid  on 
another  and  on  a  previous  occasion  t 

"  He  hoped,"  he  said,  "  he  should  not  give 
offence  when  he  declared  that  a  Minister 
might  nevertheless,  act  constitutionally,  by 
remaining  in  office  after  that  House  had  de- 
clared their  disapprobation  of  him.  He  begged 
pardon  for  what  he  was  going  to  say  ;  but  be 
conceived  that,  accord  to  the  constitution,  the 
immediate  appointment  or  removal  of  Minis- 
ters rested  not  with  that  Honse.  There  was,tbere- 
fore,  nothing  illegal  in  a  Minister's  remaining 
in  office  after  that  House  had  declared  against 
him,  particularly  where  immediate  resignation 
would  have  injured  the  country ;  and  he  hoped 
a  public  man  might  be  supposed  to  act 
honourably  when,  upon  public  motives,  he 
thought  he  best  served  ^his  country  by  con- 
tinuing in  office  after  he  had  been  so  unfortu** 
nate  as  to  lose  the  confidence  of  the  House. 
He  explained  this,  by  declaring  that  there  were 
acts  of  duty,  not  the  less  indispensible  because 
they  were  disagreeable;  that,  in  critical  situa- 
tions, it  was  incumbent  on  a  Minister,  who 
found  he  was  not  approved  in  that  House,  to 
look  to  the  probable  consequences  of  his  im- 
mediately resigning.  It  behoved  him  to  con- 
sider who  were  likely  to  be  his  successors,  and 
whether  the  country  roiffht  not  receive  mor« 
detriment  than  they  could  possibly  derive  ad« 
vantage  by  his  leaving  it  without  any  executive 
government^  and  thus  making  room  for  an  Ad- 
ministration in  whom  the  Crown,  the  Parlia* 
ment,  and  the  people  could  not  equally  repose 
confidence.  He  acknowledged,  that  the  Mi- 
nister who  should  lightly  venture  to  encounter 
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Ihe  difficulty  of  holding  his  office  against  the 
consent  of  that  Uousey  would  in  all  probability 
be  made  to  repent  of  his  leyitv ;  the  necessity 
ought  to  be  greaty  undoubtealy,  since  to  at- 
tempt such  an  aiduous  matter,  without  the 
strongest  reasons  possible,  would  be  rash,  im- 
prudenty  and  unjustifiable.  There  were  cir- 
cumstances, howcTer,  under  which,  he  con- 
ceited, the  meeting  that  difficulty  with  cheer- 
fulness was  far  from  reprehensible/' 

Such,  Sir,  was  the  defence  made  by  Mr. 
Pitt  for  continuing  in  oflBce  under  ciicum- 
stances  which  Gentlemen  opposite  affect 
to  consider  somewhat  similar  to  ours,  al- 
though we  have  not  had  the  misfortune  to 
be  defeated  thirteen  or  fourteen  times  on 
votes  of  want  of  confideace ;  and  I  say, 
that  if  the  right  boo.  Baronet  appeals  to 
Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Burke,  we  have  a  right 
to  appeal  to  Mr.  Pitt,  according  to  whose 
recorded  opinion  there  is  nothing  whatever 
uncoostitutional  in  maintainine  office  after 
the  Parliament  has  differed  with  the  Minis- 
ter.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
address  to  the  House,  has  been  pleased  to 
make  several  allusions  to  the  measures 
that  we  put  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  other  day.  He  has  stated,  as  a  ground 
for  declaring  bis  want  of  confidence  in  us, 
that  those  measures  are  such  as  we  could 
not  hope  to  carry;  and  he  particularly 
mentioned  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
and  he  asked  whether  we,  or  any  person 
seriously  could  think,  that  in  putting  that 
particular  question  to  the  House  we  should 
carry  it.  Now,  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  this  is  to  be  the 
test  by  which  a  Ministry,  or  any  political 
parly,  is  to  be  tried  ?  Have  no  measures 
been  carried  by  the  Ministers  of  the  day, 
or  by  the  opposing  party,  which  at  the 
time  of  bringing  them  forward  there  ex- 
isted reasons  for  thinking  could  not  be 
carried  ?  Who  at  one  time  thought  that 
the  Catholic  question  could  be  carried  ? 
It  was  frequently  urged  as  a  taunt  against 
those  who  brought  forward  and  advocated 
that  measure,  that  they  had  pledged 
themselves  against  its  being  made  a  Ca- 
binet measure,  and  that  they  must  know 
that  it  could  not  be  carried.  Why,  who 
could  be  certain  that  it  could  be  carried  ? 
It  did  so  happen  that  that  very  question 
was  afterwards  carried  by  those  who  had 
been  for  years  its  most  strenuous  oppo- 
nents. The  right  hon.  Baronet  himself, 
made  it  a  Cabinet  question.  And,  Sir,  I 
should  not  be  much  surprised,  after  what 
I  have  seen,  if  the  Corn-law  question  were 
inide  ft  Cabinet  question  by  tbe  right  hon. 


Gentleman  too.  I  could  read  declarations 
as  strong  against  the  carrying  of  the  Ca- 
tholic question,  made  not  only  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  but  by  a  great  many 
of  those  by  whom  he  is  now  supported,  as 
any  thing  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  said  against  the  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  Therefore  I  soy  in  these  days  of 
wonder,  I  do  not  see  any  very  great  reason 
to  make  us  think  it  altogether  impossible 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  may  not  him- 
self make  a  Cabinet  question  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn- laws,  and  have  every  excuse 
for  so  doing.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taunted  us  with  wishing  an  appeal 
to  be  made  to  the  people  at  an  inoppor- 
tune time;  but  what  degree  of  weight 
there  is  in  the  argument  I  cannot  see.  If 
we  propose  what  we  consider  to  be  mea-' 
sures  which  would  give  the  greatest  possi- 
ble relief  to  the  suffering  industry  of  the 
country,  and  those  measure  are  opposed, 
and  we  think  that  the  country  are  with  us, 
is  there  any  harm  in  having  our  schemes 
and  reasons,  and  our  principles  fairly  laid 
before  the  country  ?  It  seems  to  me  there 
is  not.  Surely  the  agitation,  if  agitation 
there  is  to  be,  is  no  fault  of  ours.  Tbe 
question  is  a  great  fiscal  question  of  "  mo- 
nopoly or  no  monopoly.*'  It  is  a  question 
whether  or  not  we  shall,  by  adopting  a 
new  scheme,  relieve  the  industry  of  the 
country,  and  at  the  same  time  increase  the 
revenue,  and  thereby  render  any  addi- 
tional burden  on  the  people  unnecessary ; 
or  whether  the  present  system  shall  be 
maintained.  That  is  to  say,  whether  a 
reduction  of  duties  shall  take  place,  and 
thereby  supply  the  deficiency  of  the  re- 
venue, or  whether  that  deficiency  shall  be 
made  up  by  the  ordinary  mode  of  imposing 
fresh  taxes  on  the  people.  This  is  the 
point  which  the  country  have  to  deter- 
mine. If  the  people  feel  a  lively  interest 
in  the  determination  of  this  question,  I 
cannot  help  it.  If  the  industrious  classes 
are  anxious  to  remove  the  burdens  they 
now  labour  under,  and  are  desirous  of 
eating  cheaper  bread  and  cheaper  sugar, 
and  of  obtaming  cheaper  timber  than  they 
are  now  capable  of  obtaining,  we  cannot 
be  held  responsible  for  it ;  and  if  this 
strong  wish  for  a  reduction  of  the  prices 
of  those  articles  is  agitation,  and  if  the 
fact  of  asking  the  people  whether  or  not 
they  think  that  these  fiscal  schemes  are 
right,  and  that  they  think  we  are  doing 
our  duty  in  proposing  them  is  agitation-^ 
then  I  am  afraid  we  mast  plead  guilty  to 
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having  excited  that  agitation.  But  this 
is  not,  I  beg  leave  to  inform  bon,  Oentle- 
men  opposite,  a  fault  resting  with  us 
alone.  I  could  quote  very  recent  instances 
where  agitation  had  been  called  in  to  bear 
upon  elections.  [Ckeer$J\  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cheers  out  of  place.  I  do  not 
deny  that  agitation  has  been  used  for  the 
purpose  of  acting  on  the  feelings  and  pre- 
possessions of  the  people  on  our  side ;  but 
1  do  not  eee  that  any  great  backwardness 
has  been  evinced  on  that  score  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  never  saw,  in  my 
eiperienoe,  any  reluctance  on  their  side  to 
avail  themselves  of  that  mode  of  carrying 
any  question  which  they  advocated.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  said,  now  that  the 
appeal  is  made,  and  now  that  we  are  to  go 
to  the  country,  that  he  shall  not  make  any 

E articular  exposition  of  his  principles, 
int  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  came 
into  office  in  1834,  he  thought  differently. 
He  then  thought  it  riffht  to  make  an  expo- 
sition of  his  political  principles  in  his  fa- 
mous Tamworth  Manifestos  at  a  time, 
too,  when  Parliament  was  not  sitting.  He 
did  not  Chen  deem  it  improper  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  country.  And  then,  again, 
at  a  subseauent  period,  at  the  Mansion* 
house,  be  did  not  object  to  a  mode  of 
proceeding  which  he  now  seems  so  much 
lo  eschew ;  —  and  I  recollect  well  that 
some  things  dropt  from  him  on  those  occa- 
sions, which  looked  very  like  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  now  calls  **  bidding  for 
tne  favour  (of  the  people  :**  moreover,  he 
did  make  so  high  a  bidding,  that  I  and 
my  friends  were  at  the  time  not  a  little 
apprehensive  of  the  result.  Now,  how- 
ever, he  takes,  and  is  to  take,  a  totally 
different  course,  it  is  sufficient  for  him  to 
oppose  o|ir  propositions  without  stating 
wliat  lie  himself  would  substitute  for 
them*  Such  has  not  always  been  the  lan- 
guage of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  When 
be  stated  his  plan  for  removing  the  disa- 
Ulities  of  the  Catholics,  upon  moving, 
*<  That  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee^'  upon  that  plan  being  ob* 
jected  to  in  many  particulars,  he,  in  reply 
to  tboee  objections,  used  these  expres* 


^  I  must  say,  that  notwithstanding  so  much 
of  this  dsbatOi  has  turned  upon  the  obsenratioDs 
I  made  last  night,  I  have  not  yet  heard  an 
answer  to  the  question  I  then  put.  If  you  do 
not  like  my  proposal,  what  do  you  propose  to 
do  under  the  present  cireumstances  ?  I  am 
awareithal  wmch  may  be  said  against  my  pra* 


posal.  My  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Moore),  may  give  us  anabledisquisiiionon 
what  passed  in  1688;  but  depend  upon  it, 
(hat  dial  is  not  sufiicient  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  Something  roust  be  done, 
and  what  that  something  should  be,  is  a  ques- 
tion to  which  I  have  had  no  answer." 

At  the  conclusion  of  hia  epeaeb,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  :— - 

*'  In  *conclusioD,  I  only  repeat,  that  I  hare 
yet  heard  no  answer  to  my  question.  What 
other  course  can  be  pursued  but  that  which  I 
recommend?  And  this  absenee  of  an  answer 
confirms  me  in  the  conviction,  that  .the  ooune 
I  propose,  is  the  only  one  that  can  be 
adopted." 

Now,  her  Majesty's  Ministers  are 
equally  convinced,  that  what  they  pro- 
poeed  was  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
community,  and  were  the  best  means  of 
realizing  a  sufficient  levenae  for  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  State.  They  thought  so ; 
and  so  thinking,  they  embodied  their 
principles  in  propositions  which  they  laid 
before  the  House.  And  when  they  so 
acted,  I  certainly  did  think,  notwithstand- 
ing the  acknowledged  talent  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  he  did  not  evade  his 
own  qnestion,  which  1  have  just  read, 
with  any  degree  of  success.  A  question, 
which  might  fairiy  be  put  to  himself, 
'*  What  do  you  propoeef*  It  might  be 
all  very  well  to  say,  that  the  6rst  object  te 
to  displace  the  Queen's  Government ;  but 
if  it  IS,  has  not  the  country  a  right  lo 
ask,  upon  what  principles  do  you.  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  propose  to  succeed  to  that 
Government?  What  conrte  of  polky 
will  vou  pursue  with  respect  to  tbeee  great 
fiscal  and  commercial  queationaf  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  taunted  us  with 
"  oscillation''— I  believe  that  was  the  word 
•—uncertainty  of  purpoee,  I  suppose  he 
meant.  I  do  not  exactly  know,  what 
certainty  of  purpose  cau  be  found,  either 
on  the  part  of  the  right  boo.  Baronet,  or 
his  friends.  Among  other  caueee  of  oar 
weakness,  the  right  hon*  Baionet  alluded 
to  the  great  variance  of  opinion,  that  pre- 
vails amongst  us,  and  taunted  us  with  not 
holding  the  saoie  aentimente  aa  many  of 
our supporten.  That  may  be;  but  let 
me  aak  him,  whether  I  cannot  find  amoof 
those  who  now  aunound  him,  men  enttr- 
tainiog  the  OMet  eitraordinary  variety  of 
opinions,  and  the  gveateat  poeeiUe  diver- 
gency oir  sentiments,  upon  almost  aH 
subjecta  of  importance,  that  ever  were 
seen  eoogregatad  in    the  ease  party. 
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Why,  I  see  now  amoog  the  friends  and  sup- 
portefs  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  men 
who  were  the  advocates  of  the  Catholic 
Relief  Bill,  in  close  conjunction  with  men 
who  were  its  most  strenuous  opposers.  I 
see  some  who  were  the  earnest  friends 
and  framers  of  the  Reform  Bill,  associat- 
ing with  Gentlemen  who  declared,  that 
it  was  a  measure  that  threatened  destruc- 
tion to  the  British  constitution,  and  to  the 
▼ery  existence  of  the  empire.  1  see  on 
those  benches,  the  firmest  supporters  of 
the  Poor-law  Bill,  in  close  adhesion  with 
men  who  have  denounced  that  measure  as 
being  cruel,  unnatural,  and  execrable.  I 
see  men  who  were  the  authors  of  the 
Church  Temporalities  Bill  for  Ireland, 
sitting  by  the  side  of  thote  who  declared, 
that  that  loeasure  was  the  first  blow  struck 
at  the  Irish  national  Church.  I  see  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  restored  the 
golden  standard  of  currency,  backed  by 
men  who  have  asserted,  that  it  was  the 
source  of  misery  and  ruin  to  the  country. 
I  see  many,  who  willingly  came  to  a  com-* 
promise  on  the  Irish  Municipal  Reform 
Bill,  not  unwilling  to  associate  themselves 
with  those  who  prophesied  that  it  would 
prove  the  severest  blow,  that  ever  was 
struck  at  the  Protestant  constitution  of 
this  empire.  I  also  see  amongst  them, 
men  who  have  voted  for  the  suppression 
of  Orange  lodges  as  being  illegal  associa- 
tions, while  others  are  sitting  with  them, 
who  have  held  high  office  in  those  socio* 
ties«  So  also  do  I  see  those  who  have 
been  the  staunch  upholders  of  the  privi- 
leges of  Parliament,  quietly  mingling 
tbemselv^  with  men  who  have  asserted, 
that  the  laws  of  the  House  were  mere 
waste  paper,  when  compared  with  deci- 
sions of  courts  of  law.  I  see  amongst 
those  opposite  to  na»  friends  of  the  High 
Churchi  friends  of  the  Low  Church, 
friends  of  the  New  Church.  In  short, 
there  ia  every  shade  of  opinion  represented 
on  those  benches,  from  men  who  uphold 
principles  opposed  to  all  that  is  popular 
and  free  in  the  country,  to  those  who 
ivoold  ally  themselves  to  the  Chartists  in 
arder  to  secure  political  power.  Such  is 
the  united  body-^such  the  harmonious 
elements  of  the  party  which  is  to  succeed 
us  in  power.  But  it  seems^to  me,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  cannot  have  the 
least  chance  with  such  materials  (suppos- 
ing  he  does  not  possess  those  other  and 
more  secret  means,  which  no  Minister  at 
ihif  time  of  day  oan  be  suspected  of  hav- 


ing), of  successfully  conducting  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country.  But  if  such  be 
the  character  of  the  party  itself,  permit 
me  to  turn  now  to  the  very  distinguished 
Gentleman  who  leads  that  party— to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  this  night  put  us 
upon  our  trial — he  will»  I  am  sure,  not 
complain  if  I  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to 
bis  cUims  upon  public  confidence.  Of 
his  ability,  it  is  idle  and  superfluous  to 
say  anything— too  much  of  the  time  of 
this  House  has,  in  my  opinion,  been  al. 
ready  consumed  on  that  topic.  No  one 
doubts  his  capacity  as  a  debater ;  the 
question  rather  turns  upon  the  use  which 
be  has  made  of  his  acknowledged  powers. 
In  my  view  of  his  past  conduct,  his  whole 
career  seems  to  have  been  one  of  ineffec- 
tual resistance  and  unwilling  concession. 
He  has  seldom  taken  up  a  position  on  any 
great  question,  dividing  parties  in  later 
days,  which  he  has  not  afterwards  aban* 
doned.  He  has  attempted  to  swim  against 
the  current  of  public  opinion,  but  has  been 
beaten  back,  and  has  landed  upon  shoal 
after  shoal,  which  has  sunk  under  him, 
and  been  awept  away.  If  he  has  been 
saved,  he  owes  his  aafety  to  yielding  to 
the  tide,  which  he  has  passed  the  best 
part  of  his  life  in  endeavouring  to  combat, 
and  in  vain.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  been  the  leader  of  events,  be  has 
been  dragged  onward  by  them.  This  may 
be  his  misfortune  rather  than  his  fault, 
but  9uch  is  the  fact.  He  baa  come  too 
lata  with  his  political  discoveries;  he 
seems  to  me  deficient  in  that  sagacity 
which  seea  the  signs  of  the  times,  and 
foresees  the  consequences  of  them;  he, 
not  unfrequently,  does  what  is  right, 
but  after  so  long  a  delay,  and  in^sucfa 
a  manner,  that  he  generally  fails  to  com- 
mand the  full  esteem  of  his  opponents, 
or  to  secure  the  sincere  allegiance  of  his 
friends.  Hence  comes  it,  that  with  all 
his  talents,  all  his  opportunities,  all  his 
party  following,  I  much  fear  he  will  never 
be  a  great  Minister,  far  less  a  great  man. 
Happy  shall  I  be^  if  his  future  conduct 
and  services  shall  contradict  this  predic- 
tion. Sir,  the  avowed  object  of  this  reso- 
lution»  is  a  change  of  Ministers;  and  I  have 
taken  the  liberty,  I  trust,  without  exceed* 
ing  the  limits  prescribed  for  those  who  dis- 
cuss the  claims  of  their  opponents,  to 
ask  what  is  the  character  of  the  party  op«> 
posite,  what  the  chances  of  their  forming 
an  efficient  Government?  I  may  alao  ask| 
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what  is  likely  to  be  their  policy  ?  I  will 
not  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Wakley),  and  say,  that 
their  policy  will  be  exactly  the  same  as 
ours,  and  that  there  will  be  no  change  of 
measures;  but  I  will  venture  to  assert, 
that  let  who  will  be  in  office,  the  affairs 
of  this  country  will  be  administered,  in  all 
probability,  much,  I  will  not  say  alto* 
gether,  on  the  principles  which  have  guided 
our  conduct.  The  systems  of  Government 
which  were  in  vogue  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  his  friends  near  him,  en- 
tered into  public  life,  are  inapplicable  to 
these  times ;  and  if  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site are  to  succeed  us,  they  must  either 
follow  in  our  course,  or  their  sway  will  be 
but  of  short  duration,  either  in  the  coun- 
try or  the  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  may  be  inclined,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, to  take  the  right  course;  how  he 
will  be  able  to  manage  a  party  so  strange- 
ly, not  so  strongly,  united  is  another 
question ;  nor  do  I  see  how  ihe  country 
could  contemplate  such  a  change  with 
any  confidence  of  a  beneficial  result.  The 
noble  Lord,  my  late  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  speaking 
in  the  late  debate,  told  us  that  we  were 
"  tottering  to  our  fall.**  Be  it  so.  I  sub- 
mit cheerfully :  having  risen  to,  and  main- 
tained this  position  with  those  near  me,  I 
am  content  to  fall  with  them.  I  would, 
at  any  time,  rather  fall  with  my  friends — 
with  those  with  whom  I  have  been  long 
associated  for  the  attainment  of  great  pub- 
lic objects,  than  rise  to  any  eminence, 
however  lofty,  by  the  help  of  antagonists 
to  whom  I  have  been  bitterly  opposed. 
Whatever  may  be  the  result  of  this  dis- 
cussion, (answering  only  for  myself,  and 
not  presuming  to  speak  for  my  colleagues), 
I  can  say  that  I  have  done  my  duty.  I 
can  conscientiously  say,  that,  in  becoming 
a  party  to  bringing  forward  the  great 
measures  which  are  the  chief  pretexts  for 
our  overthrow,  I  did  so  with  the  solemn 
conviction  that  the  time  was  come  when 
the  proposed  change  of  system  was  not 
only  just  and  prudent,  but  mevitable ;  and 
I  am  convinced,  that  we  should  have 
abandoned  our  duty  to  the  House,  to  the 
country,  and  to  ourselves,  if  we  had  not 
run  the  risk  of  recommending  such  mea- 
iures  for  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  more  these  measures 
are  examined,  the  more  they  will  be  ap- 

Iiroved.    They  are  indeed  only  the  deve- 
opment  aod  sequel  of  a  system  of  com*- 


mercial  reform,  recommended  by  great 
men  of  former  days,  who  were  then  de* 
famed  for  their  innovations,  but  are  now 
universally  admired.  Of  this  I  feci  as 
sure  as  of  my  existence — that  these  mea- 
sures may  be  delayed,  but  cannot  finally 
be  destroyed.  They  will  be  the  law  of 
the  land,  whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the 
Administration.  We  feel  we  have  done 
what  became  us  in  bringing  them  forward, 
and  we  are  firmly  resolved  to  use  every 
constitutional  means  in  our  power  to  carry 
them  into  effect. 

Mr.  D^Israeli  began  by  applauding  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  for  the  course  of  his  political  con- 
duct. Placed  in  an  age  of  rapid  civilisa- 
tion and  rapid  transition,  he  had  adapted 
the  practical  character  of  his  measures  to 
the  condition  of  the  times.  When  in 
power,  he  had  never  proposed  a  change 
which  he  did  not  carry,  and  when  in  op- 
position, he  never  forgot  that  he  was  at 
the  head  of  the  Conservative  party.  He 
had  never  employed  his  influence  for  fac- 
tious purposes,  and  had  never  been  stimu- 
lated in  his  exertions  by  a  disordered  de- 
sire of  obtaining  office ;  above  all,  he  had 
never  carried  himself  to  the  opposite 
benches  by  making  propositions  by  which 
he  was  not  ready  to  abide.  Whether  in 
or  out  of  office,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  done  his  best  to  make  the  settlement 
of  the  new  constitution  of  England  work 
for  the  benefit  of  the  present  time  and  of 
posterity.  He  would  advert  to  what  had 
been  said  of  the  distinction  between  con- 
stitutional and  official  questions;  in  the 
former  facts  were  open  to  all,  and  every 
man  qualified  by  his  studies  to  fill  the 
station  of  a  gentleman,  would  be  just  as 
well  able  to  decide  whether  a  Roman 
Catholic  ought  to  be  admitted  to  power  as 
a  Member  of  the  Privy  Council,  or  a  Ca- 
binet Minister.  The  case,  however,  was 
very  different  on  questions  of  finance,  for 
no  man  unacquainted  with  the  secrets  of 
office  could  be  fully  informed  as  to  the 
resources  of  the  country.  Nor  was  what 
had  been  said,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  C.  Hobhouse),  respecting  the  reign 
of  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  more  felicitous. 
He  had  recently  visited  the  library  of  the 
house,  and  had  informed  himself  of  the 
facts  of  the  history  of  the  time.  Sir 
Robert  Walpole,  though  a  Whig,  was  one 
of  the  ablest  Ministers  this  country  had 
ever  known,  and  his  followers  might  de- 
rive instruction  from  contemplating  bis 
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conduct.  The  question  now  before  the 
House  was  this^was  it«  or  was  it  not, 
important  that  there  should  be  a  clear 
understanding  between  the  representative 
and  the  executive  bodies?  Such  was  not  | 
the  language,  but  the  import  of  the  reso- 
lution. What  then  was  the  duty  of  a 
Government  placed  in  the  situation  of  the 
present  servants  of  the  Crown,  unsuppor- 
ted as  they  were  by  a  House  of  Commons 
elected  under  their  own  auspices?  Two 
former  Ministers  had  been  in  this  predica- 
ments—Sir  Robert  Walpole  and  Lord 
North.  No  man  contended  that  merely 
because  a  Government  was  in  a  minority 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  that,  therefore, 
it  ought  to  resign.  Next  to  the  assump- 
tion of  power,  was  the  responsibility  of 
relinquishing  it.  The  year  1741,  was  the 
ominous  year  in  which  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole, was  in  the  condition  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister.     A  Parliament  had  been 


a  majority  of  one.    On  that  occasioui  Mr. 
Pitt  said  that 


"  There  was  not  a  promise  which  had  not 
been  falsified — that  shuffling  and  trickery 
pervaded  the  whole  conduct  of  the  cabinet, 
and  that  it  was  impossible  for  Parliament  to 
place  confidence  in  such  a  ministry." 

Yet  Lord  North  would  not  quit  office 
because  he  had  a  majority  of  one,  and  he 
was,  nevertheless,  acting  less  in  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution  than  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole, against  whom  there  had  been  a 
majority  of  four,  because  "  the  business 
of  Government  was  arrested."  Afterwards 
Mr.  Fox  gave  a  notice  for  Wednesday,  and 
promised  to  bring  forward  the  same  mo- 
tion on  every  Wednesday  until  Lord  North 
retired.  In  the  present  instance  there 
was,  however,  an  additional  circumstance, 
which  would  not  be  forgotten  by  the 
House,  or  by  the  country.  He  referred 
to  the  manner  in  which,  for  several  Ses- 


summoned  under  his  own  auspices,  but  j  sions,  the  Government  had  been  carried 

his  address  to  the  Crown  was  importantly      -  '-  ^*^~  ' ''"^ *  " «• -._j  •_.. 

amended,  for    the   House    of  Commons 
would  not  sanction  the  words  containing 
an  approbation  of  the  war*    Sir  Robert 
Walpole»  did  not  resign  because  the  im- 
pliea  censure  related  merely  to  the  past. 
Then  followed  the  choice  of  Chairman  of 
election  committees,  next  in  consequence 
to  the  nomination  of  the  Speaker;  and 
here  Sir  Robert  Walpole  was  in  a  minority 
of  four.     Still  he  did  not  resign.    The 
Westminster  election  came  next,  and  again 
the  majority  against  the  Ministers  was  four. 
The  House  adjourned  for  the  Christmas 
recess,  and  when  it  re-assembled  on  the 
18th  of  January,  amotion  was  made  on 
the  subject  of  resignation,   but  Horace 
Walpole  said,  '*  My  father  will  go  on  un- 
til the  business  of  Grovernment  is  arrested," 
and,  accordingly,  Sir  Robert  Walpole  re- 
mained at  his  post.    What  was  the  case 
with  Lord  North,  in  1782?     He  too  had 
a  Parliament  elected  under  his  own  au- 
spices, and  Mr.  Fox  brought  forward  a 
motion,  of  general  censure  on  the  conduct 
of  the  war,  by  moving  for  a  committee 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  Ad- 
miralty.    Lord  North  avoided  a  majority 
against  him  by  refusing  to  come  to  a 
divisioni  but  when  a  similar  motion  was 
brought  forward  a  few  days  afterwards, 
the  Minister  was   defeated  by  a  small 
majority.     A  few  days  subsequently,  Lord 
North  had  a  majority  of  seventeen,  and 
on  the  celebrated  address  for  putting  an 
end  to  the  American  war,  the  Minister  had 


on  in  the  face  of  the  resistance  offered  by 
a  large  majority  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  The  reformed  House  of  Com- 
mons, proud  of  its  new-fangled  existence, 
and  believing  that  all  power  would  centre 
in  itself,  had  permitted  a  minister  of  state 
to  stigmatise  a  vote  of  the  House  of  Lords 
as  "  the  whisper  of  a  faction."  But  now 
the  poisoned  chalice  was  returned  to  their 
own  lips.  Those  who  had  treated  the 
House  of  Lords  with  insult  were  now 
treating  the  House  of  Commons  with  con. 
tempt.  The  fact  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  too  full  of  that  specious  libe- 
ralism which  they  found  it  convenient 
periodically  to  assume;  but  in  attacking 
aristocratic  institutions,  it  had  become  the 
victim  of  a  haughty  and  rapacious  oli- 
garchy. The  present  was  not  the  first 
time  the  Whigs  had  been  placed  in  this 
situation,  and  in  the  present  day  they  had 
been  obliged  to  reconstruct  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  conciliate  the  House  of 
Lords.  In  one  thing  they  had  been  con- 
sistent— in  a  systematic  slight  of  our  par- 
liamentary institutions.  They  now  go- 
verned the  country,  not  only  in  spite  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  but  in  spite  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  What  would  be  the 
consequence  ?  Was  it  possible  that  these 
"  apostles  of  liberty,"  as  they  had  been 
termed,  should  be  found  cringing  in  the 
ante-chambers  of  the  palace,  and  now 
intended  to  support  themselves  in  office, 
by  clandestine  and  back-stairs  influence? 
For  himself,  he  bad  not  the  slightest 
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doubt  that  those  who  had  twice  tampered 
with  the  saccesaion,  would  do  to  a  third 
time  if  the  occasion  required  it.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control  had 
given  his  opponents  the  consolation  of  his 
opinion,  that  if  the  present  Ministers  were 
removed,  there  was  a  prospect  that  their 
successors  would  form  a  strong  Govern- 
ment. The  career  of  her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent servants  had  been  a  singular  one; 
they  began  by  remodelling  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  insulting  the  House  of 
Lords ;  they  then  assaulted  the  Church — 
next  the  colonial  constitutions ;  afterwards 
they  assailed  the  municipalities  of  the 
kingdom,  attacked  the  rich  and  the  poor, 
and  now,  in  their  last  moments,  at  one  fell 
swoop,  made  war  upon  the  colonial,  com* 
mercial,  and  agricultural  interests.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  party  to  which  he  belonged  should 
despair,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who, 
according  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  was  not  a  great  man,  and 
could  not  be  a  great  Minister,  might  have 
the  opportunity  of  establishing  a  Govern- 
ment, which  would  have  the  con6dence 
of  the  education,  the  property,  and  he 
sincerely  believed,  the  enlighted  feeling  of 
the  great  body  of  the  nation.  In  that  case 
the  prophecy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  falsified. 

Mr.  T,  B.  Hobhouse:  Sir,— The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  ought 
to  bo  the  last  to  complain  of  the  convent* 
ent  use  of  liberalism,  and  to  indulge  in 
taunts  and  reproaches  upon  those  who  are 
opposed  to  him.    He  seems  to  have  for- 

fotten  the  time  when  he  went  down  to 
ligh  Wycombe  with  that  convenient 
variety  of  opinions,  which  could  .allow 
him  to  be  proposed  by  a  Tory  and  se- 
conded by  a  Radical,  though  it  is  difficult 
to  tell  by  what  good  fortune  he  had  man^ 
aged  to  persuade  the  different  parties  that 
he  was  the  friend  of  each.  How  the  hon# 
Gentleman  had  been  able  lo  reconcile 
those  opposite  extremes  is  a  mystery  which 
he  himself  can  alone  explain.  On  that 
occasion  the  hon.  Gentleman  carried  with 
him,  as  passports,  two  letters  of  recom- 
mendation, one  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  and  the  other  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny.  It  is  therefore  rather 
too  much  that  be  should  now  deal  out 
insinuations  against  his  Antagonists.  I 
shall  now  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
through  his  historical  researches,  because 
I  have  no  wish  to  compete  with  him  as  an 


antiquary.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
that  Ministers  act  in  an  unconstitutional 
manner  in  retaming  power  and  seeking  to 
bring  forward  those  great  measures  upon 
which  they  have  staked  their  character  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  I,  on  the  con- 
trary, maintain,  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  acting  an  unconstitutional  part,  because 
they  seek  to  deprive  the  Crown  of  its  pre- 
rogative, and  to  prevent  the  people  from 
expressing  their  wishes.  Is  the  Crown  to 
be  toldj  that  in  a  matter  so  important  as 
the  choice  of  its  servants  there  is  to  be  no 
appeal  from  this  House  to  the  country  ? 
And  is  the  country  of  so  little  account 
that  it  ought  not  to  pronounce  judgment 
upon  the  conduct  of  its  representatives  in 
this  new  posture  of  public  affairs?  I  hope 
that  the  people  at  large  will  look  at  the 
matter  in  this  light.  What  right  has  any 
Gentleman  to  stand  up  in  this  House, 
which  emanates  from  the  people,  and  to 
say,  that  if  a  great  public  measure  is  sub- 
mitted to  us  by  the  Ministers  the  country 
is  not  entitled  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
it  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  proposed  the  mo- 
tion, has  endeavoured  to  narrow  the  dis- 
cussion upon  it;  but  as  the  motion,  if 
carried,  must  lead  to  the  removal  of  Mi*^ 
nisters  or  to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament,  I 
am  bound  to  take  into  account  the  whole 
cotiduot  of  the  Ministry  atid  not  to  give  a 
vote  upon  some  particular  measures^  which 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  select  as  m  con- 
venient stalkmg-horse  to  power.  Gentle- 
men wish  to  confine  the  question  to  certain 
points,  because  it  does  not  suit  their  pur- 
pose  to  review  the  large  and  general 
benefits  which  the  present  Government  has 
conferred  upon  the  country.  But  a  reso- 
lution of  this  nature  cannot  stand  on  such 
partial  grounds.  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  make  bold  assertions  but  do  not 
sustain  them  by  facts.  In  what  have  my 
riglit  hon.  Friends  acted  so  unconstitu- 
tionally ?  And,  if  the  conduct  of  Ministers 
has  been  so  criminal  from  first  to  last,  a 
patriotic  Opposition  has  been  singularly 
negligent  of  its  duty  in  not  pronouncing  a 
censure*  True,  they  did  attempt  it  once, 
but  they  signally  failed.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  moved  the  resolution  was 
very  cautious  of  referring  to  the  precedent 
of  1784  as  not  being  analogous  to  the 
present  case.  He  was  wise  to  deny  the 
analogy,  because  he  knew  that  it  would 
tell  strongly  in  favour  of  his  opponents. 
It  is  therefore  not  without  reason  that  he 
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objects  to  the  example  of  Mr.  Pitt.  True, 
there  iB  no  analogy  between  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Fox  and  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  for  it  originated  in  a  different 
way.  Mr.  Fox  had  carried  his  India  Bill 
through  this  House  by  a  majority  of  two 
to  one,  and  had  been  displaced  by  the 
interference  of  the  Crown.  The  measures 
of  Mr.  Fox  were  therefore  simply  defen- 
sive, while  those  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
are  as  entirely  aggressive.  Besides,  Mr. 
Fox  did  not  come  forward  with  a  vote  of 
censure  grounded  upon  a  particular  mea* 
sure,  but  he  spoke  out  boldly,  and  said 
that  the  Ministry  did  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  the  country,  not  as  to  this  or 
that  act,  but  as  to  their  proceedings  gene* 
rally.  Should  the  present  motion  be  car- 
ried, the  country  will  be  placed  in  a  most 
unfavourable  position,  and  the  House  in 
a  situation  which  every  lover  of  liberty 
must  regret.  For  suppose  that  my  right 
hon.  Friends  do  their  duty — neither  re- 
sign nor  dissolve.  At  least,  I  hope  that 
they  will  do  neither  one  nor  the  other 
until  they  have  brought  forward  the  Corn- 
law  question,  then  the  hon-  Gentlemen 
opposite,  if  they  follow  the  precedent  of 
1784,  and  if  they  do  not  mean  their  mo. 
tion  to  be  a  mere  brutum  fulmen,  must 
go  up  with  an  address  to  the  Crown.  It 
is  not  for  any  one  to  anticipate  the  an- 
swer; but  suppose  the  example  set  by 
George  drd  should  be  imitated,  and  the 
Crown  should  declare  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  remove  the  Ministers,  in  what 
a  aituatron  will  the  House  then  be  placed, 
being  brought  into  direct  collision  with 
the  Crown,  not  upoo  great  principles  of 
public  liberty,  but  upon  selfish  interests 
and  a  question  of  monopoly.  What  a 
spectacle  will  then  be  presented  to  a  great 
nation,  the  Crown  standing  for  lii^y, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  for  monopoly  1 
8ttch  a  state  of  things  b  not  desirable, 
but  it  is  inevitable,  if  the  present  motion 
should  be  carried.  Already  the  organs  of 
ike  Tories  out  of  doors  have  proclaimed 
the  intention  of  the  party  lo  follow  up 
this  resolution  with  an  address  and  they 
are  l)Ottnd  to  take  this  course  if  they 
would  not  expose  themselves  to  the  deri- 
sion of  the  country  as  the  framers  of  an 
nnmeantng  motion  a  ielum  imbelle  sine 
iciu»  I  am  strongly  opposed.  Sir,  to  tlie 
resolution  for  another  reason,  because  the 
object  of  it  is,  I  believe,  to  stifle  the  dis- 
cttssfon  upon  tl)e  Corn-laws.  The  fight 
hon.  Baronet  dreads  the  embarrassment 


of  his  party  by  a  consideration  of  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws;  he  expects 
some  difficulty  in  the  attempt  to  foree 
that  monopoly  down  the  throats  of  the 
people.  Those  who  support  the  mo-* 
tion  know  that  the  party  with  whofii 
I  have  the  honour  to  act,  are  pre- 
pared with  arguments  on  that  subject 
of  a  most  conclusive  character.  We  do 
not  flatter  ourselves  too  much  when 
we  say  that  we  can  adduce  reasons 
for  a  change  which  it  is  impossible  to 
answer.  [*<  A  laugh  from  the  Oppo9itionJ*\ 
Why,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  think 
that  they  are  so  strong  in  truth  and  jus- 
tice upon  this  question,  it  is  to  their  in- 
terest to  have  it  submitted  to  the  people  ; 
the  greatest  good  will  arise  from  the  put)lic 
discussion  of  it.  The  fact,  however,  is 
that  they  fear  nothing  so  much  as  a  de- 
bate upon  a  proposition  so  evident.  Sir, 
I  shall  vote  against  the  resolution  of  the 
right  hon^  Baronet,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  he  has  made  a  great  mistake  in 
bnnging  it  forward.  The  object  of  it  is 
to  embarrass  Ministers,  but  such,  I  trust, 
will  not  be  the  efFect*  If  the  other  side 
succeed  in  this  attempt,  it  may  recoil  upon 
themselves ;  if  they  fail,  the  tide  of  popular 
feeling  will  set  doubly  strong  in  favour  of 
the  present  Government.  A  eomplaint 
has  been  made  that  Ministers  wish  to  ex- 
cite the  public  mind  upon  the  Cora-law 
question,  and  then  go  to  an  election  upon 
it«  Why,  what  can  agitate  the  public 
mind  more  than  such  party  motions  as  the 
present  ?  It  has  been  stated,  particularly 
by  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  come  from 
manufacturing  districts,  that  almost  un- 
paralleled distress  prevails  in  the  country ; 
but  the  Ministry  have  proposed  a  plan  by 
which  the  public  will  be  considerably  re- 
lieved, and  an  accession  of  revenue  in* 
sured  to  the  country.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  advanced  no  plan  for 
securing  those  benefits,  while  they  have 
not  refrained  from  charging  the  Ministers 
with  political  delinquency,  on  account  of 
the  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  the  greatest 
part  of  which,  however,  is  attributable  to 
the  alteration  of  the  postage  duties,  a 
vast  moral,  social,  and  intellectual  im- 
provement. If  then,  tlie  accounts  of  the 
distressed  condition  of  the  country  be 
true,  and  if  no  remedy  be  proposed  but 
that  which  emanates  from  my  right  hon. 
Friends  below  me,  I  am  almost  compelled 
as  it  were,  to  adopt  their  measure^  unless 
some  hon.  Gentleman  will  get  up  and 
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prove  it  to  be  wrong  and  propound  a 
right  one.  Sir,  if  my  voice  can  nave  any 
influence,  I  would  warn  the  House  not  to 
plunge  into  a  conflict  with  the  Crown, 
which  promises  nothing  but  disgrace.  I 
am  sure  that  we  shall  gain  no  respect  in 
the  country^  if  contrary  to  past  history, 
we  exchange  with  the  Crown  our  natural 
position  as  guardians  of  the  people's 
rights.  We  may  lose  much,  if  we  take 
upon  ourselves  to  be  the  champions  of 
monopoly,  and  leave  to  the  Crown  the  de- 
fence of  free  trade.  I  shall  reserve  my 
opinions  on  the  Corn-laws  until  that 
question  comes  before  the  House.  I  have 
always  supported  the  repeal  of  those  laws, 
and  I  shall  still  do  so.  I  have  also  sup- 
ported a  reduction  of  the  sugar  duties,  not 
because  it  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, for  I  was  one  of  the  minority  of 
twenty-seven,  who  voted  for  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wiganlast  year,  but 
because  I  think  we  are  in  a  situation  in 
which  either  a  new  tax  must  be  levied  on 
the  people,  or  a  reduction  of  import  duties 
to  'an  amount  sufficient  for  the  purpose 
must  be  made,  so  as  to  improve  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  country.  I  am  con- 
vinced Sir,  that  the  triumph  in  the  present 
conflict  will  ultimately  be  in  favour  of 
free  trade,  and  of  that  commercial  system 
which  the  circumstances  of  the  country, 
no  lets  than  those  of  the  Treasury  de- 
mand. 

Mr.  lyieraeli  was  understood  to  ex- 
plain^  that  his  principles,  at  this  mo- 
ment, were  exactly  the  same  as  when  he 
was  formerly  a  candidate  at  High  Wy- 
comb,  and  carried  down  with  him  letters 
of  recommendation  from  Mr.  O'Conneli 
and  Mr.  Hume. 

Mr.  Liddell  said,  the  hon.  Member  had 
attacked  the  Members  on  the  opposition 
side  of  the  House,  as  being  opposed  to  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  while  the  Go- 
vernment had  shewn  itself  utterly  unable 
to  maintain  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
on  the  recent  occasion  of  the  motion  made 
bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  for  the 
liberation  of  Chartist  prisoners,  against 
which  motion  the  Ministers  could  not 
muster  more  than  twenty-eight  Members, 
and  were  supported  by  thirty  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House ;  and  had  it 
not  been  for  the  casting  vote  given  by  the 
Speaker,  in  support  of  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crowui  it  must  have  been  interfered 
with,  in  spite  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 


President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  had 
spoken  with  triumph  of  what  he  deaign- 
ated  the  triumph  of  the  Government  dur- 
ing the  course  of  this  very  Session,  in 
having  carried  the  principle  of  the  Irish 
Registration  Bill.  What  a  sorry  source 
of  satisfaction  to  the  Government?  One 
of  its  leading  Members  had  admitted, 
that  the  very  principle  of  it  was  the 
maintenance  of  a  6L  franchise  for  Ire- 
land. They  certainly  did  carry  the  second 
reading  by  a  majority  of  five.  What 
was  the  result  ?  Did  they  bring  their  bill 
to  a  successful  issue?  Did  they  abide 
by  what  they  described  as  the  main  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill  ?  Did  they  not,  on  the 
contrary,  with  their  usual  abandonment 
of  principle,  abandon  the  principle  of  the 
bill,  and,  after  suflering  this  stigma,  were 
they  not  absolutely  defeated,  and  had  they 
not  abandoned  this  measure,  like  so  many 
others  ?  And  yet  the  right  hon.  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control  said, 
''  We  carried  the  principle  of  our  Irish 
Registration  Bill."  All  that  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  was,  their 
defeat  on  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill.  Now,  this 
was  the  first  great  portiou  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  financial  pro- 
jects; and  it  was  therefore  a  defeat  of  so 
much  consequence,  as  to  render  utterly 
nugatory  his  whole  financial  scheme.  The, 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire^ 
had  thought  fit  to  apologize  for  his  Incon- 
sistency on  this  occasion.  He  declared 
that  he  had  opposed  the  Government 
only  upon  narrow  grounds.  Their  budget  a 
narrow  ground  I  Did  the  Government 
themselves  think  it  so  ?  Was  that  a  nar^ 
row  ground,  upon  which  they  had  arrayed 
all  the  great  interests  of  this  country  in 
deadly  conflict,  set  the  manufacturing 
against  the  agricultural  classes,  and  pot 
the  shipping  and  colonial  interests  in  a 
perfect  ferment?  It  was  upon  this  very 
**  narrow  ground,"  that,  relying  upon  po« 
pular  feeling  for  their  support,  they  had 
determined  on  taking  the  extreme  mea- 
sure of  dissolfing  their  own  Parliament. 
The  noble  Lord  had  talked  of  their  exer- 
tions in  favour  of  reform.  He  would  find 
this  allusion  rather  a  stale  attempt  to  ex- 
cite public  sympathy.  The  people  now 
knew  well  what  they  had  to  expect  from 
the  operation  of  that  bill ;  and  those  very 
men  who  had  been  moet  clamorous  for 
**  the  bill,  the  whole  bill,  and  nothing  but 
the  bill,*'  were  those  who  expressed  them- 
selves now  most  dissatisfied  with  its  re- 
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toltSi  and  insisted  on  the  five  points  of 
the  people's  Charter.  He  (Mr.  Liddell) 
had  never  given  a  vote  with  a  clearer 
conviction  of  its  necessity.  Had  her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Ministers  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  this  country  ?  Had  no  pub- 
lic inconvenience  ensued  from  their  imbe- 
cility? Had  no  question  been  unsettled 
by  their  hesitation,  and  permitted  still  to 
continue  unsettled?  Did  the  House  re- 
member their  various  defeats  during  the. 
last  Session  of  Parliament  —  defeats  so 
nnmerouSy  that  their  details  almost  es- 
caped the  recollection?  Did  (he  House 
remember  the  various  "  open  questions " 
which  had  been  made  by  the  present 
Cabinet?  What  did  the  country  think 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  Corn-laws  had 
been  treated  by  them  during  the  whole  of 
this  Parliament  ?  What  of  their  making 
the  ballot  an  open  question?  What  of 
their  mode  of  dealing  with  the  Poor-law 
Bill,  which  the  noble  Lord  had  declared 
to  be  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  com- 
munity ?  How  did  he  propose  to  get  rid 
of  the  existing  difficulties  ?  Did  he  pro- 
pose that  the  powers  of  the  commission- 
era  should  expire  at  the  end  of  the  present 
year^  without  renewal  ?  If  he  considered 
it  **  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  com- 
oiunity/'  how  could  he  justify  his  aban- 
donment of  that  important  measure  with- 
out bringinfif  it  to  an  issue?  Nor  was  this 
all.  Would  the  country  not  remember 
the  failure  of  the  education  scheme  of  the 
Government,  the  abandonment  of  their 
proposition  respecting  Church-rates,  and, 
above  all,  did  they  not  remember  that  the 
Qovernraent  had  proposed  and  carried  a 
motion  for  a  Committee  on  Church-leases, 
involving  the  most  important  interests, 
which  Committee  had  produced  a  most  dis- 
tinct report,  with  various  recommendations, 
which  the  Government,  to  its  disgrace  and 
shane  be  it  spoken,  had  totally  neg- 
lectedt  and  left  these  vital  interests  in  the 
same  unsettled  state  ?  Was  there  no  other 
point  on  which  the  Government  had  ma- 
Bifested  culpable  weakness  and  imbecility  ? 
There  was  their  abandonment  of  the  re- 
venue derived  from  the  Post-ofiice^  which 
took  place  in  consequence  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  Members  composing  t'ae 
Radical  section  of  the  House.  Upon  their 
recommendation-i-their  threats,  he  might 
might  say — Ministers  had  consented  to 
sweep  away  1,200,000/.  of  revenue,  and 
bad  come  forward  in  the  following  Session 
with  an  alteration  of  the  whole  financial 
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system  of  the  country,  involving  the  risk 
of  the  greatest  possible  public  commotion, 
by  dissolving  Parliament  on  such  a  ques- 
tion. All  this  had  resulted  from  the  weak- 
ness and  imbecility  of  the  Government, 
and  these  were  evils  from  which  they  were 
boufid  to  relieve  themselves.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
had  at  length  brought  forward  this  reso<« 
lution,  in  a  shape  in  which  he  felt  assured, 
that  the  House  would  aid  him  in  carrying 
it — a  resolution  which  he  trusted  would 
have  the  effect  of  expelling  them  at  once 
from  their  seats.  The  extreme  remedy  to 
which  they  had  announced  their  inten- 
tion of  resorting — that  of  dissolving  the 
Parliament — could  be  justified  only,  ac- 
cording to  his  humble  apprehension,  where 
there  was  a  distinct  expression  on  the  part 
of  the  country,  and  a  decided  convic- 
tion in  the  minds  of  Ministers  themselves 
that  the  opinions  of  the  country  and  the 
House  of  Commons  were  at  variance,  and 
that  the  measures  of  Ministers  did  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  country.  In 
such  a  case  any  Government  would  be 
perfectly  justified  in  having  recourse  to 
an  expression  of  the  distinct  opinion  of 
the  country.  But  what  was  the  evidence  ? 
Was  it  to  the  late  elections  they  looked 
for  that  evidence?  Was  it  to  the  coun- 
ties, where  they  had  been  beat  by  majori- 
ties, not  of  hundreds,  but  almost  of  thou- 
sands ?  Was  it  to  their  own  towns  ?  to 
those  which  were  commonly  called  Go* 
vernment  boroughs,  where  they  had  sus- 
tained their  last  defeats?  Or  was  it  to  the 
great  manufacturing  town  of  Nottingham, 
which  had  so  lately  returned  to  Parliament 
his  hon.  Friend  who  then  sat  behind  him  ? 
What  right  had  the  Government  to  say, 
that  the  country  was  with  them,  when 
these  examples  were  before  their  eyes  ? 
All  their  efforts  to  stem  the  tide  of  oppo- 
sition had  failed ;  and  if,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, they  continued  in  office  on 
the  one  hand,  or  dissolved  the  Parliament 
on  the  other,  he  conceived,  that  they 
would  most  grossly  belie  their  duty  to 
their  Sovereign  and  their  country,  and 
merit  condign  punishment.  He  did  not 
suppose,  that  even  any  one  of  themselves, 
though  he  had  no  very  high  opinion  of 
their  principles,  would  resort  to  a  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament,  unless  he  bona  Jide 
believed  that  the  feelings  of  the  country 
were  along  with  them.  He  could  not  sup- 
pose them  possibly  so  lost  to  every  notion 
of  sound  principle  and  loyalty  as  to  have 
2  F 
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recourse  to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  up  an 
agitation  in  the  country.    They  had  been 
beaten  within  a  very  short  period  upon 
two  great  measures,  one  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  complete  change  in  the  elective 
franchise  in  Ireland,  the  other  the  great 
financial  measure  of  the  Session.     After 
these  defeats,  could  they  pretend  to  say, 
that  they  possessed  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  or  that,  having  lost  the  first  item 
of  their  budget,  they   would  be  able  to 
carry  the  second  ?    Would  the  noble  Lord 
propose  his  alteration  of  the  timber  duties 
after  the  distinct  opinion  which  had  been 
given  by  Lord  Sydenham  ?  Did  the  noble 
Lord  pretend  to  imagine,  that  if  he  failed 
in  that,  he  would  succeed  in  the  question 
of  the  corn  laws  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  was  taunted 
because  he  held   out  no  pledge  to  the 
country  of  his  intentions  on  this  subject. 
But  he  had  said  all  that  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  say  -all  that  any  roan  had  a 
right  to  expect  or  reason  to  hope  for.   He 
had  put  the  question  on  most  distinct 
and   intelligible  grounds.    The  Govern- 
ment said,  **  We  advocate  a  fixed  duty." 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  "  I  maintain 
the  principle  of  the  sliding  scale."    As  to 
the  amount  at  which  the  sliding  scale  was 
to  be  set,  the  noble  Secretary  for  foreign 
affair  had  talked  of  the  **  sliding  scale," 
as  **  a  slippery  thing  ;*'  but  did  any  one 
in  that   House  venture  to  say  that  the 
existing  scale  was  the  very  best  that  could 
possibly  be  adopted?     He,  for  one  was 
pledged  always  to  support  the  existing 
system ;  but  he  did  not  hold  the  present 
scale  to  be  a  very  advantageous  one.    He 
had  always  lamented  that  the  Corn-law 
prepared   by  Mr.  Canning  should  have 
been  altered.     He  would  have  most  wil. 
lingly  seen  it  carried  into  effect.  Speaking 
as  the  independent  representative  of  a 
community  engaged  in  shipping,  mercan- 
tile  and  agricultural  pursuits,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  present  scale  by  any  means  the 
moat  desirable  one ;  and  he  would  support 
a  reduction  in  it,  if  brought  forward  by  a 
Government  to  which  he  should  be  ais- 
posed  to  give  his  confidence.    It  was  un- 
fair to  taunt  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
was  too  wise  to  commit  himself    upon 
points  of  detail    But  he  had  fairly  spoken 
out  in  favour  of  the  sliding  scale.     Mr. 
HuakisaoD,  autlior  of  the  exiat&ag  Corn- 
lawa,  made  this  memorable  deqlaratioa— 


*'  So  convinced  am  I  of  the  value  of  the 
shipping  interests,  with  reference  to  the  safety 
of  this  great  empire,  that  in  all  questions  where 
the  interests  of  our  commerce  and  our  shipa 
directly  dash,  I,  for  one  will  always  be  pre* 
pared  to  give  doe  consideration  to  the  shipping 
mterests." 

He  felt  strongly  that  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  called  for  a 
change  in  the  administration  of  public 
affairs.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  had  not  ill  estimated 
the  feelings  of  the  country,  nor  the 
strength,  unanimity,  and  zeal  of  his  sup- 
porters in  that  House,  in  bringing  forward 
the  present  motion.  He  considered,  that 
the  circumstances  of  the  times  required  a 
vote  of  want  of  confidence,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  bring  the  Crown  and 
the  people  of  this  country  more  into  har- 
mony than  they  had  been  since  the  acces- 
sion of  her  present  Majesty,  and  to  rid 
them  effectually  of  one  of  the  worst  and 
weakest  Governments  that  ever  had  held 
the  reins  of  power. 

Sir  Hesketh  Fleetwood  had  to  appeal  to 
the  House  for  a  favourable  hearing  whilst 
he  addressed  them  on  a  question  of  such 
immense  importance  as  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  m  her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  as  he  had  never  troubled  the  House 
with  a  speech  during  the  present  Session, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  feel,  that  aa 
the  representative  of  a  constituency  sa 
important  and  increasing  as  that  of  the 
town  of  Preston,  which  had  been  airaady 
alluded  to  in  the  course  of  the  recent  de- 
bate^ when  he  had  received  letter  after 
ietter»  and  memorial  after  memorial,  cal- 
ling upon  him  to  express  the  feelings  of 
his  constituents,  he  had  some  claim  oU  its 
attention  whilst  he  spoke  on  behalf  of 
a  large,  and  more  especially,  on  behalf  o£ 
a  suffering  constituency.  He  was  glad, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  was  in  his  place,  be 
cause,  identified  as  they  both  were  with 
the  county  of  Lancaster,  they  would  be 
better  able  to  understand  its  true  state. 
And  here  he  must  observe,  that  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Fins* 
bury,  addressed  the  House  the  other 
nighty  and  stated^  that  if  the  right  hon« 
Baronet  brought  forward  belter  measures 
than  those  of  the  present  Govemaseal.  he 
should  have  the  horn  Members  sopport, 
he,  for  one.  Cully  agreed  io  the  htm.  Mem- 
ber'a  views,  and  declared,  thai  he  for  one 
was  perfectiy  wilUng  to  hear  the  ngiM  heo» 
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GeDtleroan*8  mixtures  propoonded,  and  if 
they  were  good,  he  was  as  ready  to  give 
them  his  vote,  as  freely  as  be  had  voted 
on  former  occasions,  not  for  any  particu- 
far  interest  or  party,  but  for  the  general 
benefit  of  the  country.  The  right  bon. 
Baronet  had  introduced  together  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Poor-law  and  the  Corn-law, 
now  every  vote  which  he  had  given  had 
been  against  the  Poor-law,  and  when  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  regretted,  that  the 
Poor-law  had  been  put  aside,  alleging  as 
a  reason,  the  fear  of  a  dissolution :  and 
when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  said,  that 
the  Corn-law  had  been  brought  forward  to 
serve  the  same  end,  he  (Sir  FI.  Fleetwood) 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  state,  that  if  the 
Poor-law  was  disliked,  the  Corn-law  was 
equally  bated*  For  himself,  he  derived 
the  principal  portion  of  his  income  from 
land,  and  yet  he  had  Invariably  supported 
an  alteration  in  the  present  Corn- laws, 
because  he  had  ever  felt,  that  they  were 
imposing  a  tax  to  alter  the  disposition  of 
Providence,  and  that,  with  whatever  good 
feeling  they  bad  been  framed,  they  had 
never  been  carried  out  beneficially,  even 
for  those  for  whose  assistance  they  were 
designed;  and  it  was  a  fortunate  thing  for 
the  unrepresented  portion  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  that  measures  not  founded 
on  correct  principles  could  never  be  car- 
ried out  for  the  benefit  of  the  class  for 
which  they  were  intended,  and  still  less 
tor  the  benefit  of  the  community  at  large. 
He  hoped  that  the  Corn-laws,  and  all  the 
other  measures  propounded  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  fairly  dis- 
cussed, fbr  he  was  convinced,  that  the 
more  every  question  connected  with  the 
well-being  of  the  country  was  debated,  the 
better  would  it  be  understood  by  that 
House  and  the  country.  It  was  the  more 
important  upon  the  present  occasion,  be- 
eause  such  a  crisis  aa  this  had  never  be- 
fore existed  in  this  country.  This  was  the 
only  time  on  which  they  were  to  enter 
upon  the  general  distinction  between  free 
and  restricted  trade.  He  had  oAen  repre- 
seated  to  the  Members  of  the  Government 
the  difiiculty  under  which  Members  who 
supported  them  were  placed  when  they 
went  to  their  constituents.  There  were 
numbers  of  cases  on  questions  between 
the  people  and  the  privileged  classes,  in 
which  the  Government  left  those  by  whom 
they  were  generally  supported,  and  threw 
ihemselves  into  the  hands  of  the  privileged 
classes.    This  was,  perhaps,  the  first  in- 


stance in  which  the  Government  bad 
taken  the  lead  in  measures  that  would 
conduce  to  the  advantage  of  the  general 
body,  as  contradistinguished  from  privi- 
leged and  particular  classes,  and  if  this 
vote  of  want  of  confidence  were  to  be  car- 
ried, surely  it  would  be  telling  every  one 
who  had  not  a  vote  for  Members  of  that 
House,  "  you  see,  that  so  long  aa  the  two 
parties  that  rule  this  country  are  only  se- 
parated among  themselves  so  far  as  not  to 
prevent  particular  classes  from  being  sup- 
ported by  particular  majorities,  all  goes  on 
well ;  but  so  soon  as  either  party  oversteps 
this  recognised  line,  he  is  met  with  a  vote 
of  want  of  confidence.*'  He  thought, 
that  the  present  motion  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet  at  a 
|)eriod  the  most  opportune,  and  he  be* 
lieved,  that  there  could  have  been  no  bet- 
ter means  taken  to  put  the  country  ftiirly 
in  possession  of  the  principles  on  which 
the  Government  had  acted,  than  the 
speeches  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet this  evening,  and  also  upon  the  oc* 
casion  of  the  former  debate  which  had 
taken  place  upon  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  sugar  du- 
ties. The  Government  had  endeavoured 
to  raise  that  amount  which  was  called  for 
to  supply  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue  by 
means  the  most  favourable  to  the  people. 
They  had  sought  to  procure  the  amount 
required  In  such  a  way  as,  that  while  the 
burdens  of  the  people  were  not  increased, 
they  should  at  the  same  time  be  placed  in 
a  better  situation  than  that  in  which  they 
had  hitherto  stood,  and  if  ever  there  was 
a  system  to  which  it  was  unfit  that  such  a 
vote  as  that  now  proposed  should  be  ap- 
plied, it  was  that  which  had  so  recently 
been  advocated  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. He  was  fully  aware  of  the  import- 
ance of  avoiding  all  discussions  upon  the 
Corn-laws  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
because  he  was  aware,  that  the  general 
knowledge  of  that  question,  together  with 
a  full  acquaintance  with  the  principles  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen,  would  in  all  proba- 
bility have  the  effect  of  placing  many 
gentlemen  in  that  House  who  did  not  now 
enjoy  seats  in  it,  in  lieu  of  many  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen;  and  without  reference 
to  the  holding  of  office  by  one  Govern- 
ment or  by  another,  he  thought,  that  it 
would  be  highly  advantageous  to  the 
House,  generally,  that  the  country  should 
liave  an  opportunity  of  showing  the  opin- 
ion which  was  generally  entertained  by 
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those  upon  the  questions  at  present  at 
issue.  This  Parliament  had  already  lasted 
during;  a  period  of  four  years,  and  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  always  supported 
the  principle  of  shorter  Parliaments.  He 
had  never  objected  to  go  to  his  consti- 
tuents, and  he  thought,  that  the  same 
feeling  should  pervade  the  House,  for  if 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  in  that 
Mouse  should  be  considered  as  right,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  they  would  be  again  re- 
turned; but  if  it  should  be  considered  as 
erroneous,  they  would  be  compelled  to 
givo  way  to  others  more  consistent  than 
themselves,  and  the  sooner  that  took  place, 
under  such  circumstances,  the  belter.  The 
present  crisis  was  entirely  diflerent  from 
any  which  had  occurred ;  it  was  one,  whe- 
ther the  new  nrinciple  of  free  trade  which 
WAS  advocateu  should  bo  adopted.  Hon. 
Qentleman  opposite,  with  whom  he  bad 
spoken  upon  this  subject,  had  said  to  him, 
**  Wo  do  not  like  the  present  Government 
•»wo  wish  them  out,  but  while  we  do  so, 
wo  cannot  deny,  that  we  should  be  ready 
to  agree  to  the  measures  which  they  pro- 
pose if  we  were  in  power,  but  we  do  not  put 
oonAdence  in  the  Uovernment."  [Cheers.] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  these  sentiments  ex- 

tressed 9  because  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
ad  never  before  advocated  such  measures, 
and  when  they  cheered  what  he  related  as 
having  been  described  as  their  sentiments, 
they  in  effect  cheered  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  in  themselves  for  having  ne- 
glected to  do  that  which  they  said  ought 
to  have  been  done.  All  they  said  was, 
*'  You  have  introduced  a  measure  which 
we  meant  to  have  introduced;  you  have 
forestalled  us ;  you  have  been  in  office  a 
long  while,  and  have  asked  our  advice 
upon  all  the  measures  which  you  have 
brought  forward,  but  we  never  thought, 
that  without  doing  so,  you  would  take 
that  very  step,  which,  if  we  had  got  into 
office,  we  intended  to  Uke.*'  He  believed, 
that  the  country  would  fully  understand, 
that  this  was  the  line  of  argument  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  he  begged  to  ask, 
if  any  feelings  of  opposition  existed,  what 
right  the  Government  had  to  attempt  to 
come  to  any  conclusion,  until  they  had 
first  consulted  the  opinions  and  feelings  of 
the  country?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  spoken  of  the  eti- 
(|Uetto  which  existed  in  the  House  with 
legard  to  the  conduct  of  Ministers.  Cer« 
laiiily,  after  having  read  in  the  notice  of 
the  mo^' *"  •**"  ^ight  hon.  Baronet,  that 


that  conduct  was  contri^  to  oonstitu* 
tional  principles,  he  had  been  surprised  to 
hear  such  language  held.  The  ri^ht  hoo* 
Baronet  had  opened  his  speech  with  a  line 
of  argument  to  which  he  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  delight«but  be  bad  gone 
beyond  what  be  considered  the  consiitu* 
tional  right  of  the  House  of  Commons* 
He  said — **  I  speak  not  of  Queen,Li0rds9  &od 
Commons,  but  of  the  Parliamentary  usage 
connected  with  majorities  and  minorities 
in  this  House.*'  It  might  be  very  right  to 
have  constitutional  principles  upon  which 
that  Huuse  should  t>e  guided ;  but  if  the 
acts  of  that  House  were  to  be  looked  at  as 
being  paramount  in  showing  the  mode  of 
proceeding  to  be  adopted,  he  might  go 
back  to  tt  time  when  an  ancestor  of  his 
own  was  connected  with  that  Houfte,  wheo 
the  mace  was  taken  from  the  table  of  thai 
House,  and  when  be  heard  statements 
going  so  far  as  those  which  had  been 
made,  he  could  not  but  feel  that  he  heard 
constitutional  doctrines  proposed  which 
were  at  variance  with  what  he  had  con<» 
sidered  to  be  connected  with  the  powers 
uf  that  House.  Upon  one  point  he  might 
he  might  appeal  to  the  House  with  perfect 
confidence  in  his  own  knowledge  of  the 
truth  of  what  he  was  about  to  say.  The 
state  of  trade  in  Preston,  which  place  be 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  was  most 
cramped  and  miserable,  and  he  had  the 
authority  of  a  supporter  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  for  say* 
ing  so,  as  well  as  his  own  knowledge  of  the 
fact,  and  it  was  quite  impossible  that  the 
inhabitants  of  that  place  should  go  on,  so 
as  to  be  able  to  compete  with  foreign 
trade,  unless  something  was  done;  and 
his  regret  was  this,  that  individuals  should 
be  found  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
whose  feelings  in  favour  of  the  well  being 
of  the  country  gave  way  to  the  peculiar 
condition  of  parties,  and  who  sunk  the 
real  interests  of  the  countrvi  to  give  place 
to  the  fights  and  quarrels  of  faction.  With 
regard  to  the  Poor-law,  he  would  make 
one  observation.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  brought 
in  the  Poor-law  Bill,  and  it  had  been  aU 
ways  supported  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamwortb.  An  allusioo 
had  been  made  in  his  presence  to  the 
state  of  the  towns  of  Nottingham  and 
Bradford,  in  the  former  of  which  the 
dysteni  of  out-door  relief  was  not  aeted 
u|)on,  while  in  the  latter,  that  system  had 
been  adopted,     lie  had  aakcd  the  reason 
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of  that  diflTerence,  and  the  answer  was, 
that  in  Bradford  there  had  been  a  riot ;  in 
Nottingham  there  had  been  none ;  and  he 
mentioned  this  in  order  that  the  country 
might  be  aware  of  the  fact,  that  while  one 
Member  of  the  Conservative  ]>arly  sap- 
ported  the  one  system,  another  Member 
might  present  himself  to  his  electors  upon 
the  other,  and  that,  as  an  election  might 
be  shortly  expected  to  occur,  they  might 
be  aware  from  what  causes  results  might 
be  naturally  expected.  He  was  an  agri- 
cnliurist  to  a  large  extent,  in  Lancashire, 
and  he  would  say,  that  if  there  was  any 
alteration  in  the  Corn-laws,  he  would  be 
ready  to  take  his  tenant's  leases  off  their 
hands,  and  take  their  stock  also  at  a  fair 
valuation.  He  was  satisfied  that  his 
farmers  would  produce  him  more  under  a 
different  system  of  commercial  regulation 
than  under  the  present  protective  duties. 

Mr.  Walter  said,  that  as  his  reasons  for 
supporting  the  present  motion  might  par- 
take of  a  character  diiferpnt  from  those  of 
other  Gentlemen,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
briefly  to  address  the  House,  He  had  al- 
ready intimated  that  he  was  not  altogether 
opposed  to  portions  of  the  new  financial 
scheme  of  Ministers,  but  as  he  then  stated 
baving  conversed  with  many  competent 
judges  of  such  matters,  who  were  even 
friendly  to  the  principles  now  assumed  by 
the  Ministry,  he  had  learnt  that  there 
was  no  confidence  in  these  new  fiscal 
projects  of  increasing  the  revenue  by  the 
remission  of  taxation,  no  hopes  of  a  bene- 
ficial result  placed  in  them,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  abrupt  and  hasty  manner 
in  which  they  had  sprung  up.  It  was 
obvious  that  they  had  no  deep  root  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  brought  them  forward, 
they  were  a  series  of  expedients,  not  bona 
fide  and  well-digested  plans,  but,  as  it 
were,  the  mere  promises  of  a  political 
death-bed  repentance.  As  the  sugar 
question  was,  for  the  present  disposed  of, 
he  should  advert  only  to  the  change  pro- 
posed in  the  Corn-laws ;  and  as  all  parties 
regarded  with  respect  the  opinions  of  the 
late  Mr.  Huskisson  on  that  subject,  he 
might  be  allowed  to  present  some  of  those 
opinions  to  the  House.  Mr.  Huskisson 
said,  in  March,  1828 — 

"The  hoD.  Member  for  Somersetshire  pro- 
fessed himself  pleased  with  the  law  of  1815. 
Tie  could  only  say  to  that  hon.  Member,  that  he 
lamented  from  the  bottom  of  his  soul  the  mass 
of  evil  and  misery,  and  destruction  of  capital. 
Which  that  law,  in  the  course  of  its  twelve 


years'  operation,  had  produced ;  and  he  did 
believe  he  could  make  it  distinctly  appear,  if 
the  moment  were  a  proper  one,  that  the  effect 
of  the  bill,  as  far  as  regarded  the  agriculturists 
themselves,  had  been  to  keep  prices  of  pro- 
duce lower  for  those  twelve  years  than  they 
could  have  been,  even  if  the  trade  in  corn  had 
been  free." 

Mr.  Huskisson  he  believed,  had  never 
regarded  the  present  arrangement  as  a 
final  measure.  There  was  another  au- 
thority also,  which  showed  very  justly 
from  what  cause  much  of  the  evil  of  which 
agriculturists  complained  originally  sprung. 
Lord  Liverpool  said,  in  May,  1820— 

**  The  misfortune  of  the  agriculturists  was, 
not  that  too  little,  but  that  too  much  waste 
land  had  been  cultivated — a  misfortune  (be  it 
observed  he  called  it  a  misfortune)  which  had 
arisen  out  of  the  high  price  of  corn  during  the 
war.  He  positively  knew  that  this  was  the 
source  of  tiie  mischief,  and  that  it  had  led  to 
the  breaking  up  of  several  waste  lands, 
which  had  previously  been  used  at  a  small 
price  for  several  useful  purposes.  More 
than  one  half  of  the  individuals  who  had  given 
their  attention  to  this  subject  were  of  opinion^ 
that  if  the  capital  which  had  been  expended 
on  the  new  land  had  been  expended  upon  the 
old,  it  would  have  produced  a  much  greater 
advantage  to  the  community  at  large.  lie 
himself  thought  that  if  they  were  to  proceed  to 
cultivate  more  waste  land,  they  would  double, 
treble,  quadruple,  nay,  quintuple  all  the  present 
agricultural  distress. ' 

It  was  not,  therefore,  on  account  of  the 
corn  proposition  of  the  Ministers  that  he 
voted  in  the  manner  he  should  do,  but  on 
account  of  a  general  want  of  confidence  ia 
them,  and  a  perfect  conviction  which  he 
felt  that  they  were  not  in  earnest,  but 
merely  making  a  dying  struggle  to  retain 
their  power.  Indeed,  if  they  had  been  in 
earnest,  why  had  they  reserved  important 
measures  like  these  to  the  present  crisis  X 
Various  acts  of  theirs  had  been  assigned 
for  their  loss  of  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  The  half-abortive  infliction  of  the 
rural  police  was  one  just  cause;  and  he 
might  add  their  improper,  but  too  success- 
ful attempt,  to  extend  the  privileges  of  that 
House  unconstitutionally.  He  had  been  sent 
to  that  House  almost  expressly  by  a  very  ini« 
portent  constituency,  not  merely  by  Con- 
servatives and  Chartists,  but  by  many 
consistent  Whigs  also,  to  reprehend  their 
course,  and,  if  possible,  to  make  them 
retread  their  steps,  with  respect  to  another 
justly  odious  and  unconstitutional  mea- 
sure. The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  had  stated,  that  he  did  not 
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mean  now  to  pursue  his  New  Poor-law ; 
while,  at  the  same  time,  be  intimated,  that 
if  he  had  the  power  he  would  renew  it. 
Hence  he  (Mr.  Walter)  should  labour  to 
prevent  the  noble  Lord  from  retaining  the 
power  which  he  would  so  noxiously  em- 
ploy. He  would  oppose  the  measure  in  any 
hands,  still  more  in  those  of  the  authors  of 
the  bill.  He  was  prevented  from,  going 
into  detail  on  this  measure,  by  the  coutrse 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  pursued  ;  but 
still,  as  his  (Mr.  Walter's)  want  of  confi- 
dence mainW  proceeded  from  that  mea- 
snre,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  to  justify  such  feelings,  and  the 
vote  whkh  he  should  in  consequence 
give.  That  he  should  doubt  the  profes- 
sions of  the  authors  of  the  bill,  would  ap- 
pear to  be  very  natural  when  he  showed 
how  grievously  they  had  swerved  from 
previous  assurances  given  with  respect  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  would  enforce 
if.  <«  It  would  be  absurd,*'  said  Lord  Al- 
thorp,  *'  to  suppose  that  the  bill  meant  to 
sanction  a  general  system  of  workhouses/' 
They  had  erected  about  700  workhouses ; 
and  he  had  seen  one  in  a  half- finished 
state  at  Nottingham,  built  to  contain 
1,500  persons.  Lord  Althorp  added, 
••That  if  the  bill  were  t6  say,  that  now,  or 
at  any  future  time,  relief  should  not  be 
given  out  of  the  workhouse,  it  would  go  a 
great  deal  too  far,  and  would  be  attended 
with  bad  consequences."  The  Whig 
Chancellor  of  the  day  also  asserted,  that 
**  No  one  ever  entertained  the  intentbn, 
or  even  a  dream  or  imagination^  of  sepa- 
rating husband  from  wife,  or  parent  from 
child."  There  had  not,  indeed,  with  re- 
spect to  this  bill,  been  one  single  promise 
or  profession  made  by  the  C^vernment, 
which  they  had  not  violated.  How,  then, 
could  any  rational  man  believe  their  pre- 
sent professions  ?  Even  if  that  were  the 
fit  occastdki,  it  would  be  difficult  to  say 
anything  new  on  the  subject  of  the  Poor 
Bill,  except  the  fact  of  its  unmitigated 
-odiottsness ;  and  if  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
people,  as  no  doubt  it  was,  to  submit  to 
any  law,  so  long  as  it  was  law,  however 
revolting  might  be  its  provisions,  it  was 
certainly  not  the  policy  of  any  Legislature 
to  put  that  duty  to  so  severe  a  test  and 
proof  as  it  was  now  doing,  by  setting 
the  feelings  of  nature  and  humanity  in 
opposition  to  the  principle  of  legal  sub- 
mission. A  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
whose  speech  in  that  House  would  not 
soon  be  forgotteoi  had  charged  the  Mem- 


bers of  the  present  Adminislratioii  with 
setting  numbers  to  wage  war  against  pro- 
perty. What  did  the  Poor-law  do  ?  It, 
in  fact,  did  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
spoke  of  the  other  night  as  so  learful  a 
mischief.  It  set  the  lower  orders—  it  set 
numbers  at  war  against  property.  But 
let  it  be  recollected  who  it  was  that  had 
struck  the  first  blow  ;  not  numbers ;  they 
wei'e  resting  quietly  in  their  position. 
Property  gave  the  stroke  to  crush  oumbein 
lower  and  lower.  Let  property  beware  of 
the  second  blow ;  it  would  come  from  the 
other  party ;  and  let  it  be  remembered, 
that  it  was  the  second  blow  that  made  the 
battle.  But  if  the  New  Poor-law  was  a 
good  measure-^if  it  were  consistent  with 
the  general  principles  of  a  free  Govern- 
ment— if  it  bad  communicated  peace  and 
comfort  to  the  population  of  the  couniry, 
then,  he  said»  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  deserved  thanks  and 
admiration  for  his  internal  policy.  The 
country  was  more  obliged  to  him  tlian  to 
any  man  in  public  life.  His  supporters 
might  well  consider  all  opposition  to  so 
great  a  Minister  as  factious.  He,  how* 
ever,  who  certainly  had  gained  nothing  by 
his  opinions,  but,  on  the  contrary^  had 
made  great  sacrifices  by  supporting  them, 
thought  that  this  measure  was  the  reverse 
of  all  that  he  had  thus  stated  hypothetic^ 
ally,  that  it  was  tyrannical,  cruel«  ainl 
unconstitutional ;  and,  therefore  the  no- 
ble Lord  had  his  decided  opposition. 
There  was  now  a  general  belief  in  the 
necessity  of  a  new  Administration.  He 
certainly  felt  the  conviction  that  the  pre- 
sent was  totally  incompetent  to  manage 
the  affairs  of  the  countf^.  Penwnally,  he 
cared  not  who  might  be  their  successors : 
but»  be  they  who  they  might,  they  might 
rest  assured,  that  if  they  upheld  the  pre- 
sent Poor-taw,  they  would  commence 
their  Administration  under  that  public 
feeling,  with  which  the  present  Ministers 
would  close  theirs,  namely,  with  being 
odious  to  the  country.  Before  he  sat 
down,  he  would  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
subject  of  the  proposition  made  two  nights 
ago  to  address  the  Crown  in  favour  of  car* 
tain  political  offenders.  That  proposition 
had  been  this  night  again  animadverted 
upon.  He  trusted,  that  he  should  always 
be  as  anxious  to  maintain  the  prerogatives 
of  the  Crown  as  the  just  rights  of  the  peo- 
ple. He  would  not  detain  the  House  by 
a  justification  of  his  own  vote  on  that  occa* 
sion,  but  he  would  just  mention,  that  a  pro« 
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position  of  a  similar  nature,  made  a  few 
years  ago  for  the  remission  of  the  sen- 
tence oti  Mr.  Hunt,  was  supported  by 
Lord  Dunoannon,  Lord  Brougham,  Lord 
Bbrtngton,  Dr.  Lushingtoo,  Mr.  Maule, 
Lord  Norma  nby.  Lord  Stanley,  the  Mar- 
quesses of  TsTistock  and  Titchfieid,  Sir 
Francis  Bardett,  and  by  the  present 
Chief  Juatice  of  the  Queen's  Benoli,  laord 
Desman. 

Mr.  Mocaniay  foU  called  upon,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  support  which  he 
had  just  reoeifed*  to  bis  motion  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
who  stated  that  he  should  vote  for  it,  not 
on  allegations  prefiously  stated  on  the 
opposite  side,  but  oo  grounds  completely 
contradictory  to  any  arhich  had  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that  the  principles  oo 
which  he  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
motion,  and  to  withhold  his  confidence 
from  the  Govemmenii  rested,  in  the  first 
iostanoe,  on  the  Government's  sujpport  of 
the  qoestion  of  privilege  last  year,  and  in 
delbnce  of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
dietiflgiiiihed  himself  more  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  House ;  and,  secondly,  on 
their  introducing  and  continuing  the  New 
Poor-law  Bill,  of  which  measure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  much  to  his  honour,  was  a 
mort  stroag  and  aealous  supporter.  He 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  dwelling  on 
these  discrepancies,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
following  and  answering  some  particular 
parts  of  tlie  right  hon.  Barooet's  speech, 
to  which  hitherto  no  aUusipn  had  been 
nftade  by  boa.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of 
the  House.  He  would  endeavour  to  com- 
press what  he  had  to  say  Into  as  narrow 
limits  as  possible.  He  must,  then,  at 
once  express  some  little  surprise  at  the 
form  of  the  present  motion.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  bad  chosen  to  assert  the 
principle  thai  the  present  Government  had 
not  the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, there  might  be  some  argument  for 
4ms  motion ;  but  then  he  did  not  adduce 
an  argument  for  the  great  constitutional 
question  which  was  lying  behind  the  first 
assertion  in  his  resolution.  As  far  as  be 
had  observed,  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;,  it  appeared  to  him  tlmt  he 
was  generally  against  the  assertion  of  any 
genial  principle  which  applied  not  only 
to  any  particular  question,  but  to  any 
•other  case  that  might  arise.  But  in  this 
reaoliitkNi«*-tbis  judicial  resolation"»>he  de- 


parted from    his    usual    course,  for  he 
thought  fit  to  lay  down  a  general  principle 
as  to  what  was  in  conformity  with  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution.     He  believed, 
that  it  was  no  light  matter  for  that  House 
to  pledge  itself  on  its  journals  that  one  or 
the  other  course  was  in  conformity  with 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution.    It  was  a 
serious  matter  for  that  House  to  come  to 
any  such  resolution  ;  for  if  any  particular 
men  acted  upon  the  spirit  of  it  the  greatest 
inconvenience  mig^t  ensue.     He  said  this 
with  confidence;  for^  if  in  any  pressing 
emergency,  or    under    circumstances  of 
difficulty,  tlie  spirit  of  the  constitution 
was  violated  and  departed  from  by  any 
public  men,  and  if  the  House  felt  justified 
in  saneliontng  the  proceeding,  then  they 
must  determine  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  as  contained  in  the  resolution,  was 
null  and  void*    If,  therefore,  the  House 
agreed   to  a  resolution  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  present  Ad- 
ministration did  not  possess  nor  deserve, 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  should  be  instantly 
removed,  he  could  understand  and  appre* 
ciate  the  course  of  proceeding;  but  then 
the  House  would  not  fall  into  the  error 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  done,  in 
laying  down   what  he    believed    to    be 
nothing  more   nor  less  than  a  political 
dogma.    The  truth  was,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  mixed   op  the  major 
part  of  his  proposition   with  the  minor. 
The  major  part  of  the   proposition  was. 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  suffi- 
cieotly    possess   the   confidence  of   the 
House  ol  Commons  to  enable  them  to 
carry  through  the  House  measures  which 
they  deem  of  essential  importance  to  the 
public  welfare,  and  the  minor  portion  of 
the  proposition  was,  that  their  continuance 
in  oBice,  under  such  circumstances,  was 
at  variance  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion.    On  the  latter  point,  he  would  join 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he 
thought  that  he  had  good  and  conclusive 
ground  fur  asserting  that  the  House  should 
not  agree  to  this  part  of  the  resolution. 
But,  first  of  all,  with  respect  to  the  decla- 
ratory part.      He  thought  that  it  was 
in  the  highest  degree  against  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution  to  sanctioo  such  a  pro- 
position.   He  could  readily  believe  a  state 
of  things  when  such  conduct  as  was  im- 
pugned in  this  resolution  was  inevitat)le-— 
when  a  state  of  things  might  arise  firom 
which  there  was  oo  other  possibility  of 
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escape'— when  a  state  of   things  migbi 
occur  in  the  country  which  rendered  the 
proceeding    necessary — and    he  believed 
that  almost  at  the  present  moment  there 
was  such  a  state  of  things  in  this  country 
as  to  render  any  other  course,  if  not  im- 
possible*  a  matter  of  the  greatest  difficulty. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposition  might  be  met  with  a 
reductio  ad  absurdum.     The  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  contend- 
ed, must,  in  certain  states  of  parties,  be 
violated    b^  all   governments.    Take    a 
plain  and  simple  deduction  from  what  had 
occurred,  and  was  likely  to  occur  again. 
There  were  658  Members  of  that  House. 
What  security  was  there  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  country  against  their  bringing 
forward    propositions   which    the    House 
would  not  support  by  a  large  majority  ? 
•For  instance,  on  any  question,  there  might 
be  320  strong  and  zealous  Tories  or  Con- 
servatives on  the  one  side,  and  320  strong 
and  zealous  Reformers,  or  supporters  of 
the  present  Government  on  the  other — 
and  suppose,  also,  that  there  were  seven- 
teen or  eighteen  Gentlemen  who  objected 
to  the  strong  opinions  of  either  party,  and 
were  adverse  to  adopt  either  of  the  ex- 
treme opinions  that  might  be  proposed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  in  what  man- 
ner would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  secure 
a  majority  ?    And  under  such  a  state  of 
things,  if  this  resolution  was  to  be  adopt- 
ed and  acted  upon  by  the  House,  how 
would    the   Government  be   carried  on? 
Was  this,  he  would  ask,  an  impossible, 
nay,  an  improbable  state  of  things  ?   Take 
in  the  present  Parliament  the  question  of 
the  Irish  registration  of  voters.     This  was 
a  question  of  the  greatest  importance,  and 
involved  the  most  momentous  considera- 
tions.     Whatever  difierences  of  opinion 
were  involved  on  the  subject,  both  sides, 
he  was  sure,  would  as  once  admit,  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance,  as 
it  was  a  question,  which,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent,  involved   the    constitution    of  that 
House,  and  on  the  principle  on  which  it 
was  determined  depended  the  return  of 
nearly  one  sixth  of  the  Members  of  that 
House.    The  House  was  divided  into  two 
great  parties  on  this  subject,  and  they  very 
nearly  balanced  each  other.      The  one 
party  had  at  its  head  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  the  other 
•upported  the  views  of  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters on  this  subject.    The  opinion  also 
•Qtertained  by  the  opposite  parties  as  to 


the  measures  of  their  opponents  was  tlronf 
in  the  extreme.     The  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  entertained  the  opinion,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  respect  to  the  Irish  coostita- 
ency,  would  be  swamping  the  present  bomd 
fide  constituency  in  that  country,  and  that 
the  addition  proposed  to  it  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  an  approach  to  the  adoption  of 
universal  suffrage.     On  the  other  hand, 
many  Members  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  regardeid  the  measares 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  thb  subject  as  little 
better  than  proposals  for  the  general  dia- 
franchisement,  and  for  almost  the  annihi- 
lation of  the  body  of  voters  in  Ireland 
which  exbted  at  the  present  moment.  The 
difference  of  opinion  was  here  fondamen- 
tal  and  undeniable.    Between  these  two 
great  parties,  however,  there  was  a  small 
body  of  Members  who  entertained  th, 
extreme  opinions  of  neither;  this  body 
although  small  in  numbers,  was  most  re- 
spectable for  its  talents,  but  by  their  votes 
and  influence  were  enabled  to  prevent  ei- 
ther party  succeeding  in  its    aaeasores. 
What  were  the  circumstances  that  had 
arisen  during  the  contests  on  this  sttbject  ? 
Last  year  the  noble  Lord  proposed  his  bill, 
and  it  was  opposed,  but  opposed  in  vain, 
by  the  Government.      He  succeeded  in 
getting  it  into  committee,  but  when  there, 
almost  on  the  first  division,  the  noble  Lord 
was  defeated  in  a  clause  which  he  consi 
dered  a  most  essential  part  of  his   bill' 
The  noble  l^rd  was  defeated  on  a  part  of 
his  bill,  which  he  considered  the  great 
blemigh  of  it,  and  it  was  clear  to  his  mind, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not  abandoned 
it,  he  would  have  had  no  chance  of  carry- 
ing it  during  the  present  year;  the  plan  of 
the  Government  had  been  entertained  by 
the  House  on  its  second  reading,  bat  on 
going  into  committee,  it  was  defeated  on 
one  of  its  essential  principles,  and  was, 
therefore,  abandoned,  and  thus  the  matter 
at  present  stood,  and  neither  party  could 
succeed  in  carrying  its  measures.    Might 
not  similar  difficulties  and  the  same  pio* 
ceeding  arise  on  other  questions  of  importp 
ance,  and  above  all  on  those  of  a  6seal 
character  ?  for  what  Bnance  question  conld 
be  proposed  which  did  not  affect  some  in* 
terest  or  other,  and  which,  if  proposed, 
would  not  for  the  time  throw  that  partica- 
lar  interest  so  affected.  Into  opposition  I 
in  such  a  case,  when  the  adverse  parties 
in  the  House  were  nearly  dividea,  any 
Minister  might    be    enbarrasaad    aad 
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thwarted  in  his  views.  He  did  not  hesi* 
late  to  assert,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net bad  been  in  office,  and  the  House  had 
been  constitnted  and  divided  as  the  pre- 
sent was,  and  he  had  brought  in  a  Budget 
and  without  attempting  to  guess  what  his 
plan  might  be — he  would  have  had  to  en- 
counter difficulties  as  great  as  those  the 
present  Government  had  had  to  contend 
with.  The  question,  then,  resolved  itself 
into  this — whether,  in  a  very  nearly  ba- 
lanced House  of  Commons,  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  be  abandoned,  or  whether  they 
should  have  no  Government  at  all.  There 
was  no  provision  in  the  constitution  to  pre- 
vent the  electors  returning  329  Members 
on  each  side.  The  decision  of  this  matter 
rested  with  the  constituency,  and  the 
Honse  could  not  have  any  influence  in  the 
result.  He  therefore  contended,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  course  in  declaring 
that  this  state  of  things  was  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  involved  the  pro- 
position, that  in  certain  states  of  things  in 
this  country,  we  must  inevitably  be  left 
without  a  Government.  These  were  the 
grounds,  why,  on  general  reasons,  he  cha- 
racterised the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  contradictory  and  imprac- 
ticable. Then,  again,  he  felt,  that  in  the 
position  which  he  had  taken,  he  was  forti- 
fied by  the  proceedings  in  the  best  time  of 
our  history,  and  by  the  doctrines  laid  down 
by  the  best  authorities  on  constitutional 
matters.  It  was  the  first  duty  of  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown  to  administer  the 
existing  law.  if  the  House  of  Commons 
did  not  place  sufficient  confidence  in  the 
Government  for  this  purpose,  it  might  ex- 
press its  opinion,  either  indirectly  by  the 
rejection  of  all  the  propositions  of  the  Ad- 
mmistration,  or  directly,  as  was  the  case 
in  the  instance  alluded  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  Sir  Robert  Walpole.  The 
proceedings  in  either  case  sufficiently 
marked  the  want  of  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  Government. 
Under  such  circumstances,  there  was  only 
the  one  or  other  constitutional  course  to 
pursue — namely,either  to  retire  from  office, 
or  to  dissolve  the  Parliament.  He  denied, 
however,  that  it  could  be  called  a  want  of 
confidence,  if  the  House  withheld  its  as- 
sent from  any  new  legislative  measure,  or 
refused  to  sanction  the  alteration  of  an  old 
law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the 
course  of  bis  speech,  alluded  to  several 
ereata    that   bad    occurred   since    the 


accession  of  the  House  of  Hanover 
to  the  throne  of  this  country,  and 
had  stated,  that  all  the  instances  justified 
the  course  he  had  then  taken.  He,  how- 
ever,  must  take  the  liberty  of  referring  to 
some  instances  which  would  cot  have  met 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  What 
had  been  the  conduct  of  previous  Govern- 
ments on  the  rejection  of  new  measures 
propounded  by  themselves,  and  which  had 
been  rejected  by  Parliament  ?  In  the  first 
instance,  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  forget 
the  conduct  pursued  by  Lord  Sunderland 
and  Lord  Stanhope  on  the  Peerage  Bill  ? 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord, 
the  descendant  of  Lord  Stanhope,  was  pre- 
sent ;  but  he  knew  that  his  noble  Friend 
was,  on  all  occasions  ready  and  prepared 
to  defend  his  illustrious  ancestor,  and  he 
would  appeal  to  him,  in  perfect  confi- 
dence,  as  to  the  conduct  of  that  distin- 
guished statesman,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  referred.  Had  any  measure 
more  important  ever  been  brought  before 
Parliament  than  that  during  the  govern- 
ment of  Lords  Sunderland  and  Stanhope, 
with  respect  to  the  peerage  ?  The  propo- 
sition was,  to  confine  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  to  the  then  number  of  peers, 
and  to  allow  only  an  addition  of  six  more 
to  the  number.  That  measure  was  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House,  after  a  re- 
commendation from  the  Throne;  and 
although  it  met  with  the  general  appro- 
bation of  the  other  House,  it  was  al- 
most unanimously  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  Did  Lord  Stanhope  then 
resign?  Did  any  one  in  opposition  to 
the  Government,  call  upon  him  to  resign? 
He  was  sure,  if  any  such  demand  had 
been  made,  that  the  answer  of  either  Lord 
Stanhope,  or  Lord  Sunderland  would  have 
been — "  What,  give  up  the  seals  of  office 
at  the  present  time,  and  let  the  Jacobites 
in  "?  He  was  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not,  for  a  moment,  imagine 
that  he  intended  any  oflPensive  allusion. 
The  reply,  then,  of  those  great  statesmen 
would  have  been,  "  What  I  in  such  a  mo- 
ment abandon  our  offices,  and  let  men 
into  power  whom  we  believe  to  be  con- 
cealed traitors?*' — of  men,  whose  first 
proceeding  would  probably  be  to  repeal 
the  Toleration  Act,  and  revive  the  bill 
against  Occasional  Conformity,  and  who 
would  render  every  aid  in  their  power  in 
support  of  the  Pretender  ?  Neither  Lords 
Stanhope  nor  Sunderland  gave  way,  and 
resigned  iu  consequence  of  the  rejection 
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of  Ihe  Peerage  Billi  and  he  thought  that 
Iboy  were  perfectly  right,  and  were  jus* 
lifted  in  the  courie  which  they  took. 
Again^  Mr.  Pitt  followed  a  nearly  similar 
eourae  in  1786.  This  case  wai  rather 
ilronger  than  the  former,  for^  in  coose-* 
qiaetice  of  the  iofluence  of  the  then  Duke 
of  Riohmond  with  the  Gorerntnent,  Mr. 
Pittf  at  Minister,  was  induced  to  bring 
forward  a  );>ropesition  for  the  general  for* 
lifittation  of  the  coasl8«  This  was  shortly 
after  the  American  war,  during  which  our 
coasts  had  been  threatened,  and  strong 
feaM  were  entertained  of  landings  and 
inTalioni,  and  the  feelings  which  had  been 
excited  during  the  war  had  not  had  full 
time  to  sobsKle.  The  resolution  of  Mr. 
Pitt  was, 

'*  That  It  appe&rs  to  this  House,  that  to 
Mrovide  efltottaRy  for  securiog  hif  Majesty's 
dodiyardi  at  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth  by  a 
perroaavBt  system  of  fortification,  fouaded  on 
the  most  ecooomical  prinetplei,  and  requiring 
the  smallest  number  of  troops  possible  to  an- 
swer the  purpose  of  such  security,  is  an  es- 
sential object  for  the  safety  of  the  state  inti- 
mately cobnected  with  the  general  defence 
of  the  kingdom,  and  necessary  for  enabling 
the  fleet  to  act  with  fall  vigour  and  effect 
for  ihe  proteotion  of  commerce,  the  support 
of  our  distant  possessions^  and  ihe  prosecu- 
tion of  offensive  operations  in  any  war  in 
which  the  nation  may  hereafter  be  engaged." 

On  Ibe  division  Mr.  Pitc  was  beaten^ 
and  immediately  after  the  vote»  he  stated 
Uiat  he  look  it  as  the  deoision  of  the 
Hoase  on  the  subject,  but  he  did  not 
tender  bis  resignation.  Did  ant  of  the 
eminent  men  then  opposed  to  him  call 
upon  bim  to  leaign^  or  propose  a  resole- 
tion  eimilar  to  the  present,  because  he 
bad  not  sufBcienily  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  enable  him  to  carry 
through  the  House  a  measure  which  be 
lertted  in  his  motion,  an  essential  object 
for  the  safety  of  the  atate  ?  Did  either 
Mrk  Buike,  Mr.  FoK,  or  Mr.  Wiadham 
oomplain  of  the  conduct  of  the  Govern*- 
nenl  ?  No ;  for  if  they  had«  what  would 
kave  been  Mr.  Pitt's  answer  ?  He  Would 
bafe  saidi  it  was  tme  that  he  had  brongbt 
forward  a  very  important  meaanrov  which 
he  could  not  induce  the  Houle  to  aiinc- 
lioni  but  he  did  not  conceive  hinmelf 
ceiled  upon  to  retire  from  office  on  that 

Eund.  He  would  have  aaidi  it  waa  for 
\  to  consider  whether  those  who  were 
Ukely  to  coeie  after^  or  succeed  him,  were 
more  likely  to  have  the  confidence  of  tbe 
Houaft  in  the  adninistfation  of  tbe  exiat* 


ing  law  than  himself.  He  would  have 
asked  himself^  were  they  more  able 
than  himself  to  carry  useful  measures? 
The  result  would  have  been,  that  be  would 
have  replied  that,  on  general  -  principles, 
as  the  administrator  of  tlie  law  aa  It  stood* 
he  had  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commona.  He  asked  if,  bec^ause  the 
House  threw  out  new  measures,  not  ea* 
sential  for  the  existing  law,  a  minister  of 
the  Crown  introducing,  them  was  bound 
to  resign?  He  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  a  Member  of  the  Go« 
vernmeni  when  the  property-tax  was  re* 
jected.  On  that  occasion,  did  either  Mr. 
Ponsonby*  Mr.  Whiibread,  or  any  other 
leader  olT  tbe  opposition  call  upon  ihe 
Government  to  reaign?  Looking  to  the 
amount  of  the  tax,  that  was  a  matter  of 
more  importance  than  the  recent  propoaal 
of  the  Government,  but  no  one  made  any 
suggestion  of  the  kind.  If  any  one  had| 
the  answer  of  Lord  Caatleraagh  would  have 
been,  that  he  believed  that  Ine  House  had 
more  general  confidence  in  the  then  Go* 
vernment,  than  they  were  likely  to  have 
in  the  oppoaition  if  called  upon  to  take 
office»  and  therefore  that  the  Govern* 
ment  were  determined  not  to  resign.  He 
considered  that  this  would  have  been  a 
good  and  sound  reason  for  refusing  le 
resign.  All  these  cases,  however,  were 
anterior  to  ihe  Reform  Bill.  Now  thooe 
who  recollected  the  discussions  in  that 
House  on  4faat  great  measure,  must  re- 
member that  it  was  stated  repeatedly  by 
almost  all  who  took  pait  in  tbe  debate, 
that  for  the  future  a  Government  couM 
not  depend  on  a  lai^  body  of  thorough* 
going  supporters,  iMt  that  a  very  strong 
Government  would  have  to  contend  wilk 
obatacles  they  had  not  formerly  to  en- 
oounter.  It  should  be  recollected  aleo  that 
in  case  of  the  defeat  of  a  GovcnMsent  under 
the  old  syatem,  the  majority  was  not  made 
up  by  parties  who  had  itd  them,  who 
were  Members  for  small  boroughs,  but  the 
represeotativea  of  counties  or  large  con- 
stituenciea.  If  you  were  to  examine  Mr. 
Pitt*a  defeaU,  you  would  find  that  they 
were  not  occuioned  by  the  anall  borougmi 
but  by  the  flinebiag  to  deckle  of  tbe  more 
open  and  liberal  boroughs.  If,  before  tbe 
Reform  Bill,  the  aaoat  powerful  Ministry 
waa  expoaed  to  have  aseaaurea  whidi  it 
deemed  of  Importance  defeated,  that  traa 
still  more  probable  afWr  that  bill.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  founded  bia  case  as  lo 
constitutiooal  law  upon  tbe  tdceljr^balanned 
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state  of  the  House  of  Commons  which  had 
been  produced  by  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  find,  thaii  were 
he  to  come  into  office,  but  rery  few  ihonthi 
would  elapse  ere,  by  the  operation  of  the 
same  principle^  ht  himself  would  be  very 
unpleasantly  reminded  of  this  sAme  con- 
stitutiobal  law.  For  himself,  he  did  not 
hold  that  any  Qofernmebt  was  bound  to 
resign,  because  it  could  not  carry  legisla^ 
'tive  changes,  except  in  particular  cases, 
where  they  were  impressed  with  the  con* 
victton  that,  without  such  and  such  a  law, 
ihey  could  not  carry  on  the  public  ser* 
tice ;  and  then  this  was  a  case  which  did 
not  depend  upon,  whether  the  hindrance 
arose  from  Kingt  Lords,  or  Commons. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  on  both  Sides  of 
the  Houde,  Gentlemen  would  f*el  that 
there  were  many  ways  Iti  which  it  might 
be  ascertained  whether  the  House  did  or 
did  not  repose  confidence  in  a  Ministry, 
without  putting  on  the  records  of  the 
House  so  itUad vised  and  unsound  a  reso- 
lution as  this,  declaring  that  such  and  such 
were  the  principles  of  the  ciHi8titHtioti% 
He  had  hitherto  confined  himself  ttisinly 
to  the  oonstitutioQal  question  rilsed,  but 
he  had  no  sort  of  desire  to  Ainch  from  any 
part  of  the  question.  He  was  clearly  6f 
opinion  that  up  to  this  time,  the  Ministry 
had  been  quite  justified  in  pursuing  the 
course  which  they  had  adopted ;  and  he 
consider^di  that  as  a  Ministry,  they  had 
the  confidence  of  the  majority  of  thst 
House.  There  were  many  vexatious  cir^ 
cumstances  through  which  they  had  had 
to  make  way :  there  were  matiy  dictates 
of  duty  which  they  had  had  to  obey^  which, 
had  they  been  otherwise  than  dictates  of 
dutj,  might  probably  have  been  deemed  hu- 
miliating ;  but,  under  all  the  oircumstances, 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  tayiHg^  that 
up  to  this  time  the  Minittry  had  adminis- 
tered the  affairs  of  the  country  with  latis- 
faction  to  thd  people  in  general,  and  with 
honour  to  themselves.  Only  a  year  ago, 
the  House  expressly  declared  that  it  was 
not  dissatisfied  with  the  Ministry;  and 
since  that  period^  many  things  hatl  oc- 
curred which  had  been  carried  on  without 
eliciting  any  declaration  of  dissatisfaction 
on  the  part  of  the  House.  He  would  ask 
whether  the  foreign  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  b^  the  present  ministryi  called  for 
the  dissatisfaction  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
country*  He  would  ask  whether  England 
— had  the  present  Ministry  had  to  support 
its  operationsi  %  majority  equal  to  that  of 


the  administration  under  Lord  Grey  ? — he 
would  ask,  whether  England  could  hold 
higher  language,  or  assume  a  nobler  part 
than  she  had  don«  under  the  condect  of 
the  present  Ministry  f  Were  the  present 
Ministry  to  leave  the  helm  of  office  to- 
morrow, they  would  leave  Englatid  as 
proud  and  justly  prominent  as  ever  ii)  h<ir 
political  position  among  nations,  and  the 
nonour  of  her  arms  unlarntshed*  Again, 
in  reference  to  domestic  Goveninient, 
within  a  very  short  period  buck,  the  most 
alarming  symptoms  had  displayed  them- 
selves, most  threatening  to  domestic  tran- 
quility. Yet  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department^  Without  the 
slightest  interference  with  private  rights, 
without  any  gagpng  bills,  Without  arty 
silspenston  of  the  k^beoB  corpus^  without 
injuring  any  of  the  valual^le  seouritiee  of 
the  people,  with  no  other  means  than 
those  of  the  most  strifttly  oonstttutHmal 
character,  had  inanaged  to  allay  th^  dtl- 
tUrbancDs  which  arose,  and  restored  the 
aountry  to  its  accustomed  tranquilityi  As 
to  the  Government  of  Ireland  by  the  pre*- 
sent  Ministry,  he  Was  able  to  appeal  t6  the 
distinct  vote  of  confidence  accorded  by 
the  House  two  years  ago,  in  favour  of  thfe 
policy  of  their  system — a  policy  which  bad 
been  strictly  adhered  to  up  to  the  present 
period.  And  as  to  the  stfeite  of  the  case 
now,  a  crisis  had  confessedly  arrived  in 
which  we  were  under  the  necessity  of  pro*> 
viding  for  a  considerable  defieiency-«a 
deficiency  occasioned  not  by  any  act 
which  called  for  a  withdrawal  of  confi- 
dence on  the  part  of  the  House,  but  partly 
by  circumstances  which  rendered  outlay 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
dignity  and  security  of  this  country,  and 
partly  by  the  remission  of  taxation,  called 
for  by  a  large  body  of  the  people,  and  b/ 
men  on  nil  sides— a  remission  receiving 
the  support,  among  others,  of  many  Gen«^ 
tlemen  whom  he  expected  to  find  voting 
against  Ministers  on  the  prosent  oocasioa. 
In  connection  with  the  political  difficuUlea 
which  had  arisen  came  a  great  oommorcial 
crisis,  and  both  of  these  difficult  questions 
it  became  the  duty  of  the  present  Ministry 
to  consider*  It  became  a  qttestioa  whether 
they  were  to  supply  deficiencies  in  a  way 
which  should  relievo  the  peoploi  or  in  a 
way  which  should  add  to  their  burdons. 
They  chose  the  former  plan.  For  hiraself» 
he  had  never  expected  that  the  whole  of 
the  new  financial  plan  would  be  carriedi 
but  he  certainly  had  oxpocted  that  tko 
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sugar  and  timber  monopolies  would  be 
thrown  aside,  and  that  the  corn  monopoly 
would  be  placed  in  a  more  favourable  po- 
sition than  before.  The  plan,  however, 
bad  failed;  but  in  his  opinion,  upon  the 
great  principles  announced  in  the  pro- 
posed resolution  of  his  noble  Friend,  upon 
that  great  principle  the  Ministry,  in  his 
opinion,  ought  to  stand  or  fall.  And 
in  this  opinion,  considering  how  grave 
was  the  importance  of  the  question,  con- 
sidering how  strong  the  feeling  was 
throughout  the  country — considering  the 
support  which  they  might  fairly  except  to 
derive  from  those  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion— considering  how  completely  the 
ground  of  those  who  opposed  Ministers  in 
the  late  debate  had  sunk  under  them — 
considering  the  general  contempt  and  dis- 
regard in  which  were  held  the  proceedings 
of  those  who  opposed  Ministers  on  the 
mock  grounds  of  humanity.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  seemed 
dissatisfied  at  the  remark,  but  the  anti- 
slavery  societies  throughout  England  had, 
with  well-nigh  one  voice,  sanctioned  the  re- 
marks, and  repudiated  the  shifts  of  men 
who,  because  Englishmen  would  not  longer 
let  them  grind  the  negroes,  now  sought  to 
make  the  negroes  grind  the  English.  Im. 
pressed  with  all  these  considerations,  he 
felt,  that  Ministers,  having  a  due  regard 
to  the  interests  of  the  people,  and  desirous 
to  work  out  the  great  work  now  in  progress 
were  found  not  to  shrink  from  taking  any 
constitutional  means  of  testing  what  was 
the  public  opinion.  It  had  been  said,  re- 
proachfully,—'*  What!  dissolve  on  a  po- 
pular question,  when  there  is  such  agita- 
tion, such  excitement  V*  but  on  what  suit 
or  popular  question  should  there  be  adis* 
solution  ?  On  what  question  appeal  to  the 
people,  but  a  question  in  which  they  felt 
interested?  As  to  the  agitation  which 
was  suggested,  there  was  no  agitation  but 
of  the  most  legitimate  description ;  there 
was  no  excitement--no  agitation— but 
what  was  created  of  and  by  the  people. 
Surely  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  mean 
to  suggest  that  the  people  were  not  to  feel 
excited,  were  not  to  get  up  an  agitation, 
among  themselves  upon  questions  which 
they  could  not  but  perceive  came  home  to 
tbetr  pockets,  to  their  best  interests  and 
comforts  ?  Surely  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  mean  to  preclude  them  from  taking 
an  honest  interest  in  the  returning  to  Par- 
liament of  Gentlemen  who  should  fairly 
represent  their  sentimenti,  and  if  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  did  not  mean  this,  there 
could  be  no  meaning  in  his  outcry  about 
agitation.  But  enough  of  this ;  the  Min- 
isters had  done  what  they  could  on  their 
part,  the  rest  must  be  done  by  the  people. 
Let  but  the  people  unite  again  with  the 
spirit  which  actuated  them  in  1831,  to 
resist  corruption  and  aristocratic  influence, 
and  they  would  have  an  easy  task.  If  the 
result  was  different — if  the  people  neg- 
lected their  own  interests — if  they  de- 
serted their  post — at  least  they  would 
have  no  reason  to  reproach  the  present 
Ministers  who  would  then,  without  the 
smallest  repining,  submit  to  the  voice  of 
the  country,  and  would  pursue  the  only 
course  left  open  to  them,  of  maintaining 
through  good  report  and  through  evil  re* 
port,  as  private  Members  of  the  House,  the 
same  principles  which  they  had  advocated 
as  Ministers. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Bribery  at  Elections.]  On  the 
motion  of  Lord  John  Russell,  leave  was 
given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  prevention 
of  Bribery  at  elections. 

Mr.  WilUamB  Wynn  begged  to  know 
whether  any  Member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  St.  Alban's  election  petition  intended 
to  propose  measures  for  the  prosecutk)n 
and  punishment  of  the  gross  bribery  which 
had  been  sworn  to  have  taken  place  at 
that  election.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  House  would  be  disgraced  if  such  pro- 
ceedings were  not  punished 

Mr.  Mildmay  said,  it  was  the  feeling  of 
the  Committee  that  no  Gentleman  did  in- 
tend to  propose  measures  on  the  subject, 
and  the  reason  was,  that  they  had  heard 
only  the  evidence  on  one  side,  and  no 
opportunity  was  given  to  the  other  side  to 
contradict  it,  in  consequence  of  the  counsel 
giving  up  the  case. 

Mr.  W.  fVynn  thought  the  charge  had 
been  sufficiently  established  to  form  the 
ground  of  a  prosecution.  He  begged  to  give 
notice  that  he  should  bring  the  matter  for- 
ward on  the  first  open  day  on  which  he 
could  do  so  without  interfering  with  the 
adjourned  debate. 

Mr.  Mildmay  begged  to  repeat  that  the 
evidence  was  not  satisfactory.  It  was 
ex  parte,  and  there  was  no  opportunity 
^iven  to  the  partjr  accused  of  contradicting 
It.  One  of  tne  witnesses  gave  his  evidence 
in  a  manner  which  would  render  him  (Mr. 
Mildmay)  very  cautious  in  giving  credence 
\ioAU    However,  be  should  be  ready  to 


889 


Adjournment--^ 


{May  28} 


Whitsun  Holidays. 


890 


support  the  light  bon.  Gentleman  in  any 
measures  for  bringing  parties  really  guilty 

to  justice. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  rose,  but  was  prevented 
from  speaking  by  loud  cries  of*  Question  " 
and  ••  Chair." 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  near  him  had  put  a  question, 
which  had  been  answered,  and  that  there 
was  now  no  question  before  the  chair. 

Lord  J.  Russell  moved,  that  the  orders 
of  the  day  be  read, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  if  hon.  Members 
would  have  heard  him,  he  was  going  to 
ask  a  question.  It  was  highly  incon- 
venient that  Gentlemen  should  make  party 
speeches  on  one  side  of  the  House,  and 
that  there  should  be  no  opportunity  of 
answering  Xhero.  He  begged  to  suggest 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
take  up  the  case  of  St.  Alban's,  he  should 
carry  out  his  principle  by  adopting  pro- 
ceedings against  the  people  of  Walsall. 

Mr.  W»  Wynn  had  read  the  evidence  of 
the  Walsall  Committce,buthe  did  not  think 
it  contained  anything  to  justify  such  pro- 
ceedings. But  wherever  bribery  could  be 
proyed,  he  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  the  grand  inquest  of  the  nation, 
ought  not  to  let  it  go  unpunished. 

Reoistration  op  Voters  (Ireland).] 
Lord  Stanley  said,  as  it  was  clear,  from 
the  intimations  of  the  Government,  that 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  bringing  for- 
ward  his  bill  relative  to  Irish  registration 
during  the  present  Session,  he  should 
move  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

The  order  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  read  and  discharged.   Bill  withdrawn. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Friday  J  May  2By  1841. 

Mrwimia.]  BilU.  Read  a  Moond  time  s— Turnpike  Roadf 
and. HIghirays.— Read  aUUrd  time t— County  Bridceii 
BcclwiartWial  Commiaikman. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Lord  Redeidale,  Lord  Sondes, 
Lord  Willougfaby  lyETetliy,  and  the  Earl  of  Olengall, 
tram  Glouoeater,  Kent,  Norfidk.  Lincoln,  Emoc,  and 
TIppeiBiy.  i«ainBt  any  Altentioo  in  tiie  Cornplawi.— By 
the  Bishop  of  Ripon,  firom  places  in  his  Diooesc,  fbr 
Chureh  Extension.— By  the  Earl  of  Haddington,  from 
thv  Tow»eoanell  of  FWflff.  agahist  any  interiierenoe 
witii  ttie  Scotch  syrtem  of  Banking.— By  tiie  Bishop  of 
Gloucester,  from  Turley  (Gkmoestershixe),  against  Sun- 
day Travelling  on  Riven  and  Canals.-^By  Lord  Ashbup- 
tan,  ttam  Shipowinva.  Merchants,  and  Builden  of  White- 
haven* ««alnst  the  Oovemment  proposition  for  the 
Alteration  of  the  Thnber  Duties.— By  the  Marquess  of 
Downdilie,  for  the  AboUtion  of  Patronage  in  the  Churdi 
of  SeoclaiML--By  Lord  Dannn,  from  a  Baptist  Congfe* 


gation  in  Leamington  Priurs,  Warwiokshiia*  ttam  Bos- 
ton, in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  Bunlem,  in  Sfcallbrdshire, 
Sutton  Borough,  in  Cornwall,  Mount  Zion  duqpel,  North- 
ampton, OevonahirO'equare  Ch^el,  Londoo»  and  other 
plaoesi  against  taking  Oaths  in  Courts  of  Justica, 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  28, 1841. 

MiNuTBB.]  Bills.  Read  a'  second  time :— Sugar  Duties.— 
Read  a  third  time  :— Court  House  (Irdand) ;  Ttimpike 
Roads;  Sewers;  Madhouses  (Scotland). 

Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  Villiers,  from  Agricultural 
Parishes  in  Buckingham,  from  Wendover,  Hunting- 
don, from  Stourbridge,  from  the  Mayor  and  Corporation 
Of  Walsall,  from  School  Teachers  in  the  Potteries,  and 
from  Bedworth,  Warrington,  and  Nottiugliam,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Corn>laws.— By  Lord  James  Stuart,  from 
Ayr,  and  Newton-upon-Ayr,  from  the  Magistrates  and 
Council  of  Maybole.  from  the  Inhabitants  of  the  Paxidi 
of  Maybole,  from  the  Banlcers,  Merchants,  and  InhaU^ 
ants  of  Beith,  from  the  Town  and  Parish  of  Largs,  and 
from  Kilwinning,  Catrine,  New  Cumnock,  and  DabTm* 
pie,  all  in  the  county  of  Ayr,  for  Revision  of  the  Im* 
port  Duties. 

Bribery  at  St.  Albak^s.I  Mr. 
Williams  Wynn  gave  notice,  that  on 
Wednessday  next,  should  the  debate 
on  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamwortli  be  then  ter- 
minated, or  on  the  first  opportunity  after 
its  termination,  he  should  bring  forward  a 
motion  which,  as  a  question  of  privilege, 
should  have  precedence  of  all  other  busi- 
ness—that the  House  do  resolve  on  the 
prosecution  by  the  Attorney-general  of 
Dr.  Webster  for  gross  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion at  the  recent  election  for  the  borough 
of  St.  Alban's. 

Mr.  Sanford  would  take  that  opportu- 
nity of  explaining  that,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  trying  the  merits  of 
the  petition  of  St.  Alban's,  he  should 
have  made  some  motion  on  the  subject,  if 
such  had  been  the  wish  of  the  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  having  received  no  intimation  to 
that  effect  from  the  Committee,  he  did 
not  think  it  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Adjournmbkt  —  Whitbun  Uolu 
DATS.]  Lord  J.  Russell  begged  leave  to 
more  that  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad« 
journ  to  Wednesday  next. 

Sir  R.  Peel  presumed  that  the  noble 
Lord  bad  made  this  motion  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  adjourned  debate,  if 
not  terminated  this  night,  should  have 
precedence  of  all  other  business  on  Wed- 
nesday next,  the  day  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  propoied  to  adjourn  the  House,  as 
otherwise  he  thought  that  they  could  not 
avoid  going  on  with  the  adjourned  debate 
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on  Monday  and  Tuesday  next.  He  knew 
il  had  leen  said,  that  be  brought  on  bis 
motion  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  Corn-laws.  This  he  roost 
distinctly  denied.  He  disclaimed  any 
such  motive  whatever.  He  would  not 
make  any  objection  to  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  l^rd  with  reference  to  the  ad- 
journment of  this  House  to  Wednesdayi 
if  it  be  distinctly  understood  that,  in  case 
of  the  debate  not  being  ended  this  night, 
it  would  have  precedence  of  all  other  busi- 
ness on  Wednesday. 

Lord  /.  Russell  thought  that  the  House 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  coming  to  the 
understanding  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  recommended,  in  permitting  the 
debate  upon  his  motion,  if  adjourned  over 
from  to-night,  to  take  precedence  of  all 
other  business  on  Wednesday  evening 
next.  He  would  not  certainly  make  any 
objection  to  the  proposition. 

House  to  adjourn,  on  its  rising,  to  Wed- 
nesday. 

Insurrection  in  Crete.]  Lord 
Teignmouth  said,  he  wished  to  receive  in- 
formation from  her  Majesty's  Government 
upon  a  subject  which  should  claim  a  little 
of  th^ir  attention  at  this  moment,  and  he 
wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  with  reference  to  it.  Hq  al- 
luded to  th«  insurrection  which  had  lately 
taken  place  in  the  Island  of  Crete*  The 
questions  he  wished  to  put  to  the  noble 
L^ord,  the  Secretary  for  tha  Colonies,  were 
these.  Whether  ne  had  received  any  far- 
ther information  with  reference  to  this 
insucrecuon?  And  whether  her  Mi^esty's 
Ministers  had  taken  proper  precauUOQ  of 
instructiag  their  consul  there,  to  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  prevent  the  commission 
of  those  cruelties  which  may  be  perpe«» 
trated  upon  persons  under  the  present 
circumstances  of  the  island. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  he  would  rather 
net  answer  the  Questions  whieb  had  just 
been  pot  to  bim  by  the  noble  Lord,  as  bis 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  P^reign 
Affairs  would  be  much  better  able  to  give 
hies  the  desired  information. 

Ijord  Teignmomth  said,  that  yesterday 
he  bad  given  notice  to  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Aflfbirs,  that  it  was  his  inlentiea 
to  ask  such  questions  this  evening.  And 
be  expected  to  have  seen  that  noble  Lord 
in  his  place.  As,  however,  the  noble  Lord 
was  not  tlien  in  the  House,  be  (Lord 
Teignmouth)  thought  that  the  noble  Lord, 


the  Secretary  forthe  Colonies,  could  give 
him  ail  the  information  be  asked. 

Borough  Improvements' — Buitp* 
iNGs.]  Viscount  Sandon  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  to  bring  on  the  two  billa 
this  Session,  which  he  had  already  hrou^ht 
under  the  notice  of  the  House — he  alluded 
to  the  Boroughs  Improvement  Bill,  and 
the  Buildings  Regulation  Bill. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  considering 
there  were  several  points  in  those  bills 
which  would  require  the  attention  of  that 
House,  and  deeming  it  probable  that 
amendments  would  be  moved  which  would 
create  a  lengthened  discussion,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  press  those  bills  this  Ses-* 
sion  upon  the  House. 

CoNriDBVCE  IV  THB  MiNISTRT— Ad* 

jouRVBD  Debate.]  Upon  the  Older  of 
the  Day  being  read,  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate, 

Mr.  R.  M.  Milnei  said,  that  belong, 
ing  to  that  small  minority  of  those  Mem* 
beans  of  the  House  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  addressing  it,  who  did  not  take  pert 
in  the  late  debate,  he  thought  he  bad 
now  some  small  claim  on  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  he  assured  the  Houie 
that  if  it  were  granted  to  him  he  would 
not  abuse  it.  He  wished  it  had  been  hie 
good  fortune  to  have  caught  the  Speaker's 
eye  last  night,  beoauaa  he  shouki  thea 
have  at  once  and  unpremeditatadly  ut- 
tered his  opinions,  whidi  the  House,  under 
such  circumstances,  would  have  received 
with  its  usual  indulgence.  But»  rudng 
this  evening,  to  speak  first  upon  the  ad- 
journed debate  of  a  former  day,  he  feared 
the  House  might  expect  more  from  him 
than  he  could  giv^  It  would  be  espected 
of  him  or  of  any  other  hon.  Memba  who 
would  address  the  House  this  evening  that 
he  should  address  his  attention  to  ih» 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  JMr.  Macanlay).  However 
thev  mUkt  diflter  m  opinion  as  to  the  tea- 
sonmff  of  that  speech,  they  must  all  aHow 
that  It  waa  one  of  the  most  mtewsllog 
speeches  ever  delivered  on  the  floor  of  ibat 
House.  He  felt  that  in  eoming  into  comp>>« 
tition  with  such  an  authority,  be  should 
need  aU  the  kindness  of  ibe  House, 
and  must  place  himself  entirely  at  its 
mercy.  If  he  (Mr.  Milnes)  understood 
his  right  hon.  Friend  rightly,  he  thought 
hie  right  hoo.  Friend  Mlontied  that  the 
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Cjkyvernment  of  whicli  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber wtts  not  able  to  carry  certain  mea- 
fures,  which,  nevertheless,  they  believed 
were  moit  important  for  the  interests  of 
the  country;  but  that,  notwithstanding 
this,  he  was  not  prepared  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  that  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  unworthy  of  the  confidence 
of  the  House.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
made  good  his  proposition,  he  must  say  at 
once  that  he  considered  that  the  debate  was 
at  an  end.  But  in  answer  to  the  subtle  dis- 
quisitions and  historical  dissertations  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  he  would  ask  two  sim- 
ple questions  which  seemed  conclusive 
against  his  argument,  and  these  questions 
were,  whether  if  this  were  true,  if  a  Go- 
vernment were  capable  of  administering  the 
affairs  of  the  country  without  demai^ing 
the  legislative  omifidenoe  of  the  Parliament, 
they  would  not  arrive  at  these  two  con- 
dtiaiom,  fint,  that  it  was  next  to  im- 
possible to  turn  out  any  Government  at  all, 
and  that  it  was  next  to  impossiUe  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Government  of  this  country. 
If  he  was  net  wrong,  the  chief  precedents 
which  refer  to  the  present  case,  were 
those  of  Mr.  Pitt  during  the  warfare 
which  preceded  the  dissolution  of  the  Par- 
liament that  opposed  his  administration,  and 
that  of  his  riaht  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Tamworuij  during  the  six  weeks  in 
which  he  wai  frequently  defeated  in  that 
HouiB»  But  there  was  this  differetioe  be- 
tweeo  those  eases  and  the  present  one^  Those 
questions  were  solely  questions  of  party, 
and  wcve  oarried  by  party  spirit,  questions 
in  faotf  not  whether  such  and  such 
meaiurea  should  be  carried,  but  whether 
the  Government  should  be  adraimstered  by 
certain  men.  In  foarmer  times  the  chief 
queitioiis  which  came  before  Parliament 
weae  questions  relating  to  Admbistra- 
tioa,  but  now-a-days  the  case  was  entirely 
difierent*  The  administration  of  afiairs 
was  so  mueh  improved  in  all  its  branohes, 
and  so  much  better  organised,  that  it 
wanld  be  diffiouli  to  find  any  question  of 
that  nature  on  which  the  Government 
mmUL  be  turned  out.  It  would  be  absurd 
now  to  think  of  subverting  a  Government 
ihr  appointing  a  public  ofiioer  who  was  un- 
popular, or  nominatittf  a  bishop  who  wai 
not  orthodox.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
hui^gh  had  iaid»  that  the  first  business  of  a 
Minister  was  to  administer  existing  laws  ; 
thia  tnight  be  the  first  business,  but  it 
waa  far  from  being  all.  For  indeed  how 
was  it  posBible  to  draw  a  distinet  line  be- 


tween  administrative  measures  on  one  side 
and  legislative  measures  on  the  other.  The 
two  are  ever  interwoven.  The  only  way. 
fitly  to  administer  a  bad  law,  is  to  make  it 
better ;  and  if  a  Government  is  too  weak 
to  be  able  to  improve  or  perfect  the  law 
which  is  imperfect  or  inefiident,  no  po»- 
sible  administration  of  that  law  can  be 
beneficial  to  the  country.  Look  at  the 
number  of  laws  and  amendments  of  laws, 
now  proposed  every  Session,  and  tell  me 
if  the  Government  can  throw  off  the 
responsibility  of  just  legislation.     It  had 

fiven  him  some  gratification  to  perceive 
uring  the  debate,  that  they  were  not 
to  feel  themselves  precluded,  as  some  hon. 
Members  had  asserted  they  were,  from 
handling  this  question  of  Ministerial  confi- 
dence, lest  they  should  be  accused  of  deal- 
ing improperly  with  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  Here  at  least  the  question  of  pre- 
rogative does  not  occur,  although  inaeed 
it  had  been  very  improperly  introduced  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Sir  J.  €•  Hobhouse).  If  in- 
deed, that  should  take  place,  which  he  an- 
ticipated, he  was  confident  h&t  Majest}^ 
would  peribrm  aright,  the  scdemn  duties 
imposed  upon  her,  and  would  find  fbll 
compensation  for  any  personal  sacrifice  in 
the  affectionate  gratitude  of  an  admiring 
and  sympathising  people.  It  was  then 
open  to  the  House  to  consider  fairiy  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  had  founded  that  proposition  or 
resolution  upon  the  ground  that  the 
present  Ministers  could  not  pass  those 
measures  which  they  conceived  to  be  essen« 
tial  to  the  public  service.  It  might  be  said, 
that  their  power  waSf  in  the  present  state 
of  parties  in  that  House,  limited  to  the 
extent  of  their  being  able  to  render  aboiv 
tive  the  measures  attempted  through  Par- 
liament by  the  conservative  interest 'in  that 
Houaow  This  was  an  unfair  and  an  im» 
proper  position  as  respeeted  parties  and  the* 
puwic,  and  it  ought  to  be  set  right.  There 
were^  he  was  sorry  to  say,  palpable  eausea, 
Ibr  this  condition  of  parties  in  the  Stale, 
and  he  saw  some  of  them  originating  in 
the  passii^  of  the  Reform  bill.  That  bill 
was  unfortunately  a  party,  not  a  national 
measure,  supported  by  a  party  which  ae- 
oompltshed  ita  obieot  by  a  mere  majorityj 
andfrom  thatdrcumstanee  therewere  maxiy 
Membeii  in  the  House  who  could  not  be 
induced  to  act  with  or  support  the  views  of 
those  who  had  thus  foroM  that  particular 
measure  of  reform  upon  the  country.  Thia 
seemed  to  him  to  aceount  for  our  being  now 
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come  to  a  dead  lod^*  Nothing  could  be  bar- 
monioofllj  acoompluhed,  wh^er  tbe  sub- 
ject was  somested  by  tbem,  or  tbe  other 
side  of  tbe  Rouse.  They  woidd  recollect  the 
effort  made  by  the  DoUe  Lord  (Stanley)  to 
correct  tbe  abuses  admitted  to  exist  in 
tbe  system  of  registration  of  voters  in 
Irebmd,  and  the  fierce  opposition  be  bad 
met  with  in  tbat  praiseworthy  attempt 
from  her  Majesty's  Ministers.  To  consum- 
mate the  mischief^  the  bill  tardily  proposed 
by  the  Government  to  efiect  the  same  object 
had  failed,  so  that  whilst  the  evil  and  tbe 
abuse  of  the  franchise^  through  imperfect 
and  fraudulent  registration,  was  admitted 
to  exist  by  tbe  Government  and  tbe  opposu 
turn,  both  their  efforts  failed  to  apply  a 
remedy.  Thus  the  Government,  finding 
itself  left  unsupported  by  efficient  majorities 
began  to  lose  the  confidence  of  even  those 
who  had  raised  them  to  power.  Their 
obstinacy  in  refusing  to  resign  their  places 
to  others,  who  might  be  able  to  cany  these 
measures,  held  out  fearful  inducements  to 
their  opponents  to  refuse  the  supplies;  but 
that  temptation  they  bad,  much  to  their 
credit,  reifused*-and  had  resolved  to  decide 
the  question  of  tbe  fitness  of  their  oppo- 
nents for  office  upon  fair  grounds  of  argu- 
ment and  appeal  to  the  people.  Tbe  Go- 
remment,  in  this  debate,  bad  taken  to 
itself  the  credit  of  our  success  in  Syria 
and  in  Egypt;  but  he  would  tell  bis 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Macaulay)  that 
he  would  not  permit  him  to  arrogate  to  the 
Ministry  the  merit  and  valour  of  our 
soldiers  and  sailors,  who  had  so  gallantly  dis- 
tinguished themselves  at  Newport,  and  in 
the  late  glorious  campaign  in  the  East*  The 
cry  of  the  Ministers  at  last  was,  that  a  terri- 
ble crisis  had  arrived.  Now,  he  would 
remind  them,  that  they  bad  brought  about 
that  crisu  themselves,  by  throwing  down 
the  most  awful  ga^e  before  the  public  that 
ever  was  heard  of— namely,  tbe  question 
of  free  and  unrestricted  trade  with  the 
foreigner,  to  the  prejudice  of  our  own  ookv 
nies  and  the  industry  of  British  subjects. 
This  question  of  free-trade,  merely  as  it 
respected  the  article  of  sugar,  must  decide 
if  carried  the  fate  of  the  great  experiment 
carrying  on  at  an  enormous  expense  to 
this  nation  in  our  West-Indian  nossessions. 
It  must  decide  not  only  the  rate  of  tbe 
negroes  in  our  West* Indian  islands,  but  the 
fate  of  the  negroes  in  a  state  of  slavery  in  the 
United  States^  and  the  fate  of  the  n^ro 
nopoulalioo,  wherever  it  may  be  found 
In  a  similar  ntuation  in  anv  part  of  the 
globe*    His  right  hon.    Fnend    opposite 


had  admitted  that  on  the  defeat  of  the 
Government  on  the  sugar  fatU,  they  oa|^t 
to  resign  or  disnlve.  If  the  case  were 
otherwise,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  only  to  compose  his  budget  of  a  great 
variety  of  elements,  and  have  a  Aiam^iMm 
upon  each,  which  might  be  carried  on  for 
six  months,  and  thus  the  busineM  of  the 
country  be  brought  to  a  complete  stand  still. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  had cboaena  most 
unhappy  time  to  agitate  the  subject  of  the 
Gim-laws,  when  the  season  promifled  under 
Providence  to  be  productive  of  a  most 
abundant  harvest.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  come  down  to  the  House  imme- 
diately after  bis  majority  of  twenty-oae 
on  the  question  of  confidence  last  year, 
and  proposed  such  a  measure,  the  country 
would  have  given  him  credit  for  courage  at 
least,  but  it  was  now  dear  that  the  ques- 
tion was  suggested  to  his  mind  by  the  csr* 
cumstanees  in  which  he  was  plsced*  He 
did  not  doubt,  from  the  opinions  of  men 
who  well  understood  the  subject,  with 
whom  he  had  consulted,  that  abundant 
means  might  be  found  in  the  resources  of 
of  the  country  to  make  up  even  the  fright* 
ful  deficiencies  of  the  Chanodlor  of  the 
Exchequer  without  having  reooniae  to  sudi 
perilous  experiments  as  thoK  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  ever  there  was 
a  question  that  required  the  most  sdber  and 
deliberate  consideration  it  was  that  of  the 
Corn-laws.  He  must  recall  a  phrase  in 
which  he  had  said  tbat  the  courage  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Cdonie^, 
could  be  impugned.  On  the  contrary,  that 
noble  Lord  was  fatally  couiageous  on  po- 
litical matters.  It  bad  been  well  said  by  a 
writer  whose  rare  wit  was  always  suborai* 
nated  to  strong  common  sense  that  that 
noble  Lord  would  undertake  to  rebuild  St. 
Paul's,  command  the  diannel  fleet,  and  per* 
form  tbe  most  frightful  surgical  operation. 
Tlie  noble  Lord  had  undertaken  to  rehuiU 
the  constitution  by  the  Reform  bUl,  to 
command  a  squadron  which  he  himself  de» 
dared  not  to  be  sea*worthy,  afler  its  defeat 
on  tbe  Jamaica  bill,  and  now  he  has  taken 
in  hand  tbe  coarse  instrument  of  popular 
excitement  to  accomplish  a  work  wUefa 
required  the  finest  tact,  the  most  cob* 
summate  skill,  and  the  wisest  experience. 
Popular  opinion  ought  not  to  be  played 
with,  and  as  well  might  it  be  expected 
to  make  the  people  understand  the  New- 
tonian theory  of  light  as  the  bearing  and 
effects  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
Thanks  to  the  providential  good  sense  of 
the  English  people,  the  moat  violoit  ex« 
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dtements  had  rolled  from  their  miads  as  a 
ball  from  a  marble  surface^  and  would  have 
fallen  innbcuous^  which  in  any  other  land 
would  have  aroused  a  spirit  of  bloodshed  and 
revenge.  The  distresses  of  that  people  as  had 
been  described  in  that  House  bj  some  hon. 
Members  must  go  to  the  heart  of  every 
Englishman — and  he  solemnly  declared  as 
a  landowner  that  if  he  thought  the  total 
repeal  even  of  the  Corn-laws  would  have 
the  effect  of  relieving  those  distresses,  no 
consideration  of  self-interest  should  induce 
him  to  oppose  such  a  measure.  But  he 
was  not  disposed  to  confound  these  dis- 
tresses with  the  distresses  of  a  Whig  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer — ^he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  taint  the  solemn  investigation  of 
the  evils  under  which  our  society  was  now 
labouring  with  the  mean  political  casual- 
ties of  the  moment — with  the  question 
whether  the  Ministerial  benches  should 
be  occupied  by  one  set  of  Gentlemen 
or  another.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  Reform  bill  and  to  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion^  but  those  were  separate  and  distinct 
questions,  and  not  complicated  propo- 
sitions as  the  present.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tamworth  had 
been  taunted  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  city  of  Edinburgh  with  want  of 
candour,  but  he  thought  he  might  with 
more  justice  retort  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  the  charge 
of  going  with  false  pretences  to  the  country 
fbi  they  had  raised  the  cry  of  the  Corn- 
laws  with  no  intention  of  carrying  out  any 
e£fective  alteration  in  them,  because  they 
dared  not  propose  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss,,  under 
those  circumstances  in  which  the  duty  was 
now  not  more  than  Is.  The  proposition 
therefore,  was  nothing  but  a  false  pretence 
—a  mere  delusion.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  these  questions  would  not,  one 
day  or  other,  in  some  form  or  other  be  car- 
ried ;  but  he  trusted  it  would  be  by  some 
more  safe  and  solid  means  than  accidental 
agitation.  If  they  were  thus  carried,  any 
ultimate  eood  they  mi^ht  produce  would 
be  diminished,  and  the  immediate  evil 
enormously  increased.  Under  the  operation 
of  the  Reform  Act,  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  any  permanently  strong  Government 
ooiild  be  formed  by  either  nde  of  the  House; 
still  he  thought,  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  occupied  the 
bench  opposite,  his  administration  would  be 
much  stronger  than  that  of  the  present 
Croverament;  and  of  this  he  was  quite 
certain,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
found  he  could  not  carrv  those  measures 
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which  he  deemed  to  be  essential  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  nation,  would  not  stay 
there  longer  than  he  could  properly  and 
fitly  discharge  the  duties  of  a  Government* 
For  himself,  he  (Mr.  Milnes)  had  no  am- 
bition to  see  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  any 
other  position  than  that  which  he  now 
occupied — a  position  in  which  he  enjoyed 
the  pleasures  of  power  without  its  respon- 
sibilities—the untitled  and  unsalaried  Min- 
ister of  England.  The  question  now  really 
was,  whether  the  Government  was  able  to 
act  up  to  the  wants  of  the  times,  or  were 
to  continue  in  their  present  course,  which 
had  brought  upon  them  the  contempt  and 
ridicule  not  only  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  but  of  all  the  world.  He  would 
not  say  what  a  Conservative  Government 
might  do;  but  he  would  venture  to  say 
what  they  would  never  do — they  would  not 
attempt  to  prolong  the  existence  of  a  party 
by  means  totally  at  variance  with  its  his- 
torical and  traditionary  principles,— they 
would  not  lay  on  the  Throne,  the  burthen  of 
its  own  deficiencies  and  short  comings,  they 
would  not  lay  the  train  of  domestic  agitation^ 
and  just  before  the  lightning  explodes  it^ 
boast  that  they  had  saved  the  nation  from 
destruction  by  their  own  supernatural  pru- 
dence, and  superhuman  skill — they  would 
not  in  their  foreign  policy  run  the  risk  of  a 
war  with  our  great  and  natural  constitu- 
tional ally,  with  that  France,  with  whom 
it  was  the  interest  of  all  civilization  that  we 
should  be  heartily  and  firmly  connected,  for 
some  imaginative  fear  of  another  power, 
which  as  yet,  would  hardly  be  said  to  exist, 
and  thus  fix  our  attention  when  the  mo- 
mentary peril  was  over,  much  less  on  any 
advantage  we  had  attained,  than  on  the 
risks  we  had  run, --and  lastly,  they  would 
not  offer  to  all  Europe  the  painful  spectacle 
of  a  representative  Government,  retaining 
that  power,  which  they  ought  to  hold  with 
an  almost  womanly  sense  of  honour  and 
delicacy,  in  defiance  of  the  repeated  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  constant 
opposition  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
the  palpable  distaste  and  distrust  of  the 
country.  What  he  wanted  to  see  was,  an 
administration  that  would  look  only  to  the 
real  interests  of  the  country,  and  to  such 
a  Government  he  should  always  give  his 
support. 

Mr.  A.  Sanford  was  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  screwed 
his  courage  to  the  **  sticking  place,"  and 
at  last  brought  the  two  great  parties  in 
that  House  to  a  fair  stand-up  fight.  He 
(Mr.  Sanford)  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that 
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he  could  not  place  confidence  in  ibe  right 
hon.  Barotiet.  His  impression  was,  thai 
the  question  for  the  consideration  of  the 
country  was,  not  whether  the  present  Mi- 
nistry should  continue  in  office,  or  whether 
the  power  of  Government  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  but 
whether,  judging  from  the  previous  con- 
duct of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  people  to  repose  their 
trust  and  confidence  in  him.  U|X>n  what 
ground  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ask  for 
the  confidence  of  the  House  and  the 
country  ?  Was  it  on  the  ground  of  his 
former  conduct  whilst  in  power?  Was  it 
for  his  manner  of  treating  great  constitu- 
tional questions?  Was  it  for  his  early 
resistance  and  late  concession  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  claims?  Was  it  for  his  op- 
position to  the  Reform  Bill  ?  Upon  which 
of  these  grounds  was  it  that  he  presented 
himself  to  the  country  and  said  "  Qive  me 
your  confidence  ?*'  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  the  other  evening  that  his  principles 
were  well  known,  and  that  he  would  make 
no  fresh  declaration  of  them.  It  might  be 
very  true,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
principles  were  well  known;  but  he  (Mr, 
Sanford),  nevertheless  thought,  that  upon 
an  occasion  like  the  present  some  declara- 
tion of  opinion  was  due  from  him.  In  his 
(Mr.  Sanford's)  view  it  was  imperative 
upon  a  man  who  asked  for  so  high  an 
honour  as  that  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  aspired,  to  state  to  the  country 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  sought  to 
attain  it.  In  1835  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) expressed  an  opinion,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  country,  judging  from 
the  previous  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  to  place  confidence  in  him.  How 
was  it,  then,  that  the  noble  Lord  was  now 
found  among  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
most  ardent  supporters  ?  What  work  of 
public  service  could  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
urge  that  should  outweigh  the  services  per- 
formed by  the  present  Ministry  ?  He  (Mr. 
Sanford)  would  venture  to  say,  that  during 
the  last  ten  years  more  had  been  accom- 

Elished  for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  than 
ad  ever  been  achieved  in  a  similar  period, 
under  any  other  Administration  ;  and  he 
was  satisfied  that  hereafter,  when  the  spirit 
of  party  had  subsided,  and  when  the 
events  of  the  present  day  were  looked  back 
to  with  calmness  and  impartiality,  due 
justice  would  be  done  to  those  who  of  late 
years  had   conducted  the  affairs  of  the 


country  with  ao  much  advantage  to  the 
empire,  and  so  mnch  honour  and  credit  to 
themselvea.  For  these  reasons  he  sboald 
feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  against  the  motkm 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  feeling  thai  if 
he  were  to  give  a  contrary  vote,  it  wottid 
not  be  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
present  Ministry,  but  a  vote  of  confidence 
m  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  he  had  heard  nothing 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Sanford)  who  had  just  sat  down,  which 
should  prevent  him  giving  his  vote  in  fa- 
vour of  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  Taraworth.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  he  could  have  no 
confidence  in  a  Government  formed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  but  had  carefully  ab« 
stained  from  expressing  the  slightest  con- 
fidence in  her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at 
War,  stated  in  his  speech,  that  he  would 
prove  mathematically,  by  the  reductio  ad 
absurdumf  that  the  motion  of  the  Member 
for  Tamworth  could  not  be  entertained. 
Now,  the  foundation  of  the  principle  on 
which  such  a  mode  of  proof  rested  was,  that 
that  which  we  assumed  should  be  demon- 
strated to  be  absolutely  inconsistent  with 
that  which  we  proved  to  be  true.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  done  no  such 
thing.  The  right  hop.  Gentleman's  aigu** 
ment  was  this :  that  any  Government  now 
might  be  weak,  and  therefore  to  hold  office 
under  such  circumstance* could  not  be  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  But 
he  denied  even  that  assumption,  that  the 
probability  wa««  that  a  Goveromeot  formed 
bv  the  right  hon.  Barpoet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  would  be  weak  i  nor  could  he 
agree  in  opinion  with  his  bon*  Frieodt  the 
Member  for  Pontefraot,  His  grounds  fov 
believing,  that  a  stronsr  Government  might 
be  formed  wefe«  that  u»e  Reform  Govern^ 
ment  in  1833  had  a  majority  of  300}  ia 
1834,  150;  in  1835,  50;  in  1836»  50s 
in  1837,  30 ;  in  1838,  30 ;  in  2839,  Uial 
majority  had  dwindled  down  to  ten  &  an4 
in  1840,  in  eleven  divisions^  which  rifbt 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  stigmatiMd  at 
party  divisions,  her  Majeaty's  Oo^eromeni 
were  eight  times  left  in  a  minority  i  in  the 
present  year  they  had  been  beaten  three 
times  out  of  four,  and  on  the  iaat  oocasiea 
by  a  majority  of  thirty -six*  There  had 
been  three  difierent  Parliamenta  sitting 
during  this  period  ;  and  it  would  be  a  eu* 
rious  calculation,  whether  her  Majesty^ 
Government  had  lost  the  confidence  of  tbe 
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HttiiM  dr  of  the  country  most  rapicUy«  But 
he  (Mr.  Darby)  thought  that  the  opiDions 
thus  expressed  in  the  House  might  be 
tfiken  at  a  fair  index  of  the  feelings  of  the 
constituency:  and  he  (Mr.  Darby)  thought 
i|  was  reasonable  to  conclude,  that  the 
right  hon«  Baronet  had  every  prospect, 
should  be  be  called  to  power,  of  forming 
a  strong  and  elficient  Government.  The 
rig^t  hon«  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at 
War,  had  been  brought  into  that  House, 
on  account  of  bis  talents,  tp  assist  in 
carrying  the  Refbim  Bill ;  and  now.  a 
Cabmet  Minister  of  the  Heform  Govern- 
ment^  was  he  |o  tell  the  House,  that  the 
effect  of  the  Reform  Bill  had  been  such, 
that  the  House  could  not  with  safetv  to  the 
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country  exercise  one  of  its  most  important 
privileges,  namely,  express  its  opinion  on 
the  efficiency  of  the  Government  to  carry 
on  the  Administration  of  affs^irs?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  had  praised  the  noble 
Lord^  the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire, 
for  bis  strigbt-forward  and  manly  conduct ; 
but  he  thought  th^  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hnd  acted  sofnewhat  cruelly  towards  the 
noble  Lord.  Tho  noble  Lord  had  stated, 
that  the  vote  of  C9n6dence  was  not  eon- 
naeled  with  the  (/orn-laws.  '^But,'*  said  the 
right  hon.  Cen^leoiany  "  the  Government 
will  difsolve,  and  9sk  the  country  whether 
it  has  oonQdence  ip  the  Mit^jsters."  It  was 
QM^QODoly  or  no  SGiPPopoly,  As  to  moAOn 
poiy«  he  Mi^ved>  that  it  was  the  (Chamber 
of  Con^fnerce  of  Manchester,  backed  by 
the  Odvfrnoient,  who  were  attempting,  fpr 
selfiilh  puf ppsesi  tn  trample  iioon  the  great 
pomn^ereial  and  agricultMral  interests  of 
thispoqnjry ;  and  he  wai  incline  to  credit 
this  the  niort,  as  the  noble  Lord  bad 
stated,  thai  the  Govemment  first  contem« 
plotted  the  budget  jn  Marcb^  In  Manch  it 
was,  thai  the  Chamber  of  Comn^eroe  met 
on -the  import  duties^  and  in  March  pub- 
lished their  pamphlet  on  that  subject.  But 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincoln* 
shire,  and  his  Friends  would  have  to  go 
tp  iheir  constittients  and  say  '*  I  have 
voted  with  the  Government  without  refer* 
ence  to  the  Corn-laws ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment wonld  only  accept  my  vote  as 
con«ectod  with  their  budget ;  and  if  their 
agiiation  succeeds,  yon  will  lose  your 
Qirn4aws,  But  at  least  you  will  have 
thia  consolation, — I  have  secured  for  you 
a  WhigoRadical  Administration."  There 
were  certain  persons  in  1 784  called  Fox's 
martyrs;  and  perhaps  the  noble  Lord^  the 


Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  thought  there 
would  be  Peel  martyrs  in  1841.  But  he 
advised  the  noble  Secretary  to  enq  ireof 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire, and  his  Friends,  whether  they  did 
not  think  there  would  be  a  greater  number 
of  Russell  martyrs.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  ColQniea»  alluded  on  a 
former  occasion  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth's,  having  been 
a  party  to  thosp  expences  which  had 
created  the  financial  difficulties.  It  was 
not  for  him  (Mr.  Darby^  to  say  what  were 
the  opinions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ; 
but  he  had  a  right  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  he  had,  with  respect  to  them,  given 
his  unhesitating  support  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  principle  on  which  he  un- 
derstood that  the  Member  fpr  Tamworth 
had  assented  to  the  increase  of  the  forces, 
was,  not  that  he  expressed  any  approval  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  but  that 
though  armies  imd  fleets  might  be  want- 
ing tp  repair  the  mischief,  a  stout  frigate 
would  have  prevented  it.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  punish  the  neglect  of 
the  Government  by  the  sacrifice  of  the 
country,  but  would  assist  those  who  had 
been  tp  blame,  to  maintain  the  honour  of 
the  nation  ^d  the  integrity  of  the  empire. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Sepre- 
tary  at  War,  had  fallep  into  great  error  in 
mistaking  the  energies  of  'the  people  and 
the  sppport  of  the  Opposition  for  the  ener^ 
gy  of  the  Adminiatration,  He  believed 
miicii  pf  the  embarrassmept  wa|  owing  to 
the  Gfover^ment.  In  Canada,  nq  dpubt, 
there  were  great  difficulties,  but  did  not 
those  at  the  head  of  the  Government  there, 
declare  thet  the  loyal  distrusted  Her  Ma« 
jesty*s  Qoveramenty  and  the  disloyal  be- 
lieved  they  had  the  Government  on  their 
side  ?  The  truth  was,  it  was  impossible 
to  govern  the  country  on  Radical  prin- 
ciples at  home,  and  on  Conservative  prin- 
ciples in  the  colonies*  Again,  he  had 
heard  the  nobje  Iiord,  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  say  in  his  place  in  Par- 
liament, with  reference  to  Eastern  affairs, 
I  hat  long  ago  the  Porte  had  applied  to 
this  country.  The  noble  Lord  left  them 
to  obtain  that  assistanpe  from  Russia.  He 
would  not  go  further  into  detaily  but  he 
was  justified  in  asserting  that  Government 
had  involved  the  country  in  its  present 
difficulties.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  sta- 
ted that  the  insurrection  of  the  Chartists 
had  led  to  considerable  expenditure,  and 
the  Secretary-at.War  that  there  had  been 
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Mttilar  oatbreaks  since  the  lime  of  the . 
Freacb   ReroiuUon.     He  begged  to  atlc 
who  evoked  that  spirit  at  the  time  of  the 
French  Revolatioa  ?   The  same  party  who 
were  now  the  authors  and  founders  of 
Chartism.     He  did  not  mean  to  charge 
the  noble   Lord  opposite  with  designing 
these  things,  bat  it  was  consequent  on  the 
policy  of   the  Government.    The  noble 
Lord  charged  the  Conservative  party  with 
a  dishonourable  coalition  with  the  Char- 
tists.   This  he  denied.     In  a  late  contest 
the  Chartists  offered  their  support  to  the 
Conservative    candidate,   who  had   been 
most  active  in  putting  them  down,  on  the 
ground  that  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Go- 
vemment  had  first  misled  them  and  then 
punished  them.     [Laughter.]    The  noble 
Lord  laoghed.  Did  he  not  appoint  Frost  a 
magistrate?    They  sowed   the  seeds    of 
resistance    to  all   Government,   and  ex- 
pected to  reap  party  power.    They  forgot 
the  immutable  law  of  nature,  that  seed 
should   bear   seed    after    its  own   kind; 
but  the  poisonous  fruit  had  been  gathered 
from  the  noxious  seed,  and  they  had  been 
placed  in  the  most  painful  and  degrading 
situation  in  which  a  Government  could  be 
placed.  They  had  been,  of  necessity,  com. 
pelled  to  punish  those    whom  they  had 
misled.    He  had  denounced,  and  always 
would  denounce  agitation  as  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  by  which  he  had  all 
his  life    been    actuated.      But  if    such 
language  were  used  at  the  hustings  as  had 
lately  been  held  at  Covent  Garden,  and 
the  noble  Lord's  speech  on  the   Budget 
was  but  the  same,  reduced   to  a  Par- 
liamentary scale,  should  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  go  prepared  with  such 
weapons?     He  feared  there  was  great 
risk  that  in  the  excitement  of  an  election, 
others  would  be  induced  to  take  up  simi- 
lar weapons  to  defend  themselves.    He 
hoped  not,  for  he  contemplated  this  with 
fearful  apprehension,  and  should  the  peo- 
ple be  routed,  and  tumult  follow,  they  (the 
Government)  would  be  ret ponsible  to  their 
Queen  and  their  country.    And  should 
they  fail,  humiliated   as  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  at  War  admitted  they  had  been, 
they  would  then  be  worse  than  humiliated, 
and  at  last  have  to  resign  their  offices  in 
the   face  of   a  people    who  had  shewn 
themselfes  wiser  and  better  than   those 
who  had  misgofemed  them.     They  had 
abandoned  one  measure — they  lisd  pro- 
moted   agitation    in    another,   which    he 
beiiefed    would    fail    of     its    intended 


purpose;  yet  no  man  cooM  predid  Iks 
mischief  which  might  ensae.  No  oiw 
could  doubt  the  fact  that  the  Govcrament 
were  incapable  of  carrying  on  aay  kNiger 
the  business  of  the  conntiy.  And  was 
this,  then,  the  effect  of  the  Reform  Bfll 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Hooae  of 
Commons,  without  a  straggle,  to  resign  its 
most  important  privilege, — the  privilege 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  theinefficieney 
of  the  Government,  and  the  propriety  ot 
resignation  ?  He  felt  confident  that  the 
House  would  not  without  an  effort  abandon 
so  important  a  function  ;  and  it  was  only 
on  this  pretence  that  it  seemed  possible  to 
offer  any  resistance  to  the  motion  then  be* 
fore  the  House. 

Mr.  Hutton  said,  that  he  believed  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo* 
nies  was  anxious  really  and  truly  to  bring 
forward  measures  for  the  benefit  and  for 
the  consideration  of  the  country.    Those 
measures  were  intended  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tress which   existed   in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  and  which  was  admitted  by  both 
sides  of  the  House,  as  requiring  a  radical 
alteration.     He  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
expressing  his  gratitude  to  the  Government 
for  the  measures  which  they  had  taken  for 
the  relief  of  the  people  of'  Ireland.    The 
policy  of  the  Government  was  acknow* 
iedged  by  that  people,  and  had  prodnoed 
a  state  of  tranquillity  in  Ireland  greater 
than  had  ever  l)efore  existed.    He  felt  sur- 
prised that  the  state  of  Ireland  had  never 
been  once  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  in  bis  attack  on  Minis- 
ters.   The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  avoided 
Ireland  altogether,  but  he  (Mr.  Hutton) 
thought,  although  Ireland  had  not  been 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
that  it  had  tome  right  to  be  considered. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re* 
ferred  to  Ireland  as  having  been  the  cause 
of   a  great  part  of   the  deficiency  of  the 
revenue.  That  deficiency  had  been  caused 
by  a  great  moral  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  the  benefits  arising  from 
the  reductions  of  the  duties  proposed  by 
Government.     It  was  but  fair  that  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  making  up 
the  deficiencj  which  had  been  cansed  liy 
their  abstaining  from  spirituous  Itquors. 
The  measures  of  Government,  he  thought, 
would  not  only  benefit  the  revenue,  bot 
would  also  be  of  great  advantage  to  Xte^ 
land.     The  hon.  Member  for  Pomfret  had 
I  referred  to  a  great  many  topics,  and  asMMif 
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others  to  the  time  these  measures  had 
been  brought  forward.  Now,  he  thought 
that  the  proper  time  for  bringing  forward 
these  measures  was  when  the  distressof 
the  country  was  greatest.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  also  refrained  from  referring 
to  the  bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  which  was  intended 
to  distress  and  harass  I  he  people  of  Ire- 
laody  under  the  name  of  defining  their 
franchise.  The  party  opposite  had  suc- 
ceeded in  throwing  out  the  bill  of  the  Go- 
veromeDt,  which  would  have  remedied  the 
defects  which  the  bill  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  would 
not  have  remedied.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  avoided  all  mention  of  these 
measures.  Looking,  then,  to  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  pursued, 
be  could  not  believe  that  his  Government 
could  ever  give  satisfaction  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  approving,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hutton)  did,  of  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government  towards  that  country,  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose  the  motion  of  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  opposite. 

Lord  Norreys  :  I  am  not  surprised,  Sir, 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  receive 
support  on  this  occasion  from  the  Members 
of  the  movement  party  in  this  House. 
But  I  must  confess,  I  am  surprised  how 
any  roao^  the  representative  of  agricultural 
constituents,  who  heard  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Stroud)  the 
other  night,  how  any  man  who  was  an 
adherent  of  Lord  Grey's  Administration, 
who  was  an  admirer  of  the  principles  on 
which  that  administration  was  constructed, 
can  give  his  support  on  the  present  occa- 
sion to  those  who  have  abandoned  every 
ground,  who  have  violated  every  prin- 
ciple OD  which  that  Administration  was 
conducted.  Lord  Grey,  when, he  retired 
from  office  stated,  that  the  principle  alone 
on  which  he  had  consented  to  administer 
the  affairs  of  the  country,  were  peace, 
fstrenchmenty  reform,  and  non-interven- 
tion. How  have  Ministers  maintained 
peace?  Have  not  the  country  been  in- 
volved in  expensive  wars  ?  How  have  they 
acted  on  the  principles  of  non-intervention? 
Therehasbeen  nothingbut  interference  with 
foreign  nations.  Where  are  their  retrench- 
ments ?  Having  taken  office  with  a  large  sur- 
phis  revenue  left  by  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton's Administration,  they  have  exhibited  a 
miserable  deBciency  in  the  public  revenue, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  last  year  and  called  on  the  House 


for  an  increase  of  taxation,  and  notwith* 
standing  this,  he  again  exhibited  this  yesS 
a  still  more  lamentable  deBciency,  to  re* 
medy  which,  he  and  her  Majesty's  Go** 
vernment  put  forward  measures  which  he 
knows  and  they  know  will  be  impossible  to 
carry,  this  or  the  next  Parliament.  Lord 
Grey,  when  he  retired  from  office  .stated 
he  had  placed  the  great  question  of  Par- 
liamentary reform  on  a  safe  and  satisfac- 
tory basis — that  basis  Ministers  have  re« 
cently  attempted  to  disturb— and  their 
supporters  0|>enly  avow  it.  As  long  as 
the  Reform  Bill  enables  them  to  make 
inroads  on  the  institutions  of  the  country, 
as  long  as  it  enables  them  to  proceed 
with  the  march  of  democracy^  so  long  are 
they  content  to  abide  by  it,  so  long  are 
they  willing  to  constitute  that  as  public 
opinion,  but  the  moment  they  find  a  Con- 
servative tendency  in  the  country,  a  deter* 
minaiion  to  resist  the  further  progress  of 
democratic  principles,  then  they  call 
out  for  change,  and  still  further  change, 
till  it  shall  suit  their  views  and 
interests.  Lord  Grev  congratulated  Par- 
liament on  the  settlement  of  the  West- 
India  question — the  question  of  negro 
emancipation  —  that  principle  Ministers 
have  also  attempted  to  violate.  Lord  Grey 
boasted  that  he  had  left  trade  in  a  sound 
and  healthy  state  —  can  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  say  the  same?  who,  by  the 
feebleness  and  decrepitude  of  their  Go« 
vernment,  and  their  adherence  to  office, 
have  involved  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country  in  a  state  of  stagnation ;  who, 
for  their  own  purposes,  prolonged  and 
protracted  the  debates  the  other  day,  not- 
withstanding they  had  been  reproved  in 
this  House  by  the  late  Governor  of  the  Bank, 
for  the  evil  effects  which  the  continuance 
of  the  discussion  is  likely  to  have  on  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  the  country. 
Lord  Grey's  Cabinet  were  united  in 
resisting  any  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws. 
Lord  Grey,  when  he  found  himself,  not  in 
a  minority,  but  supported  only  by  a  small 
majority,  sooner  than  yield  to  the  pressure 
from  without  and  concede  measures  which 
he  did  not  approve  of,  acting  in  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution,  retired  with  honour  to 
himself.  Lord  Grey  stated,  that  commu- 
nications had  been  held  (without  his  know- 
ledge or  consent)  with  a  person,  he  would 
describe  him  in  no  other  terms  than  one 
who  took  a  strong  part  in  the  affairs  of 
Ireland — had  he  been  aware  of  them  there 
was  no  power  which  he  possessed,  no 
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influence  which  he  had,  which  he  would 
not  have  exerted  to  preTent  them,  because 
he  knew  from  experience  that  no  commu- 
nications could  be  made  with  safety  in  that 
quarter  —chat  quarter  was  now  the  main 
prop  and  support  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. One  of  the  last  acts  of  Lord  Grey's 
Government,  when  the  question  of.  the 
Repeal  of  the  Union  was  before  the  House, 
was  to  move  an  address  to  the  Crown, 
sending  it  up  to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, making  it  an  act  of  the  Imperial 
Legislature,  pledging  Parliament  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  union  with  Ireland. 
And  would  Lord  Grey  have  consented,  as 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  done,  to  take 
into  their  Government  one  who  had  on 
that  occasion  voted  for  the  dismemberment 
of  the  British  empire.  Now,  Sir,  the  Se- 
cretary-at«War  last  night  took  credit  to 
the  Government  for  their  adminisi cation 
of  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  asked  with 
an  air  of  triumph  whether  the  House  had 
not  given  them  a  vote  of  confidence  two 
years  ago,  and  confessed  that  their  policy 
towards  that  country  was  laudable ;  but 
he  omitted  to  state  the  real  circumstances 
of  the  case.  Charges  of  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanours  have  .been  brought  against 
the  executive  Government  in  Ireland,  and 
a  committee  has  been  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Lords  to  inquire  into  them.  In 
order  to  intimidate  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  stifle  this  investigation,  Ministers 
came  down  to  this  House  and  called  for  a 
vote  of  confidence  for  their  Government  of 
Ireland — which  they  voted  in  the  absence 
of  all  information — but  it  was  distinctly 
proved  before  that  oommittee,  that  there 
had  been  a  perversion  of  justice  for  politi- 
cal purposes^  that  crime  and  outrage  had 
been  encouraged^  so  that  the  executive  had 
placed  itself  above  the  judges  and  the 
jury  of  the  land*  That  notwithstanding 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  convictions  in 
that  country,  the  verdicts  of  the  jury 
had  been  set  aside  and  the  sentences  of 
the  judges  reversed,  a  violation  of  the 
great  securities  of  public  liberty— the  trial 
by  jury  and  independence  of  the  judges* 
The  Socretary-at-war  also  took  credit  to 
the  Government  for  the  suppression  of 
the  riots  in  this  country,  and  boasted  that 
they  had  done  so  without  the  suspension 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  and  without 
coming  to  Parliament  for  higher  powers, 
but  he  omitted  to  inform  the  House  what 
had  in  a  great  degree  encouraged  those 
disturbances.  Had  he  forgotten  the  speech 


of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  StreiKl 
at  Liverpool,  and  the  countenance  he  had 
given  to  the  Chartists  by  placing  knowh 
Chartists  in  the  Commission  of  the  peua? 
Now,  Sir,  I  should  like  to  aak  Minittera 
this  question, — after  they  have  appealed 
to  the  country  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn* 
laws,  and  they  find  themselves  defeated  on 
that  question,  as  they  will  be,  and  they 
know  they  will  be,  in  the  next  Parliament, 
will  they  then  resign,  or  having  made 
that  cry  their  purpobe,  will  they  aban* 
don  it,  as  they  did  the  Appropriation 
Clause  t --as  they  did  Uie  Ghuroh-raie 
question  ?— as  they  did  the  Irish  RegistiH'* 
tion  Bill?  and  attempt  to  scramble  mi 
wielding  the  patronage  withoat  the  power 
of  office.  And  what  must  the  impreasiwu 
in  the  country  be?  Why  that  the  nobhe 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who 
had  two  years  expressed  himself  stroikgly 
in  favour  of  the  Coroolaws,  and  who  re. 
signed  because  he  said  Ministers  had  not 
strength  to  take  those  measures  of  eneigy 
and  importance  which  the  eirsumslancee 
of  the  country  required,  had  lent  himaelf 
to  put  this  question  forward  (bt  Uie  un- 
worthy purpose  of  crippling  his  successors 
in  office*  And  that's  the  noble  Lord,  the 
leader  of  this  House*«^e,  who  when  the  re« 
presentative  of  a  coanty,  had  addressed  a 
letter  to  his  oonstituents  eouched  in  strong 
language  in  favour  of  tlie  Gorn-laws«-^had 
for  the  purpose  of  propping  up  his  weak 
and  tottering  Administration,  conde* 
scended  to  make  that  Speech  the  other 
night,  a  speech  in  dtreot  violation  of  his 
former  opinion,  a  speech  so  unworthy  of 
a  Minister  of  the  Crowny  calculated  to  ei« 
oite,  inflame,  and  agitate,  theasindsof  tbo 
people,  attempting  to  set  one  interest 
against  another— to  place  the  landed  in* 
teiest  in  a^  unfair  and  invidious  position 
«-«a  course  whksh,  however  it  may  gain 
for  him  temporary  applause,  however  il 
may  give  satisfaction  to  those  who  advo« 
cate  extreme  opinions,  and  who  wish  lo 
keep  this  country  In  a  perpetual  state  of 
feitnent  and  excitement  let  him  depend 
upon  it,  will  lessen  him  in  the  oonfidenoe, 
and  lower  him  in  the  estimation*  of  all  the 
friends  of  peaoe  and  good  order  thredghout 
the  country, 

Mr.  H.  Omiian  said,  that  he  rose  in 
behalf  of  two  classes,  which  the  right  hoti* 
Baronet  opposite  had  omitted  to  notio»-« 
the  people  of  England  and  the  people  of 
Ireland.  It  was  an  extraordinary  thing 
that,  during  a  speech  of  one  honr  and  a 
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hMf  the  tight  hoo»  B«ronet  had  never 
nwilioiied  the  words*  Ibe  people  of  Ire- 
knd  or  tb«  people  of  England*  The 
QoverDnent  had  been  called  a  weak*  an 
ignorant*  and  a  conlemptible  Governroent. 
Those  were  phrases  which  the  people  of 
Bnghnd  woald  renember,  and,  perhaps, 
the  Administration  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  would  be  characterised  by 
Ihe  tame  epithets.  But  in  regard  lo  the 
mnasures  of  the  present  Government*  for 
the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  sugar, 
timber*  and  corn,  he  thought  they  were 
fonnded  on  sound  and  comprehensive  prin- 
oipleSk  We  could  not  expect  foreign  na- 
tions to  take  the  manufactures  of  this 
COnntry*  if  we  did  not  take  their  produce 
in  rstttm.  They  might  depend  upon  it, 
thai  the  people  would  see  on  the  other, 
the  Conservative  side,  the  spirit  of  mono- 
poly (  and  on  that  the  Ministerial  side, 
the  spirit  of  liberalism.  In  all  the  speeches 
wbioh  Getitlemen  opposite  had  made  on 
the  subject,  he  could  not  discover  three 
statesmanlike  sentences.  The  example  of 
Mr.  iPfttt  had  been  cited  against  Ministers, 
but  Mr.  Pitt  had  not  resigned  in  1784, 
when  ho  gave  up  the  reform  principle ;  he 
did  not  resign  on  the  Catholic  question. 
He  resigned  afterwards*  on  a  point  of  ho«- 
noor  peculiar  to  himself,  and  not  in  con- 
sequence of  being  defeated  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  would  at  once  allude 
to  the  case  of  his  own  country.  The  right 
boo.  Baronet  had  been  guilty  of  two  great 
omissions*  The  individual  who  sought  to 
be  the  Minister  of  this  country  ought  to 
have  made  a  statement  of  the  principles 
upon  which,  if  he  attained  office,  he  would 
act.  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  saw 
the  gieateoncessions  the  present  Ministers 
were  disposed  to  make*  to  meet  the  em- 
barrassed state  of  the  industry  and  reve- 
nue of  the  country*  and  when  he  knew 
what  it  was  they  had  already  done  for  Ire- 
land* by  which  they  had  gained  the  grati- 
tude and  support  of  that  people*  who  were 
eight  millions*  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  have  told  the  House  what 
it  was  he  meant  to  do  with  that  country. 
There  were  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
•peach  two  words*  which  particularly  dwelt 
upon  his  ear.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said*  "  I  reserve  my  opinions*  I  promise 
nothing.''  [Sir  Sobert  Fed:  I  said  on 
finance.]  He  oonld  not  be  mistaken*  for 
he  felt  anxious  to  know  what  the  right 
lion.  Baronet  proposed  doing  with  respect 
to  Ixelandi  nnd  he  omitted  to  notice  the 


condition  of  eight  millions  of  Irish  sub* 
jects.  He  forgot  his  former  speech*  in 
which  he  declared*  that  the  great  obstacle 
his  Government  had  to  encounter  was  the 
Government  of  Ireland*  although  on  th^t 
occasion  he  resigned  under  the  pretence 
that  he  could  not  control  the  appointment 
of  the  bed-chamber  women.  But  it  was 
Ireland  that  defeated  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet,  and  he  thought  that  they  would  be 
able  to  conquer  the  right  hon*  Baronet 
and  his  friends  yet.  For  that  reason  he 
had  risen*  in  order  to  show  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  totally  and  absolutely 
unfit  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  this  great 
empire.  Some  words  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  fell  upon  his  eafw« 
namely*  that  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  form  a  strong  Government. 
Now*  he  knew  what  a  strong  Government 
in  Ireland  meant.  They  had  had  a  strong 
Government  there  in  former  days;  and 
what  did  it  cost  this  country?  It  cost  it  a  re- 
bellion. Therefore*  when  hon.  Members 
talked  of  a  strong  Government*  the  words 
fell  upon  his  ears  not  merely  with  a  grating 
sound,  but  with  a  sound  of  horror*  be- 
cause the  people  of  Ireland  dreaded  it  as 
well  as  detested  it.  But  the  House  was 
now  occupied  in  talking  about  having  a 
new  settlement  of  the  empire.  What 
was  it  to  be  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
left  out  of  his  calculation  one  great  portion 
of  the  empire;  he  proposed  nothing  for 
the  manufacturers  of  England,  nothing 
for  the  foreign  traders,  nothing  for  the 
merchants.  He  and  his  friends  left  things 
as  they  were.  This  showed  either  their  in»> 
capacity*  their  ignorance*  or  their  hard- 
heartedness. .  It  proved  either  their  indif- 
ference* or  their  contempt  for  the  people. 
On  former  occaswns,  one  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  Irish  as  an  "  ignorant  people ;" 
another  declared  them  to  be  **  rebels ;" 
while  a  third  called  them  "  emancipated 
cowards."  These  were  the  people  re- 
specting whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
now  observed  so  ominous  a  silence*  and 
yet  he  and  his  Friends  supported  papers 
that  had  published  speeches  and  disserta- 
tions ten-fold  more  dangerous  than  any- 
thing the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies*  ever  made  at  Stroud.  His 
charge  against  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was* 
that  he  had  been  deficient  in  his  duty.  It 
was  his  duty  to  come  forward  now*  and 
the  more  so,  because  he  was  looked  upon 
with  sospicbn*  and  declare  the  course  he 
intended  to  pursue  with  respect  to  Ireland* 
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Was  it  not  known,  that  his  intention  was 
to  place  at  the  head  of  the  judicial  aatho- 
rities  in  this  country  that  person  who  was 
peculiarly  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land— Lord  Lyndhurst — ^who  had  stigma- 
tized the  Irish,  as  being  "  aliens  in  blood, 
aliens  in  language,  and  aliens  in  religion/* 
To  show  the  candour  of  the  party,  when 
a  bill  was  under  discussion  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  retain  the  seat  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  while  holding  a  judicial  office, 
they  opposed  it ;  but  when  a  bill  was  pro- 
posed containing  a  clause  which  excluded 
the  Recorder  of  Dublin  from  holding  a 
seat  in  the  House,  the  same  parties  op- 
posed that.   Thus  they  would  exclude  the 
hon.  add  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Dr.  liUshington)  because  he  was 
a  Liberal,  and  would  retain  the  right  hon. 
and  learned   Recorder  of  Dublin    (Mr. 
Shaw)  because  he  was  a  Tory.    Much  vi- 
tuperation, at  various  times,  had  been  cast 
upon  the  character  of  men  who  had  held 
high  office  in  Ireland ;  but  he  must  be  al- 
lowed to  say,  that  no  men  ever  acted  with 
more  justice  in  that  country  than  Lord 
Normanby  and  Lord  Ebrington  had  done. 
Lord  Normanby,  during  bis  administra- 
tion, acted  in  a  manner  that  did  him  the 
greatest  credit.     He  not  only  maintained 
the  peace  and  security  of  the  country,  but 
he  gained  to  himself  the  good  will  of  the 
people  throughout  Ireland.    The  embar- 
rassment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  arose 
vith  respect  to  Ireland,  and  the  question 
was,  how  did  he  intend  to  get  out  of  the 
difficulty?    What  was  it  he  would  do 
with  the  sly  and  insidious  manner  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin?    What  would    he 
do  with  the  active  and  talented  Member 
for  Dandon,  and  what  with  the  ferocious 
phraseology  of  the  hon.  Member  forCoIe- 
raine?  Why  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  check-mated  by  them,  and  he  would 
not  know  what  to  do.     And  what  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  opposite  party  to 
gain  the  few  advantages  they  boasted  of 
at  the  recent  elections  ?  He  did  not  think 
that  any  honest  body  of  men  could,  in 
any  society  or  country,  after  having  read 
the  shameful  facts  disclosed  at  some  re- 
cent elections,  give  their  support  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.     He  would  refer  to 
the  voting  at  Ludlow,  at  Cambridge,  at 
Nottingham,  and  Sandwich.    At  Notting- 
ham votes  were  purchased  for  15/.,  and 
VX  Sandwich  they  wer«  to  be  obtain^  for 


5/.  Any  individual  who  would  have  giveo 
more  might  have  displaced  the  presenl 
Members,  and  have  thus    redooed    the 
number  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  sap^ 
porters.  Why  these  were  facts.  He  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, whether  this  was  a  fact — that  in  his 
own  town,  in  the  committee- room,  a  wall 
was  built  up,  through  which  a  hole  was 
made,  and   that  when  the  hand  of  the 
voter  was  put  in,  the  holding  up  of  five 
fingers  meant  five  guineas,  and  ten  fingers 
meant  ten  guineas,  as  the  price  of  the 
vote.     [Viscount  Sandon:  I  don't  kaow 
it.]     No,  the  noble  Lord  does  not  know 
it ;  but  does  the  noble  Lord  deny  the  fact  ? 
[Viscount  Sandon :    Yes.]    Did  the  noble 
Lord  deny  that  it  was  doniB  at  Ludlow  f 
Did  he  deny  that  it  was  done  at  Sand* 
wich  ?  He  would  not  enter  into  an  uostatea- 
manlike  conflict^  or  a  boyish  altercatiotty 
but  he  would  refer  the  noble  I^ord  to  what 
he  ought  to  have  read  and  known— lo 
reports  on  the  table,  where   there  was 
ample  evidence  of  bribery  and  corniption* 
Why,  it  was  but  last  night  thai  a  right 
hon.    Gentleman  opposite   (Mr.  Wyo|i) 
gave  notice  of  a  motion  to  institute  a 
prosecution  for  bribery  and    corruption* 
Did  the  House  believe,  that  they  would 
have  ever  heard  of  that  proposition  if  there 
had  not  been  the  fear  of  a  dtasoluiion  of 
Parliament?    [''OA,oV]   He  knew  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  did  not  like  to 
hear  of  these  things ;  but  he  bad  himself 
seen  the  money  in  the  hands  of  some  of 
the  electors.     Such  had  been  the  base* 
ness  of  the  electors  and  of  the  Tories  in 
England.     Gould  the   same  be  said  of 
election  contests    in    Ireland.      In    the 
various  scenes  in  which  he  had  been  en* 
gaged  he  could  not  lay  his  hand  upon  an 
individual  who  had  ever  received  a  shilling 
and  he  defied  hon.  Members  to  produce 
a  case  from  all  the  records  of  elections  in 
that  country.     Had  hon.  Members  read 
the  correspondence  that  had  passed  be* 
tween   Sir  Thomas    Gochrane    and   Mr 
Fitzroy  Kelly,  relating  to  the  election  at 
Ipswich  which  was  an  infamous  proceed* 
ing.     It  was  at  first  proposed  that  Sir  T. 
Gochrane  should  pay  1 ,000/.  to  keep  out 
a  Whig  or  Radical.    That  he  agreed  to 
pay.     He  was  Chen  called  upon  to  make 
it  3,000^    To  that  he  ultimately  agreed. 
Then  a  further  sum  of  £00/.  was  demanded, 
and  a  threat  made  that  if  he  did  not  pay 
it,  some  other  candidate  would  be  sought 
fori  who  would.    To  this  Sir  T,  Cochrane 
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objected,  on  the  groand  that  he  had  been 
guaranteed  his  seat  for  a  less  sam ;  and 
he  then  ceased  to  be  a  candidate.  Such 
were  the  means  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Bmonel's  majorities  were  obtained.  He 
wished  the  right  hon.  Baronet  joy  of  such 
majorities — now  of  sizteeuy  and  now  of 
Ihtrty-two.  But  he  would  tell  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  there  was  a  country 
where  once  these  things  were  practised, 
when  the  Minister  of  the  day  availed  him- 
self of  the  baseness  of  the  electors  and  of 
his  own  partisans,  and  what  was  the  result. 
It  was  not  an  infringement  of  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown ;  it  was  not  the  de- 
stroetion  of  the  rights  of  the  people ;  but 
it  was  a  total  annihilation  of  the  legisla- 
ture. And  that  he  ventured  to  prophesy 
would  be  the  result  of  the  venalitv  and  the 
eoiTuption  which  had  crept  within  these 
walls,  and  of  all  those  shameful  practices 
which  cried  out  so  loudly,  if  not  for  punish- 
ment, certainly  for  correction.  It  was  by 
these  practices  that  the  majority  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  produced ; 
and  he  again  wished  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet joy.  But  the  people  of  England 
knew  how  to  purge  the  House  of  these 
abuses,  and  how  to  get  rid  of  these  scenes 
of  infamy.  Seeing  these  statements  lying 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  should  not 
be  an  honest  man  if  he  did  not  denounce 
B  system  which  sapped  the  very  vitals  of 
the  country,  and  which  would,  if  not 
checked,  ultimately  destroy  the  constitu- 
tion of  England.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  party  to  which  he  belonged  had 
governed  the  country  for  upwards  of  sixty 
years;  first,  under  Lord  North,  then 
under  Mr.  Pitt,  afterwards  under  the 
Duke  of  Portland,  then  Mr.  Perceval,  and 
lastly  under  Lord  Livernool,  during  a 
period  of  warfare  with  the  aiiferent  nations 
of  the  world,  and  in  every  one  of  those 
conflicts  they  were  beaten.  They  were 
beaten  by  Dr.  Franklin  in  America — they 
were  beaten  by  the  French ;  in  all  their 
negotiations  they  were  defeated,  and*  it 
was  reserved  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  do 
what  the  Tories  had  not  been  able  to  do 
for  nearly  a  century  —  to  conquer  the 
French  in  negotiation  and  to  secure  the 
peace  of  Europe.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
bad  observed  silence  as  to  his  policy. 
Now,  it  was  very  well  known  that  many 
of  those  who  supported  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  loudly  calling  for  the 
lepeal  of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill. 


Was  that  bill  to  be  repealed  or  not. 
["  Cries  of  Oh,  oh:']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  exclaim  oh !  but  such  things  had 
been  done  before.  Men  had  been  induced 
to  alter  their  opinions  by  the  pressure 
from  without;  and  who  could  tell  how 
such  a  pressure  might  again  operate  ?  It 
might  be  all  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  keep  silence,  but  he  must  be 
allowed  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
silence  would  no  longer  do.  The  people 
of  Ireland,  would  insist  upon  receivmg  an 
answer.  The  people  of  Eneland  were 
asking  for  cheap  bread  and  cheap  sugar, 
but  the  people  of  Ireland  were  asking  for 
what  was  of  more  worth  to  them  than 
bread  or  sugar,  they  were  asking  for  the 
liberties  and  privileges  of  freemen.  These 
the  noble  liOfd  opposite  had  already 
threatened  to  take  away.  The  people  of 
Ireland,  therefore,  would  not  trust  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  or  his  party.  In  proof 
of  this  he  would  refer  the  House  to  the 
address  which  had  recently  received  the 
signatures  of  noblemen  and  gentlemen  in 
Ireland,  possessors  of  property  there  of 
between  forty  and  fifty  millions  value,  and 
which  was  about  to  be  laid  before  the 
Queen.  In  that  address  were  expressed 
the  sentiments  of  men  of  the  greatest 
wealth  and  highest  station  in  Ireland,  who 
deprecated  any  change  of  administration 
which  would  confer  power  on  a  party  who 
had  always  ruled  over  that  country  in  the 
spirit  of  tyranny  and  domination.  He 
had  now  done.  He  called  upon  the  people 
of  England  not  to  trust  those  individuals 
who  had  ever  been  the  enemies  of  liberty, 
and  of  the  advancement  of  civilization  and 
peace,  but  to  uphold  those  men  who  had 
done  justice  to  the  cause  of  freedom,  and 
were  anxious  to  promote  every  liberal 
measure.  What  was  the  estimation  in 
which  the  Government  of  this  country, 
and  more  especially  the  character  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  was  held  m  France?  He 
would  refer  to  a  speech  which  was  recently 
made  by  one  who  was  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies.  M. 
Berryer,  when  speaking  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  said  of  Lord  Pal- 
merston,  that  it  was  true  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  a  friend  to  France,  he  was 
not  a  friend  of  his  (M.  Berrycr's)  country ; 
but,  nevertheless,  that  noble  Lord  had 
done  much  for  England.  He  had  estab- 
lished her  naval  and  military  honour,  and 
her  commercial  renown ;  her  flag  had  beeo 


«lf 


Cof{/Umci  in 


{COMMONS} 


ike  MMUnf-^ 


M6 


raited  by  bim  in  the  wetti  and  in  the 
north ;  in  the  east,  and  in  the  soiith ;  he 
had  carried  on  negotiationa  with  foreign 
Oouttlrifes  which  had  established  the  peace 
of  £ttfepe,  and  while  France  was  foiled, 
France  was  conqiiered«  England  by  hit 
policy  and  talent  was  placed  at  the  head 
of  Europe.  That  was  the  character  gi?en 
by  a  French  senator  of  the  noUe  Lord 
wno  displayed  such  talent  in  the  cause  of 
yirtne  and  in  the  cautfe  of  his  couatrfi 
and  yet  there  sat  the  right  hon«  Baronet 
and  his  friends,  the  calumniators  of  the 
noble  Lord|  regardless  of  the  high  deeds 
be  had  achieved,  by  which  he  bad  done 
honour  to  his  country  and  to  his  Queedi 
and  had  upheld  the  liberties  of  the  people^ 
And  why  did  they  calumniate  him  ?  Be« 
cause  he  and  his  colleagues  were  anxious 
to  supply  the  wantSi  the  necessities^  and 
comforts  of  alL  When  such  men  fall 
they  will  fall  like  honest  men ;  and  when 
they  do  fall  and  their  priuciples  fall,  then 
nay  we  bid  adieu  to  the  rights  and  liber- 
ties of  the  people,  and  the  honour  and 
prerogati?es  of  the  Crown.  For  both  I 
am  ready  to  liti  up  my  voice,  to  draw  my 
aword,  and  shed  my  blood. 

Lord  Teignmoulh :  Sir,-^I  will  not  re* 
fuse  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  the  merit  to  which  he 
lays  claim  of  uncorrupted  patriotism :  nor 
will  1  dispute  with  him  the  exclusive 
statesmanship  to  which  he  pretends :  but 
this  I  must  assert,  and  probably  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre« 
tary  for  the  Colonies,  that  notwithstanding 
his  abiliiies,  and  his  ardour  characteristic 
of  the  people  to  which  he  belongs,  and  of 
which  he  represents  a  large  constituency, 
his  speech  has  proved  but  an  ebullition  of 
party  spirit,  and  has  not  contained  a  single 
argument  calculated  to  resist  the  resolution 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  or  to  uphold  the  tottering  con- 
dition of  her  Majesty'i  Government.  Nor, 
although 

"  WHh  a  withering  look 
He  the  war-denoundng  trumpet  took,** 

has  he  in  any  degree  roused  his  party 
from  the  uninterrupted  desponoency 
which  has  marked  the  speeches  of  all  who 

8 receded  him  on  the  same  side.  The  ad- 
resses  of  the  two  Cabinet  Ministers  who 
have  defended  the  Qovemment«  exhibited 
a  singular  discrepancy.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Secretary  at  War, 
COntonded  that  the  measures  of  Ministers 


shonld  not  be  uined  as  ground  of  oon- 
fidence  or  of  distrust ;  that  the  inpnlaiioii 
dr  failure  of  these,  originated  in  the  WMk* 
ness  of  Government,  and  that  this  week- 
oees  had  necessarily  resulted  ftom  the 
equalisation  of  the  balance  of  parties 
produced  by  the  Refora  Bill,  and  that  no 
Government  could  possibly  poeseis  the 
strength  which  might  be  looked  for  bg 
some,  constituted  as  the  House  of  Cooa*- 
mons  had  become  by  thai  measuie.  Bc^ 
fore  concluding  the  observations  with 
which  I  will  trouble  the  House,  I  will 
notice  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Frienll 
on  the  effect  of  the  Reform  Bill :  in  the 
meantime  I  allude  to  his  argument  with  a 
view  to  contrasting  it  with  that  of  hiaeot 
league  the  right  boo*  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control.  That  hon*  Baronet  did 
not  abandon  the  defence  of  themeaanraa 
of  Governments  on  the  contrary,  he  chal- 
lenged, in  favour  of  several  which  he 
enumerated  the  approbatiou  of  the  House. 
Of  the  two  different  couraea  pursued  by 
the  hon.  Gentlemen,  I  am  diapoeed  to  pre- 
fer that  of  the  right  hon«  Baronet.  I  will 
not  deny  the  merit  of  some  of  the  mea- 
sures of  Government ;  for  aome  of  thoee 
for  the  support  of  Uie  Esublished  Choceb, 
and  the  Amendment  of  the  Poor  Law ; 
the  noble  Lord,  as  the  head  of  her  Majes- 
ty's Government  in  this  House  deeervea 
the  highest  praises  and  above  all.  Sir,  for 
the  noble  stand  which  he  made  last  Session 
in  defence  of  the  privileges  of  this  Honee, 
or  rather  of  the  integrity  of  the  Constittt- 
tion,  he  was  entitled  to  immortal  honour. 
But  the  passing  of  some  good  meaantes 
does  not  prove  that  the  Ministry  have  en- 
joyed the  confidence  of  the  House  t  it 
proves  only  that  they  were  met,  not  by  n 
factious  opposition,  but  one,  on  the  con- 
trary, read  V  to  afford  a  cordial  support  to 
any  of  a  beneficial  tendencv*  In  regard 
to  Church  questions,  did  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  merit  the  coofidenoe  of 
the  House  ?  what  had  been  its  opinion 
respecting  the  Appropriation  Clanse  ?  bad 
not  the  House  repudiated  it  ?  A  BMition 
was  brought  forward  some  nights  ago  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leioestert  deckling 
that  the  exaction  of  the  payment  of 
Churcb-ratea  from  persons  not  professing 
the  dootruies  of  the  Church  waa  a  viola- 
tion of  the  principles  of  civil  and  religioua 
liberty^  This  proposition,  striking  at  the 
root  of  the  Establishment,  was  oppoasd 
on  that  ground,  by  the  noUe  Lm  the 
Secretary  for  the  QdoDies.     Hon  wtf  ho 
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iii|ipoited  on  that  ocowion  ?   by  only^iw 
MtimlMra  on  his  side  of  the  Houie,  who 
iMre  nol  in  olluM  of  chMely  allied  to  Mem- 
bera  in  office.    The  hoD«  Gentleman  who 
hnt  apoke,  confined  hit  defence  of  the 
(iovarnment  to  their  policy  in  regard  to 
Ireland.    The  Miniaters  had  propoMd  two 
most  important  maasores  in  reference  to 
thai  country }   the  Appropriation  ClauBe, 
to  which   I  hate  juat  alinded,  and  the 
eianse  of  the  Reghitration  Bill  for  loweN 
ing  the  fhmchiae.    These^   in   the  esti- 
mation of  my  hon.  Friend,  wonid  hate 
been    very    salutary;     I,    on  the   con- 
trary, think  they  would  have  proved  most 
miichte^ouS  :  the  oa6  striking  at  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Church  Establtshmenti  the 
other  tending  to  subvert  the  civil  consti- 
tution of  the  Government.    But  the  ques- 
tioOi  ao  far  as  the  confidence  of  the  Monse 
is  ittvoifed,  is  not  as  to  the  opinion  whibh 
the  houb  Member  or  myself  may  hold 
tespecting  these  measures,  but  as  to  that 
of  the  House  respecting  them.   Now,  they 
w«B  both  condemned  and  rejected  by  tlia 
House,  and,  therefore,  the  degree  ^f  coh- 
fidinoe  which  the  House  has  extended  to 
the  Minlstara,  must  bo  estimated  not  by 
dm  measures  which  they  ha?e  actually 
adopted  under  the  cheek  and  control  of 
a  vigilant  Gonservatife  Opposition,  but  by 
those  whioh  they  would  nava  introduced 
had  they  been  permitted  to  carry  out  their 
own  scheme  of  misgovemment.    Thus  as* 
liflMiting  the  feeling  of  the  HousCi  its  want 
of  confidence  in  the  Irish  polict  of  the  Qo- 
fcrmnent  has  been  nnequivoCaily  declared. 
Tfaetfc  is  another  and  priacipal  ground  on 
whioh  the  Ministry  haVe  fbrfeitm  iho  con- 
fidence of  the  House,  the  administratbn  | 
of  the  finances.    From  the  moment  of 
their  accession  to  office,  thay  abandoned 
the  old»  wholeeome  system  of  the  Con- 
•ervative  GoTernmeni,  that  of  maintaining 
a  aurpius  of  the  income  over  expenditure, 
and  aubatitttted  for  It  one  absolutely  reck- 
less and  profligate.    It  ia  true  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend)  the  Chancellor  of  the 
£^hequer,  baa  produced  a  Budset ;  but 
waa  this  calcnlated  to  make  good  the  fi- 
nancial deficiency  t   was  it  bronght  for- 
ward with  a  view  to  its  being  carried? 
Did  not  tho  noble  Lordi  the  Secretary  for 
Ibe  Gfdonies,  on  tho  very  night  of  the 
qneation  of  the  sugar  duties,  anticipate 
the  diacossibn  by  a  speech)  the  taletit  of 
which  baa  deservedly  received  the  highest 
commendation,  but  which  was  precisely 
calcnlated  to  dafcat  the  immediate  object 


of  securing  the  realisation  of  income,  If 
that  Indeed  had  been  the  object  of  Go- 
vernment? On  the  contrary  did  nol 
that  speech  embroil  the  whole  discnssloil 
by  the  Inttoduction  into  it  of  all  possible 
topics?  and  had  it  not  consequently 
proved  a  debate  **  de  cmnibus  Yebu$  at 
qwibusdam  aliis"  Notwithstanding  nil 
the  efibrts  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  to  restrict  it  within  Its  propel 
limits?  But  the  Budget  has  broken 
down ;  tor,  though  as  i  understand  the 
noble  Lord  intends  bringing  forward  his 
proposed  alteration  in  the  corn  duties,  the 
whole  sum,  which  he  hopes  io  obtain, 
should  that  scheme  be  successful,  wCtiM 
provide  but  for  a  very  small  portion  of  the 
deficiency*  I  will  not  enter  Into  the  fo 
reign  policy  of  the  Government  fbrther 
than  to  observe,  that  their  measores  Were 
forced  upon  them  by  a  vicious  system  of 
finance.  We  arc  opposed  to  powerfol 
nations  subject  to  weak  Goyemments,  who 
look  to  the  sinews  of  our  warfare ;  and 
whose  hostile  disposition  and  lAenaces 
Increase  etactly  in  proportion  to  the  inad^ 
equacy  of  our  pecuniary  resources,  and  it 
Would  hate  proved  a  far  wiser  and  less 
expensive  course,  bad  MiUisters,  by  a 
prudent  management  of  our  means,  and  up* 
holding  the  financial  eredit  of  the  country, 
prevented  the  necessity  of  taking  up  arms 
or  increasing  our  instruments  of  defelice, 
than  by  appealing  to  our  aoldieie  and  our 
sailors  for  the  vindication  of  our  national 
honour,  and  protection  of  our  national  in- 
terests* On  the  subject  of  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  two  questions  have  been 
brought  forward,  materially  aflhcting  Its 
preit^tlve  and  dignity,  one  respecting  the 
income  of  the  prince  consort.    On  that 

Juestion,  the  noble  Lord  declared,  that 
lie  refusal  of  the  sum  asked  for,  would  be 
an  insult  to  royalty :  yet,  notwithstanding 
this  assertion,  the  House  had  refected  the 
noble  Lord's  proposition  by  a  large  ma-^ 
jority.  The  second  occurred  the  other 
night,  on  the  motion  of  the  hon<  Member 
for  Finsbury,  which  the  noble  Lord  stead* 
fastly  opposed  with  just  ground,  of  its 
being  a  direct  invasion  of  ttie  royal  pre- 
rogative. How  many  Members  did  the 
noble  Lord  muster  in  the  division ,  ex^ 
cepting  those  in  office,  or  nearly  connected 
with  those  in  office?  only  seven :  just  the 
number,  which  previous  to  the  Reform  Bill, 
a  single  nobleman  could  command,  who  was 
thus  enabled,  aa  it  was  said  by  Lord  Grey, 
to  approach  the  mittisur  of  the  day  with 
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the  intelligible,  '<  We  are  seven.*'  But 
the  Ministers  rely  on  votes  of  confidence^ 
as  indicative  of  the  support  of  the  House ; 
that  which  they  secured  during  the  last 
Session,  and  that  to  which  they  now  as- 
pire. With  regard  to  the  former,  it  is 
true,  (hat  Ministers  gained  a  noajority  of 
twenty-one;  but  what  was  the  result? 
That  their  followers  availed  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  afforded  to  them  by  the 
votes  they  had  given  on  that  occasion,  to 
withdraw  their  support  on  other  questions, 
and  thus  to  withhold  that  very  confidence 
which  they  had  professedly  tendered.  The 
Ministers'  hope  of  a  majority  on  the  pre* 
sent  renewal  of  the  question  of  confidence, 
depends  on  the  course  pursued  by  the  no- 
ble Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire, 
and  those  who  act  with  him.  In  regard 
to  that  course,  that  noble  Lord  and  his 
Friends  appear  to  roe  more  dangerous  po- 
litical characters  than  the  Ministers  them- 
selves. The  Ministers  have  brought  for- 
ward  some  apology  for  a  Budget,  whilst 
these  Gentlemen  reject  it,  deprive  the 
Government  of  its  only  alleged  means  of 
maintaining  the  financial  credit  of  the 
country  by  providing  for  a  large  and 
growing  deficiency  and  still  repose  their 
confidence  in  that  very  Government.  I 
should  think  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  would  himself  deprecate 
such  friends,  and  not  desire  such  support 
of  the  tottering  fabric  of  his  Government. 

Non  tali  auxilio :  non  defensoribus  istis. 

There  are  two  courses  open  to  the  no- 
ble Lord,  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
on  the  failure  of  his  present  scheme,  either 
to  resign  the  administration  of  affairs,  or 
to  dissolve  the  Parliament.  I  will  advert 
only  to  the  latter.  In  resorting  to  that 
alternative,  does  the  noble  Lord  expect, 
that  his  budget  will  be  calmly  and  deli- 
berately considered  by  the  country  ?  Is 
not  the  discussion  which  has  already  taken 
place  in  the  House  upon  parts  of  it,  but  a 
sample  of  what  may  be  expected  in  the 
more  general  debate  whicn  will  prevail 
amidst  the  distractions  of  a  general  elec- 
tion ?  Will  the  people  consider  the  merits 
of  the  several  propositions  submitted  to 
them  7  Will  they  need  the  cry  of  cheap 
bread,  cheap  timber»  and  cheap  sugar? 
No,  they  will  regard  these  as  good  in 
themselvea,  but  inasmuch  as  they  are  ten* 
dered  by  a  Whig  Government  only  as 
additional  items  in  the  catalogue  of  broken 
promiiaa  and  additional  inducements  to 


distrust.  What,  then,  is  the  ob|ect  of 
the  noble  Lord  f  Is  it  that  perceivisg  th« 
failure  of  his  schemes,  and  discovering, 
that  he  has  entangled  himself  inextricably 
in  a  web  of  his  own  contrivance,  be  has 
at  length  found  it  necessary  to  abandon 
his  system  of  trick  and  truckling ;  and, 
mindful  of  the  austerer  virtues  and  man- 
lier resolution  of  an  unfortunate  ancestor, 
he  has  determined,  if  possible,  to  avert  the 
contempt  of  the  country,  by  doing  some- 
thing to  merit  its  execration?  Has  be 
adopted  as  his  rule  of  conduct  the  advice 
of  the  poet— 

"Aude  aliquid  brevibus  Gyaris    et  carcere 

diguum. 
Si  Tis  esse  aliqnem." 

The  Ministers  have  claimed  credit  for 
the  little  agitation  which  has  been  excited 
bv  their  appeal  to  the  passions  of  the  pe(^ 
pie ;  but  for  this  they  deserve  no  thanks, 
as  there  are  few  parts  of  the  country  in 
which  attempts  have  not  been  made  to 
rouse  popular  feeling,  however  sig- 
nally they  may  have  failed.  What,  then, 
is  the  prospect  afforded  by  a  dissolution  of 
Pariiament?.  I  have  alluded  to  the  opin- 
ion expressed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Secretary  at  War,  respecting  the  ope- 
mtion  of  the  Reform  Bill,  as  preclttding 
the  possibility  of  strong  Government.  1 
will  not,  however,  for  one,  despair  of  that 
measure.  Observing  the  stale  of  public 
feeling,  and  perceiving  the  growing  con- 
viction, that  it  is  impossible  to  carry  on 
any  plan  of  Government  under  present 
circumstances,  I  cannot  help  inaolging 
the  sanguine  hope,  that  men  of  moderate 
opinions  are  disposed  to  waive  some  points 
or  disagreement,  with  a  view  to  the  sttp« 
port  of  a  better  system ;  that  the  next 
Parliament  will  consist  more  decidedly  of 
those,  on  the  one  hand,  who  are  desir- 
ous of  maintaining,  and  of  those,  on  the 
other,  who  would  subvert  the  Constitution  ; 
and  that  the  numerous  dau  to  which  I 
have  just  referred,  will  swell  the  Cooserv. 
ative  phalanx,  and  rally  anmnd  the  stand* 
ard  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet  below  me* 
With  regard  to  the  state  of  public  feeling 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbiiry 
dissents,  I  can  only  say,  that  representing 
as  I  do  a  large  constituency,  I  have  been 
sometimes  surprised  at  the  mode  in  which 
that  hon.  Member  occasionallv  misreprc* 
sents  the  feelings  of  the  people.  I  have 
lately  received  three  deputations  from  the 
Chartists  of  Blarylebone,  oommandiogi  aa 
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tbey  allege,  600  votes,  whose  language 
was,  that  they  preferred  the  Tories  to  the 
Whigs,  inasmuch  as  the  former  would  do 
something,  whilst  the  Whigs  would  do 
nothing,  for  the  goodjof  the  people.  I  do 
not  doubt  the  result  of  an  appeal  to  the 
nation,  and  trust,  that  with  God's  bless* 
ing,  it  will  produce  a  stable,  vigorous,  and 
efficient  Government.  Sir,  the  first  occa- 
sion, about  three  years  ago,  on  which  I 
had  the  honour  of  addressing  the  House 
on  any  public  business,  I  stated  my  want 
of  confidence  in  her  Majesty's  present 
Government.  I  have  seen  nothing  dur- 
ing the  period  which  has  since  elapsed,  to 
alter,  but,  on  the  contrary,  much  to  con- 
firm  that  opinion.  I  avail  myself  of  the 
last  opportunity  which  I  shall  probably 
enjoy  of  addressing  a  British  House  of 
Commons  to  repeat  the  declaration  of  my 
distrust  in  the  Administration  of  the  no- 
ble Lord,  and  to  express  the  satisfaction 
which  I  feel  at  the  prospect  of  his  dynasty 
drawing  to  its  close. 

Mr.  Ingham^  although  he  agreed  with 
much  that  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord, 
could  not  vote  in  favour  of  the  resolution 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth. 
His  reasons  might  not  be  so  satisfactory  to 
the  other  side  as  his  vote ;  but  as  he  had 
not  the  honour  of  being  admitted  to  either 
party,  he  was  the  better  able  to  look  at  a 
question  of  this  kind  impartially.  The 
proposition  consisted  of  two  parts: — the 
first  was,  that  the  present  Ministers  had 
not  the  power  to  carry  into  effect  mea- 
sures essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  State, 
and  by  voting  the  affirmative,  he  should 
not  more  emphatically  mark  his  opinion 
than  he  had  done  already  in  supporting 
the  recent  motion  of  the  noble  Member  for 
Liverpool,  and  on  other  similar  occasions. 
The  second  branch  of  the  proposition  was, 
that  the  present  Government,  not  having 
been  able  to  carry  their  measures  into 
efTcHTt,  by  continuing  to  hold  office,  were 
guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution.  The  House  was  thus  called 
upon  to  lay  down  an  important  constitu- 
tional maxim,  and  to  express  an  opinion 
nakedly,  and  in  the  abstract.  He  could 
not  give  his  assent  to  the  statement,  that 
Ministers  had  been  guilty  of  a  violation 
of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  If  he 
thought  that  Ministers  would  continue  in 
office,  in  defiance  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  after  the  people  had  been 
duly  appealed  to — if  he  thought  that  they 
wouki  continue  in  office  after  the  people 


had  been  legitimately  called  upon  to  ex- 
press their  opinion,  he  should  most  cer« 
tainly  vote  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.     But  both  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  and   the 
right   hon.   Member  for  Edinburgh,  the 
first  impliedly,  and    the   last  distinctly, 
had  produced  in  his  mind   a  conviction 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Ministers,  in 
due  time,  to  make  their  appeal  to  the 
constituency  of  the  kingdom.     The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  in  language 
which  he  (Mr.  Ingham)  had  been  sorry  to 
hear  from   a  Cabinet  Minister,  had  said 
that  he  hoped  to  revive  the  spirit  of  1831, 
He  assumed,  therefore,  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  upon  the  point.     Could  he 
say,  then,  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  because  a  Mi^ 
nister,  hitherto  enjoying  the  confidence  of 
the  Crown,   remained  at  his  post,  until 
he  saw  that  the  sense  of  the  nation  was 
against  him  ?    If  the  Government  thought 
that  the  people  were  in  their  favour,  they 
were  quite  right  in  continuing  where  they 
were,  and  in  going  to  the  country.     He 
understood  that  they  would  persevere  no 
longer  than  the  constituency  would  sup- 
port them ;  but  first,  they  wished  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  stating  their  sentiments 
fully  and  freely,  that  the  country  might 
know  what  they  had  to  expect.  He  looked 
upon  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt  as  heroic 
when  he  adhered  to  the  Crown,  and  would 
not  abandon  his  post,  as  long  as  he  was 
supported  by  the  nation.     It  was  not  for 
him  to  say,  that  such  conduct  was  a  vioo 
lation  of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution; 
but  if,  after  an  appeal  to  the  constituency 
of  this  realm.  Ministers  did  not  accomplish 
what  they  expected,  then,  indeed,  they 
incurred  a  heavy  responsibility.     During 
the   present  Session    he    had   frequently 
been  constrained  to  give  his  vote  against 
Ministers,  sometimes  not  without  pain  and 
regret,  so  that,  at  all  events,  in  what  he 
now  said,  it  could  not  be  urged  that  he 
was   biassed  in  their  favour.    His  own 
opinion  was,  that  Ministers  would  be  dis*- 
appointed  in  their  appeal  to  the  nation. 
There  was  an  extreme  distaste   in  the 
country  to  continue  agitation,  and  he  ap* 
prehenUed  that  the  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers returned,  would  be  persons  who  would 
be  united  in  one  cause— that  of  promoting 
and  securing  public  tranquillity,  and  of 
supporting  the  existing  laws  against  those 
who  were  anxious  to  bewilder  the  people 
with  hopeless  projects,  and  to  dazsle  them 
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with  promises  never  intended  to  be  real« 
iied.  The  right  hoo.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh had  stated*  that  if  be  were  disap* 
pointed  by  the  result  of  an  eleotioo,  he 
should  retire  into  opposition,  content  with 
having  discharged  his  duty.  He  (Mr. 
Ingham)  apprehended  that  the  right  hpn. 
Gentleman's  patriotism  would  be  put  to 
the  test ;  but  while  he  objected  to  the  oiea* 
sures  of  Ministers,  he  did  not  think  that 
their  course  had  yet  been  unconstitutional, 
and  he  could  not  therefore  vote  for  the 
resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tern  worth. 

Mr.  Hutt  bad  listened  with  great  satis- 
faction to  the  speech  just  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Shields.  The 
resolution,  and  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were^  in  factj  sufficiently  an- 
swered by  the  notorious  fact  that  Govern- 
ment intended  to  appeal  to  the  country  as 
soon  as  the  necessary  business  of  the  Ses- 
sion had  been  concluded,  and,  in  his  opin- 
ion»  they  would  pursue  a  course  injurious  to 
the  qoostitution,  and  dangerous  to  the  pub* 
lie  welfarci  if  they  abandoned  office  merely 
because  the  right  lion.  Baronet  thought  fit  to 
ppppse  a  resolution  of  want  of  confidence. 
If  Miuisters  were  defeated  iq  the  House, 
th^  spirit  of  the  constitution  required,  that 
they  should  appeal  to  the  countrv  for  its 
opinion,  on  the  line  of  policy  tb^y  had 
pursued,    Mr,  Pitt  was  defeated  fourteen 

^mes  in  as  many  succesaive  dirisioqf,  and 

y^t  bis  appeal  tp  the  country  was  consi- 
dered a  sufficient  justi^cation  for  hi#  re- 
maifiing  in  olSee.  If,  then,  the  view  taV^n 
by  Mr,  Pitt  were  sound,  what  bef  ame  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon,.  GeqtIemAp 
Qpp9sita?  It  had  been  said,  that  the  pre** 
sent  Governm^ut  had  lost  the  qonfideoee 
of  thd  country.  That  was  a  point  which 
woi|ld  be  far  more  satisfactorily  settled  at 
the  ensuing  electionS|  when  the  fiat  of  the 
people  shoiild  be  pronounced^  than  by  the 
opinjpn  of  any  individual  in  that  House, 
lH>wever  respectable  that  individual  might 
be^^or  however  much  his  ppiniou  might 
tie  QiHi^^d  {f>  consideration.  But  hip  qpm- 
ion  VM»  that  if  h^  Majesty's  Povernment 
bad  in  any  degree  lost  the  confidence  of 
the  country,  it  was  because  they  had  not 
brought  for^iard  %X  an  earlier  period  those 
great  nveasures  of  commercial  reform  which 
the  right  hoq.  Baronet  had  npw  succeeded 
in  defeating.  The  people  were,  no  doubt, 
discontented,  and  they  had  reason  to  be 
discontented,  with  the  Reform  Bill  and 
with  the  different  Governments  since  its 


passing,  when  they  yaw,  that  those  very 
monopolies  which  were  so  grievous  bad 
remained  for  so  long  a  time  imtouohed. 
And  so  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  a 
change  were  all  parties,  that  he  believed 
the  only  real  difference  between  the  right 
hon^  Baronet  opposite  and  the  prssent 
Government  was,  that  whereas  they 
brought  forward  these  measures  at  a  time 
that  they  would  be  acceptable  to  the  pub- 
lic, whilst  he  would  postpone  them  till 
they  had  lost  all  their  grace  and  a  great 
portion  of  their  benefit.  He  wishMt  to 
speak  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  alt 
the  respect  which  he  sincerely  entertained, 
but  the  misfortune  was,  that  the  right  hoo. 
Bsionet  had  not  ventured  to  act  upon  his 
own  feelings  in  oonseqnenoe  of  the  ties  of 
party  which  fettered  him ;  he  feared  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  confiding  to 
party  what  was  meant  for  the  country; 
and  he  thought,  that  it  would  be  said  in 
af\er  times,  that  he  had  been  engaged  in 
opposition  to  measures  eFhioh  he  miist  nl* 
timately  promote,  and  that  when  he  did 
at  last  bring  them  forward,  he  would  be 
deserted  by  the  very  party  for  whom  he 
had  saqrificed  present  popularity  and  fis- 
ture  respect.  Ho  was  satisfied,  that  the 
present  measures  must  ultimately  succeed. 
Unrestricted  trade^  although  it  was  not 
now  fashipeable  in  that  House,  was  the 
ancient  principle  of  ^pgland ;  when  she 
first  iQ^e  to  egiipeiHse*  she  |iad  deqlared, 
that  h^r  ports  were  open  fO  the  whole 
world,  and  he  could  not  but  tlimlc,  thai 
the  proposals  now  brought  forward,  al- 
though cir^ umstAUOMCono^rred  in  making 
them  temptvarily  faily  would  rally  round 
the  Government  the  strong  opinions  of  the 
people,  and  be  willingly  adopod  in  a  future 

Parliament. 

Vjscpunt  Sando^  said,  that  whatevef 
gratiQpation  the  bon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  might  derive  from 
the  vote  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sooth  Shields  (Mr,  Ingham),  the  appli* 
cation  9f  the  reasguing  of  that  hon.  Mem* 
b^r  would  afford,  in  his  opinion,  but  little 
satisfaction  to  the  Membefs  of  her  Majes* 
ty'f  GoTernmeqt.  He  knew  the  boo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  distinguished  for 
his  high  attainments,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  must  say,  that  his  speocb  evinced  a 
subtlety  of  rea^oi^ing  far  more  suited  to 
the  closet  than  to  the  practical  affairs  of 
life.  The  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
had  justifiied  the  maintenance  of  office  by  - 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  on  one  ground 
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oBly«  He  admitted,  that  they  were  una* 
ble  to  earry  certain  measuret  which  they 
thought  eMeetial  to  the  welfare  of  the 
cooatry,  but  he  juBti6ed  their  reteotion  of 
office  on  the  ground  of  a  dissolution  of 
which  the  House  at  present  knew  nothing, 
and  on  its  result,  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself  said  was  not  only 
problematical,  but  which  he  thought  would 
be  unsuccessful.  Now,  what  did  the 
House  know  of  this  talked  of  dissolution  ? 
If  they  knew  anything — if  they  could  de> 
rive  aqy  knowledge  from  the  act«  of  the 
Government — it  wss  thisi  that  they  would 
continne  to  discharge  the  functions  of  a 
Government  as  long  as  that  House  per-* 
mitted  theip — ^for,  though  beaten  on  one 
item  of  their  Budget,  they  contentedly 
brought  forward  another,  and  it  was  only 
when  the  present  resolution  was  proposed^ 
that  the  Honse  had  obtained  from  them 
something  like  the  glimmering  of  a  disso- 
lution, and  bad  not  even  yet  obtained  from 
them  any  positive  assuranee  that  they  were 
not  prepared  to  continue  that  course  of 
hemilialion  to  which  they  bad  for  some 
time  be^i  subiecting  themselves  by  re- 
taining office  without  the  power  to  carry 
their  measures*  For  his  own  part,  he  felt 
no  difficulty  as  to  the  course  which  he 
should  pursue.  He  felt  a  want  of  coofi- 
deuce  io  bar  M^esty's  Miaistera  on  almost 
every  point*  and,  if  any  one  point  more 
than  another  oould  induce  him  to  proclaim 
thii  Wftnt  of  'confidence,  it  waa  that  they 
came  down  Io  that  House  at  a  time  when 
coaMpeicB  was  labouring  under  great  diffi* 
oulliea,  find  selected  that  preoiaa  moment 
to  abake  and  confound  every  branch  of 
comipefce  by  a  veriei  of  propositions  whkrh 
they  had  never  hoped,  and,  probably,  ntn 
ver  inteodedf  or  wished  to  carry*  With 
regard  to  the  sngar  duties  and  the  timber 
duties,  it  was  scarcely  poasible  they  could 
hav0  eipected  to  carry  theon ;  and  as  to 
the  Corn-laws,  the  Ministers  themselves 
oonfesaad  when  they  propoied  the  altera-* 
tion  that  they  did  not  expect  to  carry  it. 
Waa  it,  then,  oomiuoo  sense,  wai  it  cpm^ 
men  honeaty,  on  an  occasion  like  the  pron 
sent,  when  the  commerce  of  the  country 
was  in  such  a  state,  to  eome  down  \fi  that 
House  and  plunge  the  con^mercial,  agri« 
cultural,  maqvfactiiring,  aad  monetary  in^ 
tereata  of  the  eofintry  into  confusion,  by. 
throwing  down  the  apple  of  discord  among 
diffeient  classee,  in  the  face  of  their  own 
deqlaration  that  they  were  qneations  which 
ought  not  to  be  mooted  without  a  certainty 


of  their  being  carried  ?  Those  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  that  House  might  per- 
haps say  they  were  not  responsible  for  the 
debates  in  the  other  House  of  Parliaraeqts 
but  they  oould  not  evade  a  responsibility 
for  the  declarations  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  That 
Prime  Minister  had,  indeed,  attempted  to 
explain  away  the  declaration  that  he  made 
last  year,  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  mad< 
ness  in  any  person  to  touch  the  Corn-laws 
by  some  limitation  of  time  and  circum-^ 
stances ;  but  he  had  not  attempted,  nor 
could  he,  explain  awsy  another  declare* 
ration  which  he  then  made,  that  it  was  a 
subject  which  ought  not  to  be  touched 
witiiout  there  was  a  moral  certainty  of  its 
being  carried.  That  certainty  not  only 
the  Ministers  had  not,  but  they  were  cer* 
tain  of  the  contrary.  A  Government  which 
was  guilty  of  such  a  dereliction  of  duty  as 
this,  whatever  might  be  its  other  merits, 
was  a  Government  which  was  not  fit  to  be 
trusted  with  the  management  of  the  great 
commercial  interests  of  the  nation.  As  to 
the  sugar  duties,  he  did  not  know  how 
the  Government  could  possibly  suppose, 
that  those  who  under  circnmstanees  of 
greater  temptation  last  year  resisted  the 
proposed  change  should  this  year  have  aa<» 
seated  to  it ;  or  what  right  they  had  to^ 
expect  that  a  Government  avowedly  w«ak 
could  succeed  this  year  in  carrying  a  meai- 
sure  which  last  Session  they  haid  most 
resolutely  opposed.  He  did  not  wisk. 
particularly  to  recur  to  the  sugar  queaT 
tion;  hot  as  he  had  no  opportunity  of 
replying  on  that  occasion,  and  aa  he  had 
been  so  taunted  with  mock  humanity  and 
hypeorisy,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  last  night  bad  again  taunted 
him,  and  all  those  who  had  voted  with 
him,  with  hypocrisy,  he  begged  to  remind, 
that  right  hon.  Member  and  his  coUeaguea 
that  they  last  year  resisted  the  selfsame 
motion  on  the  selbame  grounds ;  and. 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to 
say,  that  all  honest  and  right  feeling  was« 
confined  to  the  MinUterial  benches,  and. 
that  those  who  opposed  the  meaaures  of 
the  Governmeet  must  necessarily  be  hyn. 
pocrites,  why,  he  should  like  to  know,  waa 
be  to  be  denounced  as  a  hypocrite  for  this 
year  retainipg  the  opioiont  and  the  policy . 
which  he  expressed  last  year,  aqd  which 
last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  colleagues  also  maintained  ?  Hypoc^ 
risy.  indeed  I  The  Government  now  ap« 
peahid  to  the  miseries  of  the  people.  Why,, 
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if  this  had  ^weight  with  them,  why  did 
they  not  bnog  forward  their  plan  last 
year,  when  the  price  of  sugar  was  very 
high  ?  Why  were  they  silent  last  year  as 
to  the  misery  of  the  people^  and  only  availed 
themselves  of  this  plea  when  sugar  was  so 
much  cheaper,  and  consequently  more 
easily  within  the  reach  of  the  consumers  ? 
He  had  also  been  taunted  with  the  course 
which  the  Anti-slavery  Society  of  Liver- 
pool had  taken  on  this  question.  He 
lamented  that  course,  and  he  thought  it 
a  melancholy  chapter  in  political  history  ; 
but  what  was  the  first  anticipation  of  the 
society  in  London,  and  of  those  who  had 
usually  guided  and  expressed  the  feelings 
of  the  anti-slavery  body  throughout  Eng- 
land ?  Their  expression  of  opinion  was  in 
accordance  with  the  resolution  he  had  the 
honour  to  propose,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  sentiments  so  eloquently  expressed 
bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
T^ower  Hamlets.  But  a  few  days  after- 
wards some  of  the  ardent  supporters  of 
the  Government  were  induced  to  step  in 
to  the  rescue,  and  by  intrigue  and  ar- 
rangement a  resolution  was  passed,  sacri- 
ficing the  principles  of  former  years  to  the 
purposes  of  political  partizanship,  and  for 
the  first  time  it  was  declared  by  an  Anti- 
slavery  Society,  that  the  best  way  to  put 
down  slavery  was  to  submit  free- grown 
sugar  to  the  utmost  possible  competition. 
And  what  was  the  state  of  the  Anti-slavery 
Society  of  Liverpool  at  that  time  ?  After 
the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  our  colo- 
nies, that  society  had  dwindled  away,  and 
many  of  its  most  active  members  had  dis- 
continued their  attendance,  considering 
the  object  bad  been  already  accomplished* 
A  few  members  who  attached  more  im- 
portance to  the  introduction  of  Brazilian 
sugar  than  to  the  consummation  of  the 
great  experiment  of  emancipation,  assem- 
bled together  the  crumbs  of  the  whole 
society,  and  passed  a  resolution  in  the 
name  of  the  Liverpool  Anti-slavery  Society 
which  he  had  been  assured  by  several  of 
the  old  and  most  influential  members  of 
that  association,  did  not  express  the  sen- 
timents of  the  anti-slavery  body  in  Liver- 
pool; and  he  had  with  him  two  letters 
from  parties  well  acquainted  with  the 
feelings  of  that  body,  expressing  the  deep- 
est regret  that  such  a  resolution  should 
have  been  carried.  And  this  was  the 
way  in  which  these  Ministerial  demon- 
strations were  got  up ;  and  it  might  teach 
them  what  reliance  was  to  be  placed  upon 


declarations  so  evidently  opposed  to  those 
great  principles  which  the  anti-slavery 
body  had  for  so  many  years  consistently 
advocated.  That  very  morning  a  Bir- 
mingham paper  had  fallen  into  his  hands, 
in  a  corner  of  which  he  had  found  a  letter 
to  the  editor  of  the  Standard^  dated  May 
19,  signed  ''  Charles  Sturge"  (the  name 
of  Sturge  was  pretty  well  known  in  that 
House,  in  connection  with  the  anti*slavery 
party),  in  which  the  writer  stated-— 

•*  Sir — After  the  manner  in  which  my  bro- 
ther, Joseph  Sturge,  is  mentioned  in  the 
Standard  or  yesterday,  I  think  it  but  due  to 
him,  that  you  should  inform  your  numerous 
readers,  that  he  is  now  in  the  United  States, 
doing  all  in  his  power  to  assist  the  abolition- 
ists there ;  and  that,  if  in  England,  I  am  sure 
he  would  oppose,  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability, 
this  abominable  Whig  attempt  to  introduce 
slave-grown  sugar, 

''  I  am,  very  respectfully,  &c. 

''  CSARLES  StUBOE.'* 

There  was  not,  then,  a  universal  feeling 
among  the  an  ti- slavery  party  in  favoar  of 
the  introduction  of  slave-grown  sugar.  If 
he  really  wanted  any  evidence  of  the  misery 
under  which  the  country  was  labouring, 
in  consequence  of  a  Government  as  weak 
as  this  retaining  office,  not  after  a  single 
defeat,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Shields  seemed  to  suppose,  but 
after  they  had  found  their  numbers  pro- 
gressively diminishing— when  Parliament 
after  Parliament  saw  smaller  numbers 
returned  at  each  succeeding  gene- 
ral election,  whilst  each  single  elec- 
tion had  shown  the  growing  feeling  of  the 
eople,  that  the  Ministers  had  less  and 
ess  the  confidence  of  the  country.  [No, 
7U>  /]  He  would  find  it  in  recent  events 
in  that  House.  The  facts  were  notorious, 
out  of  twenty  seats  that  had  been  changed 
since  the  last  election,  sixteen  had  been 
decided  in  favour  of  the  Opposition, 
[ilfoney  did  it.]  Yes,  *'  money,  money  1" 
What  a  foolish  and  wretched  attempt  to 
explain  the  result.  It  was  just  such  a 
cry  as  a  gentleman  who  had  lost  his  elec- 
tion, made  use  of  on  the  hustings  to 
throw  dust  in  the  eyes  of  his  supporters, 
saying,  **  See  what  money  has  done  for 
the  opposition,  and  there  is  no  remedy 
for  this  but  the  ballot."  If  there  were 
corruption,  why  was  it  not  as  strong  in 
favour  of  the  (joverament,  as  it  was  sup. 
posed  to  be  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  ? 
And  why  not  ?  Were  they  more  scmpn- 
lotts  in  the  use  of  these  meatis  ?    Had 
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they  forgotten  St.  Albans?  Had  they 
forgotten  Stafford,  occupied  by  the  Attor- 
ney-general? Had  they  forgotten  New* 
ark,  occupied  by  the  Solicitor-general? 
Had  they  forgotten  Nottingham,  occupied 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control  ?  Had  they 
not  place  after  place,  showing  that  wher- 
ever money  was  wanted,  and  could  be 
spared,  it  would  be  used  ?  It  might  be 
true,  that  in  some  places  there  might 
have  been  corruption  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition  ;  but  in  many  in  which  it  was 
charged,  he  knew  that  it  had  not  been 
used  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
meath  (Mr.  Grattan)  who  talked  of  hav- 
ing actually  seen  the  money  in  the  hands 
in  some  of  the  electors  seemed  to  know 
little  of  the  ordinary  course  in  this  coun- 
try ;  he  must  have  relied  on  common  re- 
port, and  common  report  in  these  election 
matters  was  little  to  be  trusted.  With 
regard  to  the  vote  of  a  want  of  confidence, 
he  was  about  to  say,  that  if  anything  more 
strongly  showed  the  mischief  of  the  pre- 
sent weakness  of  the  Government,  it  was 
the  very  transaction  of  the  other  night. 
By  their  own  strength  they  could  not 
prevent  an  encroachment  on  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown ;  they  were  obliged  to 
depend  upon  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  and  if  they  by  any  mode  di- 
minished the  number  of  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  they  would  have 
no  means  or  power  to  defend  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown.  And  finally  he  thought 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  find  instances 
more  illustrative  of  the  evils  of  such  a 
Government  than  the  proceedings  of  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  during  which  the 
Government  had  obtained  their  principal 
addition  to  their  supporters  by  throwing 
overboard  every  principle  they  had  at 
some  time  or  other  supported,  to  obtain 
the  votes  of  a  party  that  was  not  attached 
to  them  by  any  community  of  principle, 
but  by  a  common  hatred  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite. 

Viscount  Morpeth  wished,  in  the  first 

f)laGey  to  express  his  approval  and  acknow- 
edgment  of  the  tone  and  moderation  of 
temper  in  which  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  submitted  this  reso- 
lution to  the  House  was  conceived.  Whe- 
ther the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  conceived  in  the 
same  vein — whether  he  had  shown  the 
same  qualities  and  the  same  abstinence 
from  party  heat,  the  same  disposition  to 
VOULVIII.    {35a} 


fairness,  the  same  desire  to  do  justice  to 
political  opponents,  and  the  same  desire  to 
acknowledge  the  merits  and  the  exertions 
of  political  adversaries,  he  must  leave  the 
House  to  judge.  The  noble  Lord  had  not 
confined  his  attacks  to  the  members  of. 
her  Majesty's  Government,  but  he  had  in- 
cluded in  it  many  men  and  many  bodies 
of  men  who  had  spent  the  greater  portion 
of  their  lives  and  had  long  devoted  their 
exertions  to  strike  off*  the  last  fetters  of 
the  slave,  whilst  the  noble  Lord  was  him- 
self co-operating  with  many  of  those  who 
had  done  their  utmost  to  prolong  and 
rivet  those  chains.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  abolition  of  slavery  was  carried  to 
please  the  "  cracked"  county  of  York.  It 
was  not  his  duty  to  impugn  the  motives  of 
any  person  who  had  taken  part  in  the  re- 
cent discussions,  but  when  he  appealed 
again  to  the  opinions  of  his  constituents, 
he  would  not  shrink  from  any  discussion 
or  any  responsibility,  and  he  had  no  dread 
of  any  ill  result  from  the  part  he  had  taken 
on  the  question  of  the  sugar  duties. 
While,  however,  he  gave  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  credit  for  the  tone  and  moderation 
of  his  speech,  he  could  not  carry  his  com- 
mendation to  the  resolution  which  followed 
that  speech,  not  because  he  thought  the 
resolution  intemperate  or  factious,  but  first 
because  of  the  total  want  of  historical  and 
logical  soundness  which  he  thought  had 
been  fixed  upon  it  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  at  War,  and  because  also  it 
appeared  to  be  ineffectual  and  inoperative  : 
it  seemed  thrown  out  as  a  kind  of  squib 
just  at  the  present  moment  to  keep  the 
great  body  of  the  supporters  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  from  more  mischievous  and 
dangerous  pastimes.  The  resolution  par- 
took much  of  the  spirit  which  might  be 
combined  from  two  opposite  currents  of 
opinion — it  might,  in  fact,  be  taken  as  a 
mixture,  compounded  with  all  the  art  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so 
famous  :  it  was  an  emollient  and  a  seda- 
tive to  let  the  blood  of  his  more  ardent 
followers  down  from  fever  heat  and  stop  a 
more  serious  and  destructive  outbreak.  It 
was  impossible  not  to  see  that  the  conclu- 
ding part  was  couched  with  especial  refe- 
rence to  the  expression  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  used  upon 
the  retirement  from  office  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  1835.  The  resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  as  well  as  his  speeches, 
was,  in  fact,  redolent  of  "  Hansard,"  and 
upon  this  occasion,  notwithstanding  the 
2H 
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assurance  he  had  given  to  the  contrary,  it 
was  the  expression  of  his  noble  Friend  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  his 
consolation.  That  resolution  seemed 
capable  of  being  viewed  from  two  points. 
In  the  first  instance,  that  in  which  it 
had  been  presented  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, on  which  he  had  founded  the  entire 
substance  of  his  speech — that  which  was 
intended  to  refer  to  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
siitution;  and,  secondly,  the  view  of  its 
real  and  practical  import.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  constitutional  view,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  mainly  rested  his  reso- 
lution upon  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  maintaining  office,  after  the  par- 
liamentary defeats  they  had  experienced, 
as  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion. Now,  he  must  think,  that  even 
upon  this  technical  ground,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  the  noble  Lord,  and  all  that 
had  followed,  had  met  only  with  qualified 
success.  He  was  by  no  means  disposed 
to  admit,  that  on  the  narrowest  and  most 
technical  ground,  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  remaining  in  office  was  con* 
trary  to  the  letter,  the  spirit,  or  the 
essence  of  the  constitution.  He  put  out 
of  view  the  defeats  which  the  Government 
had  sustained  before  the  late  decision  on 
the  sugar  duties.  They  might  have  been 
right,  or  (hey  might  have  been  wrong,  in 
not  considering  those  defeats  sufficient 
notices  to  quit,  or  as  conclusive  indica- 
tions that  they  had  lost  the  confidence  of 
the  House.  It  might,  however,  be  re- 
marked, that  no  longer  ago  than  in  the 
very  last  Session  of  Parliament,  they  had 
received  a  directly  contrary  assurance,  by 
a  majority  of  twenty-one  in  that  House, 
from  whose  vote  they  learned  that  they 
retained,  and  still  possessed,  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
they  might  have  been'  possibly  wrong  in 
retaining  their  seats  af^er  the  defeats 
which  they  had  sustained  during  an  ad- 
ministration which  had  lasted  over  six 
years ;  and  on  the  other  haad,  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  might  be  right  in  going  on 
with  a  Government  after  he  had  sustained 
at  least  an  equal  number,  and  be  believed 
a  greater  number  of  defeats.  [iVb,  no.] 
He  believed,  that  if  he  summed  up  the 
defeats  sustained  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  should  find  that  their  addition 
would  tally  very  closely  with  those  of  the 
present  Government;  but  at  all  events 
there  was  this  difieience  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 


that  which  at  present  advised  her  Majesty^ 
which  was,  that  the  series  of  defeats  sus-i 
tained  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  un- 
broken by  a  single  victory,  or  one  instance 
of  success,  except  when  those  who  were 
the  supporters  of  the  present  Government 
supported  it,  on  the  question  of  the  malt 
duties ;  and  these  defeats  were  concen- 
trated within  a  period  of  three  months. 
But  in  speaking  of  this,  it  was  noc  his 
object  to  attack  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
or  to  defend  his  own  party,  but  when 
they  were  told,  as  they  had  been  told  to- 
night, that  they  had  themselves  laid  down 
and  Slated  the  proposition,  that  even  a 
majority  of  ^se  was  not  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  carry  on  the  Government  with 
benefit  to  the  public  service,  without  ad- 
verting to  the  circumstances  which  fol- 
lowed the  proceeding  they  had  then 
adopted,  under  which  the  vote  had  been 
given,  he  thought,  that  it  most  not  be 
forgotten,  that  a  noble  Duke,  who  was  at 
the  head  of  the  party  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  also  a  leader  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington),  had  told  them  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  ground  at  all  for  resign- 
ing office,  and  that  they  were  wrong  in 
taking  (hat  step.  Therefore,  if  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  necessity  of  their 
resignation  found  a  precedent  in  anything 
which  they  had  themselves  done,  it  most 
at  least  he  remembered  that  this  very  pre* 
cedent  had  incurred  the  expression  of  cen* 
sure  on  the  part  of  the  most  distinguished 
of  the  leaders  of  the  fNtrtv  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  But  while  he  ftftrt^  to 
these  past  transactions,  he  would  admit 
that  the  late  division  oa  the  question  of 
the  sugar  duties  did  certainly  prodaoe  a 
state  of  things,  from  which  it  must  have 
been  apparent  to  every  one  that  matters 
could  not  be  suffisred  to  go  on  in  their 
present  condition,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  possess  sufficient  authority 
in  the  House  to  carry  through  those  mea- 
sures which  they  had  submitted  to  its  no- 
tice. [CAeers.]  On  that  point,he  waagled 
to  see  that  they  were  quite  agreed,  and  on 
that,  therefore,  no  controvery  coukl  arise 
between  them.  Then  he  supposed  that 
the  question  which  suggested  itself  wes, 
why  they  bad  not  resigned  ?  The  resolu- 
tion seemed  to  convey  a  censuie  on  their 
remaining  in  office  fbr  one  hour  alter  that 
defeat,  as  being  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution.  It  bad  been  shown  that 
that  was  not  without  precedent,—- and  pre- 
cedent  which  should  l>e  dear  to  Cooserva- 
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tive  ean.  He  would  not  p^o  again  into 
the  case  of  Mr.  Pitt  in  1784,  to  which 
the  House  had  been  told  that  the  existing 
circumstances  bore  no  analogy.  Certainly 
the  defeat  of  Mr.  Pitt  was  not  sustained 
on  the  ffTOund  of  any  alteration  in  the  fis* 
eal  duties  of  the  country,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  present  day  was  not  opposed 
by  Mr.  Fox,  and  so  far  certainly  there  was 
no  analogy  between  the  two  cases,  but 
there  mtgnt  be  some  analogy  in  this,  that 
at  that  oay  as  at  this,  the  Government 
were  opposed  bv  a  coalition  of  those  who 
during  the  whole  course  of  their  lives  had 
been  most  opposed  to  each  other.  But  he 
did  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
gave  a  correct  statement  of  the  nature  of 
the  defeats  which  Mr.  Pitt  sustained  and 
which  did  not  induce  a  relinquishment  of 
offioe.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  ''The 
objection  to  the  continuance  of  Mr.  Pitt 
was  not  that  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  withheld  from  the  mea- 
sures which  be  proposed.  There  were  sur- 
mises or  allegations  that  Mr.  Pitt  owed  his 
power  to  the  exercise  of  undue  influence ; 
that  the  King's  name  had  been  made  use 
of  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  elec- 
tions. The  objection  therefore,  was  taken 
at  the  outset  to  the  administration  of  Mr. 
Pitt.  Before  Mr.  Pitt  could  take  his  seat, 
hostile  resolutions  were  come  to ;  and  be- 
Ibre  he  eould  bring  forward  any  one  act  of 
Government  upon  which  the  sense  of  the 
House  of  Commons  could  be  taken,  reso- 
hitions  were  affirmed  implying  objections, 
not  to  the  acts  of  that  Government, 
bat  to  the  principle  upon  which  it  was 
constituted.  The  principle  involved 
was  not  the  principle  that  a  Minister 
ought  to  have  tne  conGdence  of  the  House 
of  Commons  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  the  Government,  but  it  was  contended 
that  Mr.  Pitt,  having  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  attempting  to 
control  the  constitutional  prerogative  of 
the  CrowOj  and,  without  reference  to  the 

Cblic  acts  of  the  Government,  implied 
forehand  a  want  of  confidence  in  that 
Administration.''  Now,  it  was  true  that 
tliere  were  repeated  resolutions  implying 
want  of  coondenee  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons  towards  his  proceed- 
ing with  the  Government,  but  there, 
were  objections  to  his  measures  also. 
The  East- India  Bill  was  rejected  by  a  ma- 
jority of  8,  in  a  House  of  436  Members, 
that  being  a  bill  which  had  attracted  the 
attention  of  the  nation  in  the  most  material 


degree.  On  the  6th  March  Mr.  Fox 
moved  and  carried  a  motion  for  postponing 
the  consideration  of  the  Mutiny  Bill,  by  a 
majority  of  1.  He  was  not  contending 
that  Mr.  Pitt  should  have  given  way  to 
these  motions ;  but  he  was  showing  that 
these  motions,  especially  the  East- India 
Bill,  did  interfere  with  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government.  He  had  shown  that  on 
one  of  the  most  prominent  measures  which 
then  occupied  the  attention  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Pitt  was  signally  defeated.  With  regard 
to  the  retirement  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole 
from  office,  that  did  not  take  place  on  ac- 
count of  his  being  defeated  on  any  legisla- 
tive measure;  but  it  was  well  known  that  a 
question  of  such  apparently  small  import- 
ance as  the  Chippenham  election  had  pro- 
duced an  event  of  so  great  moment.  But  it 
was  said,  that  Mr.  Pitt  had  dissolved  a  Par- 
liament which  had  not  been  summoned  by 
himself.  Hedid uotseehow theconstitutional 
point  of  view  in  which  this  resolution  was 
brought  forward,  at  all  bore  upon  this  ar- 
gument. He  did  not  see  how,  in  a  mere 
constitutional  point  of  view,  it  could  enter 
into  their  consideration,  under  the  au- 
spices of  what  minister  the  existing  Par- 
liament was  called,  because  it  was  plain 
that  it  was  a  gross  offence  to  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution  of  the  country,  to  talk  of 
a  Parliament  being  chosen  by  this  or  that 
Government,  because  the  Members  were 
chosen  by  the  people  and  by  the  consti- 
tuent body,  and  therefore  if,  in  a  consti- 
tutional point  of  view,  an  adverse  vote, 
or  a  repetition  of  anch  must  necessarily 
be  fatal  to  the  continuance  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  office,  they  must  equallv,  in  a 
constitutional  point  of  view,  oe  iatal  in 
one  as  well  as  another  state  of  things.  He 
came  now  to  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1634.  It 
was  true  that  Parliament  was  not  con- 
voked under  the  auspices  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  but  under  those  of  the  Minister 
whom  he  followed;  and  he  did  not  see 
how  it  could  be  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  any  grounds  for  resolving  on 
that  dissolution,  more  than  ^ose  whioh 
would  justify  the  Government  of  the  pre- 
sent day  adopting  that  step,  unless  it 
could  be  pretended  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  more  importance  for  the  consideration 
and  decision  of  the  country,  whether  they 
would  have  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for 
Prime  Minister  or  not,  than  whether  they 
would  have  additk)nal  facilities  given  to 
commerce,  the  introduction  of  cheap 
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sugar,  and  the  admission  of  foreign  corn, 
in    lieu    of   fresh  taxes  and    augmented 
burdens.  Therefore,  while  it  was  conceded 
that,  since  the  division  upon   the  sugar 
duties,  it  had  been  made  manifest,  thai 
the  Government  did  not  sufficiently  pos- 
sess the  confidence  of  the  present  House 
of  Commons  to  render  them  able  to  carry 
on  the  public  business,  or  to  bring  to  a 
completion  any  important   measures,  he 
did  not  think  that  it  was  in  any  way  op- 
posed to  the  spirit,  or  at  variance  with  the 
true  meaning  of  the  constitution,  that  the 
Government  should  ascertain   what   was 
the  sense  of  the  people  and  the  constituent 
body  with  regard  to  the  measures  which 
they  brought  forward.     It  had  not  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  or  by 
any  hon.  Member  who  had  followed  him, 
and   he  did  not  think  that  it  could  be 
stated,  that  under  no  conceivable  condi- 
tion of  affairs,  or  in  no  possible  conjunc- 
tion of  circumstances,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  though  defeated   in  Parliament, 
were  not  entitled,  in  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution, to  go  on  with  the  business  of 
the  Government,  so  long  as  to  enable  the 
Crown  to  appeal  from  Parliament  to  the 
people.  He  did  not  think  that  hon.  Mem- 
Ders  could  contend  that  the  Crown  should 
be  so  debarred  from  its  prerogative.   They 
could  not  sav,  that  if  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  who  had  brought  forward  a  mea- 
sure of  great  public  importance,  and  who 
had  been  defeated  in  his  attempts  to  carry 
that  measure  through  Parliament,  but  who 
thought,  that  the  measure  would    meet 
with   a   very  great    and    warm    support 
throughout  the  country — be  did  not  think 
that  it  could  be  said,  that  that  Minister 
should    be    debarred    from    testing    the 
sense    of   the  country  upon   that   mea- 
sure.     The  noble    Lord  who    had   last 
spoken    talked  as  if   it  was  the  heigiit 
of  guilt  and  criminality  to  bring  forward 
measures  intimately  concerning  the  inti- 
ests  of  the  country  at  a  time  when  those 
interests  were  labouring  under  depression ; 
but  he  asked,  at  what  better  period  could 
such  measures   be  introduced   to   public 
notice  ?    He  would  put  the  case,  in  which 
he  might  be  said  to  be  personally  inter- 
ested.    It  was  his   lot  to  represent  the 
largest  constituent  body  in  this  empire. 
Within  the  last  few  days  he  had  presented 
and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  peti- 
tions signed  by  thousands,  tens  of  thou- 
sands, and  he  believed  he  might  even  say, 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  persons,  who 


belonged  to  every  branch  of  trade  and  ia« 
dustry  in  the  country,  and  chiefly  by  per- 
sons connected  with  the  woollen  trade— 
the  oldest  staple  trade  of  the  country.  He 
was  far  from  willing  to  form  or  to  repre- 
sent any  exaggerated  view  of  the  public 
distress.  He  did  not  wish  to  paint  it  ia 
too  glowing  colours,  or  to  make  it  the 
ground  of  any  appeal  to  the  passions  of 
the  people.  It  was  true,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  given  the  House,  on 
two  occasions^  he  thought,  a  grave  admo- 
nition upon  the  subject  of  agitation,  nor 
would  he  reproach  him  for  the  part  which 
he  had  taken  at  previous  periods  of  his 
public  life ;  but  he  confessed,  that  when 
he  was  thus  admonished,  he  was  induced 
to  turn  from  the  lecture  to  the  lecturer. 
He  could  not  but  think  it  better,  that 
those  who  concurred  in  any  object,  by 
which  agitation  was  carried  on,  should 
head  it,  and  guide  and  master  it,  than 
that  those  who  differed  from  its  object 
should  crouch  to  it  and  be  overcome  by  iL 
But  he  had  been  referring  to  the  petitions 
which  he  had  presented  to  the  House,  and 
he  was  about  to  state,  that  the  representa- 
tions which  reached  him  from  quarters 
where  he  could  place  implicit  reliance,  con- 
firmed the  representations  which  had  been 
made,  that  business  had  been  never  known 
to  be  in  such  a  state  of  depression  as  at 
the  present  time ;  that  many  branches  of 
employment  were  entirely  stationary,  and 
that  many  of  the  mills  and  factories  of 
the  country  were  either  closed,  or  work- 
ing only  during  half  their  usual  time ; 
that  a  vast  number  of  hands  were  unem. 
ployed ;  and  that  bad  as  was  the  prospect 
of  the  present  state  of  things,  there  was 
no  satisfactory  glimpse  of  improvement  in 
the  future.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  brought  forward  certain  measures, 
which  formed  the  groundwork  of  their 
present  dispute,  but  which  were  calculated 
in  their  view  greatly  to  allay  the  existing 
evils,  and  to  give  rise  to  a  better  order  of 
things.  The  House  of  Commons  refused 
to  accede  to  these  propositions.  Why, 
then,  was  there  anything  at  variance  with 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  if  the  Minis- 
ters, who  thought  they  had  right  on  their 
side,  who  knew  that  they  were  called  upoh 
by  a  large  part  of  the  people  to  stand  by 
their  measures,  and  who  had  reason  to 
believe,  that  the  people  would  to  a  great 
extent— to  what  extent  he  would  not 
venture  to  prophesy — support  and  uphold 
those  measures  —  was  there  anything  at 
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yanance  with  the  spirit  of  the  conBtitution, 
he  asked,  if  those  Ministcfrs  of  the  Crown, 
00  being  defeated  in  Parliament^  should 
put  the  issue  to  the  people  to  be  de- 
cided by  them  ?  It  was  true,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  after  his  defeats  in  1835  retir- 
ed  from  office,  being,  as  he  (Viscount  Mor- 
peth) perfectly  admitted,  in  full  possession 
at  that  time,  of  the  confidence  of  the 
Crown,  without  resorting  to  a  dissolution, 
but  it  is  well  known  that  be  had  resorted 
to  that  expedient  only  a  short  time  before, 
and  that  that  dissolution  bad  taken  place 
upon  the  precise  issue,  whether  the  people 
were  ready  to  commit  the  Government  of 
the  country  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
his  friends  around  him.  ^nd  when,  upon 
the  House  having  assembled,  it  was  found 
that  they  bad  virtually  decided  against 
the  retention  of  office  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  then,  as  was  cordially  admit- 
ted at  the  time,  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  acted  in  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  tendered  his 
resignation,  6nding  that  he  was  in  a  per- 
manent minority.  If  after  this  appeal  to 
the  people,  the  Government  should  find 
themselves  in  a  minority  in  the  new  Par- 
liament, which  should  be  called  together 
expressly  selected  by  the  country  in  refer- 
ence to  these  measures,  they  would  then, 
he  admitted,  be  liable  to  reproach,  but 
then,  and  then  only,  and  then,  for  the  first 
time,  if,  on  finding  themselves  in  a  minor- 
ity after  such  a  demonstration  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  their  feelings,  they 
hesitated  for  one  moment,  in  relinquishing 
the  Government.  But  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  Liverpool,  had  said,  that 
they  had  shown  no  sign  of  any  intention 
of  ^dissolving ;  that  all  that  was  known 
was,  that  after  sustaining  a  very  decisive 
defeat  in  that  House,  they  appeared 
again  in  their  places,  and  made  an 
announcement  as  if  they  proposed  to 
go  on  with  the  Parliamentary  busi« 
ness  which  had  been  already  brought 
forward.  He  thought,  that  it  must 
be  obvious  to  every  one,  that  the  position 
of  the  current  supplies  of  the  year  did  not 
admit  of  an  immediate  dissolution,  and  if 
the  Government  had  come  down  and  said, 
that  for  the  adverse  vote  which  Parliament 
had  given  against  them,  they  were  about 
to  punish  Parliament  by  an  immediate 
dissolution,  he  thought,  that  he  could  well 
imagine  the  outcry  which  would  have 
arisen,  and  he  could  well  understand,  that 
ti^ey  might  then  have  been  told  with  more 


show  of  justice  than  appeared  in  this  reso- 
lution, that  they  were  acting  in  opposition 
to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  But  he 
thought,  that  to  any  fair  and  candid  mind, 
the  announcement  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  he 
would  immediately  move  for  the  annual 
sugar  duties,  and  that  the  Poor-law  Bill, 
and  other  measures  which  were  of  the 
greatest  importance  would  be  postponed, 
made  it  pretty  evident  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  Great  stress  had 
been  laid  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  and  others,  on  the  statement 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  en- 
ter into  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws. 
On  this  point  he  would  only  remark,  that 
after  the  great  weight  which,  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  had  been  attached  to  this  sub- 
ject, when  it  had  been  looked  on  as  form- 
ing the  main  and  essential  ingredient  in 
their  scheme,  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
unreasonable  to  expect,  that  before  the 
Session  of  Parliament  closed,  and  before 
hon.  Members  returned  to  their  constitu- 
ents, who  were  about  to  be  consulted  upon 
this  very  point,  the  sooner  an  opportunity 
could  be  given  on  which  a  regular  discus- 
sion might  be  entered  into,  and  on  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  declare  and  mani- 
fest their  opinions  upon  a  matter  at  all 
times  of  the  most  momentous  importance 
to  all  the  interests  of  the  country,  and  at 
this  moment  having  the  closest  bearing  on 
the  state  of  parties  and  of  the  community, 
the  better.  While  he  was  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  dissolution — while  he  was  on  the 
subject  of  the  consideration  whether  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  in  a  situation 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  people,  he  must 
say,  that  independently  of  such  views  as 
he  had  suggested,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Shields  (Mr.  Ingham)  had  afforded 
strong  motives  to  a  Government  in  such  a 
position  as  that  in  which  the  existing  Mi- 
nistry stood,  to  resort  to  such  a  course, 
because  he  said,  that  probably  a  great 
number  of  those  Gentlemen,  who  should 
be  returned  to  sit  in  that  House  would 
devote  themselves  calmly  and  deliberately 
to  the  subjects  under  discussion.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  right  in  his  anticipations,  and  he  did 
not  think,  that  if  such  an  alteration  should 
take  place,  the  change  would  be  for  the 
worse,  because  whatever  the  good  qualities 
of  the  present  Parliament  might  be,  he 
must  say  he  did  not  think,  that  any  very 
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h^  eulogiam  could  be  paited  upon  it  for 
its  freedom  from  the  ioflaence  of  pt^rij 
feelings.  He  bad  treated  tbe  qoestton 
thus  far  upon  tbe  ? iew  of  the  case  at  con- 
nected with  tbe  spirit  of  tbe  coostitatioo, 
becaascj  it  was  in  this  view,  that  it  had  been 
mainly  presented  to  the  Hoose  by  tbe  right 
bon.  baronet.  Bat  be  would,  before  be  oon- 
daded  his  obserratioos,  very  shortly  ad* 
dress  himself  to  that  which  he  thought 
was  in  fact  the  real  meaning,  and  which 
must  be  meant  to  be  tbe  practical  result 
of  the  resolution.  That  resolution  must 
inform  the  country,  and  must  speak  tbe 
sense  of  the  House  authoritatively  that 
the  confidence  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons  was  no  longer  given  to  the 
present  Government.  Now,  whatever 
might  be  the  vote  to  which  the  House 
should  come,  and  submitting,  as  he  should, 
with  deference  to  its  high  decision,  he 
certainly  should  await,  with  anxiety,  of 
course,  but  with  calmness,  he  hoped,  the 
answer  which  they  should  receive,  at  the 
bar  of  public  opinion.  What  had  been 
the  immediate  cause  of  dispute  and  con- 
flict lately  within  those. walls?  The  no* 
ble  Lord  bad  reproached  the  Government 
with  the  time  at  which  they  had  brought 
forward  its  measures.  The  time  seemed 
to  him  naturally  prescribed  by  the  defici- 
ency in  the  public  income  of  the  country. 
But  it  might  be  said,  that  the  Government 
was  responsible  for  tbe  deficiency.  They 
told  them,  that  the  forei|n  expenditure 
and  nej;otiations  which  had  led  to  the  in- 
crease m  the  public  service  of  this  country 
were,  of  course,  referable  to  the  agency 
and  instrumentality  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment* Yet  the  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
notwithstanding  that  at  that  time  no  ex- 
traordinary necessity  bad  arisen  for  an 
increased  expenditure,  were  night  after 
night  calling  on  the  Government  to  in- 
crease the  establishments,  for  that  while 
France  and  Russia  had  such  navies,  Eng- 
land ought  not  to  be  deficient.  The  de- 
ficiency, however,  did  exist,  and  must  be 
dealt  with ;  and  tbe  course  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment had  been,  not  to  propose  the  tempo- 
rary make-shift  of  a  loan  in  time  of 
peace,  not  as  they  had  done  in  the  first 
instance  last  year,  to  impose  fresh  burdens 
on  the  straitened  means  and  struggling 
industry  of  tbe  country,  but  to  propose  to 
recruit  tbe  public  coffers  by  the  same 
means  whereby  they  also  hoped  to  remove 
the  shackles  which  had  so  long  cramped 
the  energy  of  the  commerce  of  the  couo- 1 


try,  to  idaz  those  mtrictioiBs  which  had 
so  long  pressed  upon  tbe  springs  of  in- 
dustry, and  to  increase  the  comoiand  of 
the  people — the  peof^e,  whom  he  hoped 
tbe  House  would  not  be  induced  to  look 
upon  as  being  so  callous,  or  to  igoorant, 
as  to  be  actuated  by  aninial  impulses  only, 
according  to  the  description  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  Pontefract — to  inoeaae  the 
command  of  the  people  over  the  dooos* 
saries  and  comforts  of  life.  This  hud 
been  their  scheme  of  policy,  their  precise^ 
plain,  defined,  avowed  scheme  of  policy* 
What  was  the  scheme  of  the  right  hou» 
Baronet  and  his  supporters  ?  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  any  more  light  bud 
been  thrown  upon  that  scheme  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  than  iu  the  last. 
Indeed,  when  the  right  boo.  Baronet 
seemed  disposed  to  treat  the  House  to  u 
display  of  peculiar  frankness,  they  always 
appeared  to  be  left  more  in  the  dark  thau 
ever.  The  position  was  this ;  a  deficieocy 
existed,  aggravated  by  great  distress,  and 
the  difficulty  must  be  met  by  those  who 
pretended  to  rule  the  destinies  of  the  coun- 
try. What,  then,  was  the  remedy  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet?  That  he  would  not  in 
the  course  of  the  next  year  consent  to  tbe 
introduction  of  foreign  sugars — that  he 
would  not  touch  the  timbiar  duties  till 
better  acquainted  with  the  despatches  of  the 
Governor-general  of  the  Cianadas— and 
that  he  would  adhere  eternally  to  the 
sliding  scale  of  duties  on  com. 

**  Labitur  et  labetur  in  omne  volubilis  sTum*** 

This  was  the  first  time  that  any  giuat 
party  intent  to  seiie  the  reins  of  power,  in- 
stead of  any  clear  principles  or  defined  men* 
sures,  or  any  ascertained  purpose,  had 
rested,  as  its  mainstay,  on  the  persevering 
lubricity  of  its  leader.  He  had  thus  far 
confined  himself  to  what  was  the  immedi- 
ate and  actual  cause  of  tbe  dispute  be-^ 
tween  the  two  parties,  and  the  two  kinds 
of  policies  that  were  new  making  their 
appeal  to  Parliament  and  the  public }  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  begged  to  say,  that 
there  was  no  part  whatever  of  the  gene* 
ral  policy  of  the  GoverosMnt*  as  it  bore 
either  on  the  internal  afiTairs  of  the  coun* 
try,  or  in  reference  to  the  world  at  itife» 
on  which  he  should  shrink  from  the  ful- 
lest discussion.  As  regarded  the  depeu* 
dencies  of  the  empire,  his  noMe  Fneod 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  might 
point  to  the  great  experiment  now  iu  u 
course  of  trial  in  Canada,  by  which  ibul 
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noble  province  was  entering  on  a  new 
career  under  an  united  Legitlattire,  its 
internal  differences  healed,  its  large  ex- 
ternal frontier  respected,  and  its  connec- 
tion with  this  country  more  firmly  knit 
than  ever.  He  might  point  to  the  ancient 
seats  of  slavery  in  the  colonies  of  Britain, 
and  show  them  that  state  of  tranquility 
and  prosperity  which  alleged  as  the  roost 
criminal  charge  against  them  that  they 
ran  the  least  risk  of  disturbing.  He  might 
point  to  the  island  districts  of  the  southern 
seas,  and  show  them  every  day  teeming 
with  new  evidences  of  the  spreaci  of  civili* 
zation«  liberty  and  order.  He  (Viscount 
Morpeth)  might  then  turn  to  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
to  whose  able  administration  of  the  foreign 
relations  of  the  country  such  welUmerited 
testimony  had  been  borne ;  he  might  point 
to  the  various  successes  which  had  attended 
his  policy — to  the  additional  respect  which 
followed  the  British  flag  in  all  those  por- 
tions of  the  globe  where  it  had  already 
been  known,  and  also  in  others,  where 
until  now  it  had  been  never  planted ;  and 
he  might  also  add,  that  during  the  whole 
of  the  time  in  which  those  operations  were 
going  on,  the  peace  of  Europe,  though 
seriously  menaced,  had  remained  unbro- 
ken. If  he  turned  to  contemplate  the 
internal  state  of  the  country,  he  could  not 
but  remember  that  the  attestation  borne 
on  a  recent  occasion  and  from  the  least 
suspicious  quarters,  to  the  total  cessation 
of  insurrection  and  seditious  movements. 
As  to  Ireland,  that  was  a  topic  on  which 
be  would  not  enlarge,  because  perhaps  it 
was  a  subject  on  which  he  might  naturally 
be  supposed  to  feel  the  strongest  tempta- 
tion to  do  so.  But  while  he  would  not 
conceal  and  should  always  deplore  that 
crimes  did  still  occur  in  that  country,  of 
the  most  heinous  nature,  chiefly  arising 
out  of  disputes  as  to  the  tenure  of  property 
in  land,  yet  the  march  of  improvement 
with  respect  to  the  complete  internal  tran- 
quillity of  the  country,  the  cessation  of 
fravs  and  tumults,  the  improved  habits  of 
oraer»  industry,  and,  above  all  of  sobriety, 
had  been  most  conspicuous  and  encourag- 
ing. Such  was  the  state  of  things  in 
which  the  House  was  called  upon  to 
transfer  to  other  hands  the  care  of  the 
national  and  imperial  administration. 
**  Sir,"  continued  the  noble  Lord,  <'  power 
may  pass  from  our  hands.  If  it  should 
do  so,  I  say  from  my  heart,  may  it  pros- 
f«  in  yottfs ;  and  may  it  at  least  be  our 


best  boast  and  compensation  that  we  have 
pioneered  the  way  to  more  matured  ad« 
vances  and  more  extended  triumphs."  As 
with  regard  to  the  intentions  of  the  ad- 
ministration, I  know  no  reason  to  be 
ashamed,  so  also  with  regard  to  the  re* 
suits  of  our  measures  I  see  no  reason  to 
be  unthankful ;  and  it  is  with  this  feeling 
that  I  hope  that  every  one  of  those  who 
have  hitherto  accompanied,  supported, 
and  maintained  us  in  our  efforts,  will  give 
to  the  censure  contained  in  the  resolution 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  their 
most  decided  negative. 

Sir  James  Graham — Mr.  Speaker,  I 
trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  congratulate 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Morpeth),  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  upon  the  self-complacency 
with  which  he  regards  the  probable  fate 
of  the  Government,  which,  he  has  been 
pleased  to  admit,  mav  be  considered  at 
the  last  extremity.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said,  that  power  may  pass  from  their 
hands  ;  our  allegation  is,  that  power  has 
long  since  passed  from  them.  The  noble 
Lord  has  also  been  kind  enough  to  express 
a  hope  that  power  may  prosper  in  our 
hands ;  and,  in  spite  of  the  self-gratula- 
tions  with  which  he  concluded  his  speech, 
I  believe  that,  if  he  be  just  and  generous 
he  must  think,  as  the  country  also  thinks, 
that  there  are  omens  which  indicate  that 
power  may  safely  be  intrusted  to  our 
hands.  If  I  mistake  not,  the  noble  Lord 
congratulated  the  House  on  the  tranquillity 
and  growing  prosperity  and  happiness 
of  our  colonial  possessions,  1  conclude 
that  the  noble  Lord,  when  he  speaks  of 
oor  colonies,  could  not  have  forgotten 
Jamaica,  the  principal  colony  of  Great 
Britain ;  and  I  am  certain,  he  must  re- 
memt>er,  and  will  have  the  justice  to  ad- 
mit, that  the  policy  which  the  Government 
intended  to  pursue  with  respect  to  Ja. 
maica,  two  years  ago,  was  defeated  by  the 
Gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House;  that  the  policy  adopted  was  that 
recommended  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth ;  and  that  the 
tranquillity,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of 
Jamaica  are  attributable  to  the  measures 
carried,  in  contravention  of  those  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  at  the  dicta- 
tion of  their  opponents.  I  confess,  I  know 
not  the  meaning  of  the  note  of  triumph 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  sounded  with 
respect  to  the  foreign  relations  of  the 
country.  What  for  instance,  does  the 
noble  Lord  think  of  the  state  of  our  rela* 
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tions  with  China?  I  have  yet  to  learn,  that 
our  success  in  that  quarter  of  the  world 
has  heen  signal.     It  is  our  misfortune  to 
know  little  of  the  details  of  the  proceedings 
which  have  taken  place  there,  or,  indeed, 
with  respect  to  any  of  our  foreign  relations. 
We  have  been  all  along  kept  completely 
in  the  dark  with  respect  to  our  foreign 
policy,  until  about  two  or  three  weeks  ago, 
when  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  favoured  the  House  with 
the  Blue  Book  which  lies  upon  the  Table, 
and  which  relates  to  the  Eastern  question. 
Still,  I  must  say,  I  have  yet  to  learn  what, 
as  regards  China,  is  the  brilliant  success 
on  which  her  Majesty's  Government  plume 
themselves.     Is  it  to  be  found  in  the  un- 
bridled licence  of  our  troops  in  the  attack 
on  the  undefended  city  of  Chusan,  which 
has  exalted  the  British  name,  already  im- 
mortalized in  those  seas  by  our  smuggling 
of  opium?     Is  it  to  be  found  in  the  suc- 
cess which  has  attended  our  negotiations 
at  Pekin,  where  the  British  Admiral,  after 
demanding  money  for  a  national  insult, 
has  been  satisfied   with  receiving  vague 
assurances,  and  has  withdrawn  the  vast 
naval  force  under  his  command  to  the 
extremity  of  the  empire,  in  the  hope,  I 
presume  of  obtaining  there  the  terms  which 
he  failed  to  command  at  the  capital  ?     Is 
it  to  be  found  in   the  happy  result  of  the 
subsequent  negotiations,  from    which   it 
appears,   that  the   British  resident,  who 
was   for  years   left  without  instructions, 
having   at  length  acted   on   instructions 
which  he  did  receive,  has  been  recalled, 
and  his  acts  disavowed  by  the  Government? 
In  a  word,  until  I  see  the  debt  due  by  the 
Government  to  the  East-India  company, 
for  the  China  expedition,  paid — until  I 
know  that  the  two  millions  of  pounds, 
which   were  surrendered  to  the  Chinese 
government,  have  been  repaid  by  that  Go- 
vernment—until I   know  that  the  assu- 
rances given  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  as  to  the  objects  of 
the  expedition,  have  been  realised,  and 
that  indemnity  for  the  past  and  security 
for  the  future  have  been  obtained  by  some 
new  expedition  to  be  framed  and  sent  out, 
I  shall  retain  the  opinion  which  I  have 
already  ventured  to  express,  that  a  war 
with  China  is  a  great  calamity.     I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  recorded  opinion  of  Napoleon, 
that  the  man   who  should    involve  this 
country  in  a  war  with  China,  would  prove 
to  be  the  greatest  enemy  of  England ;  that 
it  was  a  war  in  which  success  could  not  be 


hoped  for,  but  from  which  fatal  effects  to 
our  Indian  empire  might  be  anticipated. 
I  therefore,  retain  the  opinion  I  formerly 
expressed  on  this  subject ;  and  I  think  the 
war  in  which  we  have  embarked  with 
China  is  one  in  which  success  will  not  be 
attended  with  glory  ;  but  iir  which  failure 
will  prove  the  heaviest  misfortune  that 
ever  has  befallen  this  country.  I  have 
been  led  into  these  remarks  by  the  con- 
clusion of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  ; 
but  I  will  now  endeavour  to  apply  myself 
to  those  topics  which  are  more  immediately 
the  subject  for  our  consideration.  The  no- 
ble Lord  said,  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech,  that  he  would  put  out  of  view  all 
the  defeats  which  the  Government  had 
sustained  previously  to  the  Budget.  That 
may  be  a  very  convenient  course  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  pursue:  but  it  is  one  in 
which  it  is  impossible  for  me,  in  justice  to 
the  motion  before  the  House,  to  concur. 
The  noble  Lord's  proceeding  reminds  me 
of  the  course  pursued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War  (Mr.  Ma- 
cauley).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  justly 
observed,  that  the  motion  before  the  House 
may  be  divided  into  two  propositions,  the 
first  of  which,  is  the  assertion  of  a  fact, 
and  the  second,  an  inference  founded  on 
that  statement  of  fact.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  however,  in  arguing  the  ques- 
tion, found  it  convenient  to  invert  the 
natural  order  of  the  propositions.  He 
dealt  first  with  the  second  propositk>n-^ 
the  inference — and  alleged  his  surprise 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  have 
launched  a  general  proposition  of  univer- 
sal application.  Now,  that  is  far  from 
being  a  just  description  of  the  second 
branch  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  motion. 
It  is  a  deduction  drawn  from  a  statement 
of  a  case,  special  in  itself,  and  it  is  strictly 
defined  and  limited,  according  to  the  fact 
alleged  in  the  major  proposition.  It  is  not 
alleged  that,  in  the  event  of  sustaining  a 
single  insulated  defeat,  it  becomes  the  duty 
of  any  Government  immediately  to  resign ; 
the  allegation  of  fact  is,  that  her  Majesty's 
present  advisers  have  failed  to  possess 
sufficiently  the  confidence  of  the  House  to 
carry,  not  one  or  two,  but  a  succession  of 
measures,  which  they  have  deemed  indis- 
pensable for  the  safety  and  good  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
arguing  the  matter  from  analogy,  took 
cases  of  single  insulated  defeats,  sustained 
by  Governments  during  a  long  train  of  ad- 
ministration of  affairs ;  sucbi  for  instancei 
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Bs  occurred  to  Mr.  Pitt  upon  his  Fortifica- 
tion reiolution«  to  Lord  Liverpool  upon 
the  Property  Tax,  and  to  Lord  Sunder- 
land on  the  Peerage  Limitation  bill ;  but 
those,  as  I  before  remarked,  were  rare, 
occasional  defeats,  happening  to  Govern- 
ments possessing  the  confidence  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  able  generally 
to  carry  the  measures  which  they  deemed 
conducive  to  the  public  welfare.  I  entreat 
the  Honse  to  contrast  with  such  a  state  of 
things^  the  actual  position  of  affairs  with 
which  we  are  now  dealing.  We  allege,  that 
her  Majesty's  advisers  have  been,  in  a  Par- 
liament  of  their  own  calling,  from  its  com- 
mencement up  to  the  moment  at  which  I 
am    now  addressing  you,  compelled  to 
submit  to  a  series  of  defeats  and  com  pro* 
mises,  arising  from  the  conscious  weakness 
of  the  Government — that  they  have  been 
obliged  either  to  drop  their  own  measures, 
against  their  wish,  or  to  alter  them,  in  de- 
fiance of  their  solemnly-pledged  opinion, 
for  no  other  ostensible  reason  than  the 
pressure  of  the  party  opposed  to  them. 
And,  really,  if  I  look  back  to  the  measures 
which  the  Government  have  carried  in  the 
present  Parliament,  I  cannot  mention  one 
one  —  no,  not  a  single  one — which  has 
been  passed  without  the  concurrence  of 
their  political  opponents.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control,  enumerated  several  measures,  on 
which  he  plumed  himself  as  proofs  of  the 
success  of  the  legislative  power  of  her 
Majesty's  advisers.   I  will  follow  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  detail,  and  begin  with  the 
English  Municipal   Bill.    That  measure 
was  introduced    by   the  Government  of 
Earl  Grey.     It  was  a  measure  to  which  I 
and  my  noble  Friend,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  before  we    left   Earl 
Grey's  Government,  were  parties.     It  was 
a  measure  which  we  warmly  concurred  in, 
and  actively  supported.    I  am  not  aware 
that  the  principle  of  the  bill  received  any 
opposition,  either    from  my  right   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  or  any 
other  of  the  Gentlemen  with  whom  I  have 
the  honour  to  act.  On  the  second  reading, 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  warmly   espoused    and  sup- 
ported its  principle.   It  is  evident  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  must  have  totally  for- 
gotten the  history  of  the  various  measures 
which  he  referred  to,  because  they  do,  in 
fact,  sustain,  with  remarkable  force,  the 
major  proposition  for  which  we  are  con- 


tending, namely,  that  Ministers  do   not 
possess  sufHciently  the  confidence  of  the 
House  to  carry  their  own  measures,  and 
are,  in  consequence,  driven  to  adopt  the 
views  of  their  opponents.    The  next  mea- 
sure referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  the  English  Tithe  bill.  What  was  the 
origin  of  that  measure  ?    During  the  short 
time  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  in   1835,  he  introduced  an 
English  Tithe  bill  into  this  House.     That 
bill  was,  in  all  essential  particulars,  the 
ground -work    of    the    bill    subsequently 
passed.     [No,  No,]    I  contend,  most  dis- 
tinctly, that  it  was  so.    The  measures, 
were  identical  in  all  essential  particulars, 
save  that,  in  the  one  first  introduced,  the 
commutation  was  voluntary ;  whilst  in  that 
introduced   by   the  present  Government 
commutation  was    rendered    compulsory 
after  the  lapse    of   a    certain    interval. 
[Hear^  Hear  from  the  Ministerial  benches,'] 
Do  you  rejoice  in  that  ?    Why,  you  made 
the  alteration,  if  not  at  the  suggestion,  at 
least  with  the  concurrence  and  support  of 
your  opponents.  What  was  the  next  mea- 
sure ?    The  Irish  Tithe  bill.     What  was 
the  origin  of  it  ?     Who  is  the  real  author 
of  that  measure  ?  I  say,  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire.     He 
was  the  author  of  the  Irish  Tithe  Commu- 
tation bill,  although  it  was  not  his  good 
fortune  to  introduce  it.    By  whom  was  it 
first  introduced  ?     It  was  first  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Launceston  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge),  when 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  under  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  administration,  in  1835.  Then  arose 
the  memorable  dispute  about  the  diversion 
of  ecclesiastical  property  to  secular  pur 
poses ;  and  on  the  motion  for  the  com- 
mittal of  the  bill,  her  Majesty's  present 
advisers,  being  then  in  opposition,  pro- 
posed and  carried  the  celebrated  appro- 
priation clause.    Now,  is  it  really  possible 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  can  claim  any 
credit  to  Ministers  for  passing  the  Irish 
Tithe  bill  in  its  present  shape  ?    It  is  now 
what  it  was  when  introduced  by  Sir  R. 
Peel's  Government :  it  is  not  in  the  shape 
for  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control,  contended 
so  strenuously  when  he  sat  on  the  benches 
behind  me.   It  is  not  in  the  state  in  which 
Lord  Melbourne  declared  it  mast  remain, 
on  account  of  a  pledge  to  which,  he  said, 
he  was,  as  a  man  of  honour,  bound,  and 
to  which  his  publio  faith  was  plighted. 
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SttbseqaeDt  cooiiderationSy  no  doubt  of  a 
patriotic  nature — and  of  a  public  character 
induced  his  Lordship  to  forfeit  his  plighted 
faith  and  pledge  of  personal  honour  ?  and 
it  does  so  happen  that  the  Irish  Tithe  bill* 
after  all  the  contests  which  have  taken 
place  respecting  it,  stands  very  nearly  in 
the  same  form  in  which  it  was  originally 
introduced  by  Sir  R.  Peel's  Government. 
The  neat  measure  which  tlie  right  hon. 
Baronet  pointed  to  is  that  of  the  Rural 
Police,  or  Constabulary  Act.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  say  more  upon  this  subject 
than,  in  passing,'  to  observe  that  this  mea- 
sure furnishes  another  proof  that  Ministers 
are  compelled  to  come  to  this  side  of  the 
House  for  their  principles  and  examples ; 
for,  after  all,  the  measure  is  mainly 
founded  upon  the  principle  and  model  of 
the  Metropolitan  police,  founded  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth.  Next  comes  the  Penny  Post—- 
that  is  all  your  own.  [Mr.  Warhurton  : 
Hear,  hear !]  No  one  knows  better  the 
history  of  that  measure  than  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bridport,  who 
cheers  me.  It  was  a  concession  made  bv 
the  Government  in  its  weakness;  and, 
more  than  that,  I  believe  the  Postmaster- 
general,  who  understood  the  matter  well, 
warned  Ministers  of  the  fatal  step  they  were 
taking.  That  officer  had  greater  prudence 
than  Ministers.  He  foresaw  that  the 
downfall  of  the  Government  was  involved 
in  the  concession  respecting  the  Post- 
office  ;  and,  if  the  truth  were  known,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  since  their  budget  has 
been  scouted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  deficiency  of  the  revenue  has 
involved  them  in  fatal  financial  difficul- 
ties, they  now  feel  that  the  warning  of 
the  Postmaster-general  was  prophetic.  I 
wish  the  Gentlemen  joy  of  that  measure. 
The  next  of  the  measures  to  which  we 
have  been  referred  is  the  Irish  Municipal 
bill.  IMr.  JETtfine;  Hear,  hear!)  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  cheers.  Why,  I 
thought  he  was  not  satisfied  with  that 
measure.  That  measure  passed ;  and  it  is 
the  onlv  measure,  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, which  Ministen  have  forced  without 
tha  full  concurrence  of  their  opponents. 
But  were  they  able  to  force  even  that 
measure,  without  laige  conceuions  t*^ 
concessions  which  destroyed  the  verv  vi- 
tality of  the  bill  in  the  eyes  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny.^  [Mr.  Hume : 
Hear,  hear  I]  The  hon.  Member  assenU. 
Now,  I  ask  him  whether  he  can  oooceive 


a  greater  proof  of  the  weakness,  imbecilily, 
end  paralyzed  impotence  of  a  Government 
than  that,  having  introduced  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  professedly  to  give  peace  to  the 
unhappy  country  to  which  it  refers,  they, 
under  process  of  compulsion  froca  their 
opponents,  introduce  into  what  is  tii* 
tenckd  by  them  to  be  a  peace-offering, 
which  shall  give  contentment  to  the  peo- 
ple, changes  contrary  to  their  own  judg- 
ment— contrary  to  their  own  sense  of  what 
is  right,  which  they  believe  are  calcu- 
lated to  defeat  the  effect  they  anticipated 
from  the  measure,  and  to  render  it  odious 
in  the  eyes  of  those  on  whom  it  is  bee* 
towed  ?  Yet  this  is  the  fact !  Of  this  mea- 
sure--^he  only  one  which  Ministers  have 
passed  against  the  will  of  their  opponents 
— the  principal  provision,  that  establishing 
the  elective  franchise,  was  dictated  by  the 
opponents  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  adopted  by  them,  contrary  to  their  own 
declared  opinions.  Another  measure  roen« 
tioned  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  the 
English  Chapter  Bill ;  and  that,  also,  by 
an  odd  coincidence,  is  the  fruit  of  a  com- 
mission appointed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I  will  turn 
from  those  measures  which  the  Govern* 
ment  have  passed,  to  those  which  they 
have  brought  forward  and  lieen  unable  to 
carry.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  relied  upon 
what  he  said  they  had  done.  I  will  just 
glance  at  the  measures  which  they  have 
introduced,  and  been  compelled  .to  aban« 
don.  At  the  period  when  Lord  Melbourne's 
Government  was  formed,  there  was  one 
subject  which  attracted  the  greatest  at- 
tention amongst  the  English  community— 
I  allude  to  the  question  of  Chuich  Rates. 
In  1834,  just  before  I  quitted  the  Govern- 
ment of  Earl  Grey,  Lord  Althorp,  on  the 
part  of  that  Government,  introduced  a 
measure  on  the  subject  of  Church  Rates. 
1  never  exactly  understood  why  that  mea- 
sure was  abandoned;  but,  that  having 
happened.  Lord  Moneagle,  then  Mr. 
Spring  Rkre,  with  great  pomp  and  cir- 
cumstance, brought  forward  a  measure 
which  was  to  settle  that  much-disputed 
question.  With  a  great  parade  of  fignrsa 
and  important  calculations.  Lord  Monl- 
eagle's  plan  was  sent  to  a  Committee  op 
stairs.  I  have  always  understood  that  we 
have  never  had  a  report  from  that  Cooi* 
mittee  up  to  this  dav.  As  soon  as  the 
much'Vaunted  calculations  came  to  bo 
examined,  they  were  blown  into  air.  The 
plan  was  a  complete  abortk>n ;  audi  from 
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thftt  day  to  thisi  do  attempt  hat  been  made 
to  settle  the  question  of  Church  Rates  ! 
The  Ministerial  measure  was  abandoned, 
as  utterly  hopeless,  impracticable  and  in* 
capable  of  execution*  We  then  had  the 
plan  of  Normal  Schools,  from  which  all 
religious  instruction  was  to  be  excluded. 
We  fought  that  plan  successfully,  and  the 
normal  schools  without  religion  were  also 
abandoned.  We  now  come  to  Ireland, 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
rejoiced  in  his  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  that  country.  I  happened  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  make  a  speech  with  more  than 
his  usual  power,  because  it  appeared  to  be 
delivered  with  more  than  ordinary  sin* 
cerity,  on  the  subject  of  Irish  railroads* 
In  Utat  speech  the  noble  Lord  contended 
that  a  grant  of  public  money  for  Irish 
railroads  would  be,  in  the  highest  degree, 
conducive  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
He  took  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
question,  and  was  supported  by  a  majority, 
the  precise  number  of  which  I  do  not  re- 
collect. We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
indicated  our  objection  to  the  proposal, 
and,  forthwith,  it  was  abandoned. 

« ^...^  constupu^e  animi  tremor  occupat 
artus." 

Such  was  the  awe  in  which  Ministers  stood 
of  any  opposition  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  upon  matters  which  they  opened 
to  Parliament  as  essential  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  committed  to  their  charge ! 
We  merely  indicated  opposition,  and  from 
that  day  to  this,  we  have  heard  no  more 
on  the  subject.  Now,  with  respect  to 
another  matter.  My  bon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Bridport,  agrees  with  ue  in 
the  opinion,  that  one  great  defect  in  the 
English  legistration  system  is  the  want  of 
an  appellate  tribunal.  There  was  some- 
thing like  an  approximation  between  the 
two  parties  on  tnat  point.  We  all  agreed 
as  to  the  object  to  be  attained,  and  some 
difficulties  existed  only  as  to  the  mode  of 
giving  effect  to  our  wishes.  The  Govern- 
ment  has  not  absolutely,  possessed  power 
sufficient  to  surmount  even  those  minor 
difficulties.  Year  after  year,  a  Registration 
bill  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  It  has  gone  as  far  as  a  second 
leading,  but  never  farther.  A  acheme  was 
proposed,  to  which  we,  on  this  side  of  the 
House  felt  insuperable  objections,  namely, 
that  the  choice  of  the  appellate  tribunal 
should  be  intrusted  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  time  being. 
Tbia  great  qMstion  ought  to  have  been 


decided  against  some  time  ago.    If  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  it  ought  now  to 
have  been  the  law ,  but  if  decided  others- 
wise,  some  other  plan  should  have  l^een 
substituted  for  it.    Such,  however,  is  the 
imbecility — such  the  want  of  power  of 
Ministers,  that  on  this  important  question 
with  respect  to  which  the  opinions  of  the 
two  parties  approximate,  the  Government 
has  been  unable  to  hold  the  balance  be* 
tween  them*    I  pass  over  many   minor 
matters.    Seven  bills  were  laid  upon  the 
Table,  a  few  years  ago,  by  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate for  Scotland;  one  of  which,  re- 
lating to  fictitious  votes,  was  founded  on 
the  report  of  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
These  bills  were  read  a  second  time,  and 
then  postponed.  In  1839,  they  were  again 
introduced,  again  read  a  second  time,  and 
again,  as  usual,  postponed.    They  were 
not  brought  forward  in   1840,  but  this 
Session   they  have  again  been  laid  on 
the  Table  of   the  House,  and  no  pro- 
gress has  been  made  with  any  one  of 
them.    They  are  left  to  their  fate-*they 
have  gone  to  **  the  tomb  of  all  the  Ca« 
pulets,"  where,  the  right   hon.  Baronet 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
says,  that  all  the  imposture  of  the  anti^ 
opium  and  anti^slavery  cries  lies  buried 
I  will  tell  the  right  hon«  Baronet,  by  the 
bye,  since  he  alluded  to  the  hustings,  that 
it  is  likely  he  may  hear  of  those  cries 
again.  Their  departed  spirit  may  re-appear, 
to  <'  fright  him  from  his  propriety,''  even 
at  Nottingham,  where  he  -was  once  so 
strong.    I  will  just  observe,  with  respect 
to  the  Irish  Registration  Bill,  that  this 
strong  Government,  which  boasts  of  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  the  country  and 
of  Parliament,  having  introduced  a  five 
pound  franchise  into  that  measure,  did, 
afterwards  in  private,  raise  it  to  eight 
pounds,  at  the  suggestion  of  one  of  their 
powerful  supporters,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury.    I  will  pass  over  many  other 
proofs  of  the  feebleness  of  the  Govern- 
ment,, and  of  the  restraint  under  which 
thcfy  act,  and  will  merely  refer  to  anoi- 
ther  striking  evidence   of  their   apathy 
and  weakness.    When  I  was  a  Member 
of  Earl  Grey's  Government,  I  was  au- 
thorized to  prepare  a  bill  for  the  Regu- 
lation of  Ecclesiastical  Tribunals,  in  oon« 
formity  with  the  report  of  the  Bcclesiaa- 
tical  commission,  of  which  the  learned 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Admiralty  was  a 
Member.    In  1834,  the  measure  had  pro- 
ceeded a  considerable  length  towards  m9r 
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turity.  In  1835,  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  who  was  then 
in  office^  having  ascertained  that  I  was 
aathorized  to  prepare  such  a  bill  commu- 
nicated with  me  on  the  subject.  I  informed 
him  of  what  had  passed^  and  I  happened 
to  know  that,  at  the  time  he  quitted  office 
in  1835,  he  had  a  measure  ready  to  present 
to  Parliament  on  that  subject.  From  that 
hour  to  this,  although  six  years  have 
elapsed,  her  Majesty's  Government  have 
never  attempted  to  deal  with  the  question. 

[Lord  John  Russell  indicated  bis  dissent 
rom  this  statement.]  The  noble  Lord 
implies  that  I  am  mistaken.  There  has 
been,  he  says,  a  bill  presented  on  the  sub- 
ject. What  has  become  of  it?  It  has 
shared  the  fate  of  the  Lord  Advocate's 
bills,  and  gone  to  "  the  tomb  of  all  the 
Capulets."  Of  that  bill  we  have,  as  yet, 
had  no  fruits ;  and  this  furnishes  an  ad- 
ditional proof  that  Government  do  not 
sufficiently  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  to  carry  measures  which  they  think 
necessary.  I  am  now  about  to  comment 
on  a  measure  which  appears  to  me  to  afford 
at  once  a  test  of  the  legislative  skill  of  the 
Government,  and  of  their  power  to  carry 
their  intentions  into  effect.  I  allude  to 
the  Poor- law  Amendment  Bill.  I  was  a 
party  to  the  introduction  of  the  New 
Poor-law.  I  attach  the  greatest  importance 
to  it :  I  think  it  a  measure  of  primary  im- 
portance. I^Lord  Howick:  Hear,  hearQ 
The  noble  Lord  cheers  me.  I  wish  he 
would  allow  his  vote  to  rest  on  the  sense 
be  dispassionately  entertains  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  manage- 
ment of  this  important  measure.  If  the 
noble  Lord  will  promise  roe  that  his  vote 
shall  depend  on  his  opinion  of  the  conduct 
of  Ministers  on  this  subject,  I  never  felt 
more  confident  of  anythmg  in  my  life  than 
that  he  will  vote  with  us  on  the  present 
occasion.  It  will  be  recollected,  that  a 
▼ery  important  part  of  the  original  enact- 
ments related  to  the  duration  of  the  com- 
mission. It  was  fixed  at  five  years.  The 
period  expired  about  the  year  1838.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
feeling  all  the  difficulty  of  the  subject, 
asked  for  the  renewal  of  the  commission 
for  a  year.  This  was  granted.  That  period 
expired ;  and  again  the  noble  Lord  asked 
for  the  renewal  of  the  commission  for  an- 
other year.  I  do  not  in  the  least  complain 
of  the  course  which  the  noble  Lord  pur- 
sued on  that  occasion.  I  think  it  might 
bave  been  prudent,  in  a  matter  on  which 


public  feeling  was  so  much  excited,  and 
concerning  which,  a  parliamentary  inves. 
tigatioo  had  been  instituted,  to  take  time 
to  consider  what  the  amended  measure 
should  be.  Well !  At  the  commencement 
of  the  present  Session,  after  nearly  three 
years'  deliberation,  the  noble  Lord,  as  the 
representative  of  the  Government  in  this 
House,  brought  forward  the  bill,  which  I 
now  hold  in  my  hand,  as  the  result  of  the 
matured  consideration  of  the  Ministry.  I 
must  say,  that  if  ever  tliere  were  a  measure 
which  required  great  care  in  its  prepara- 
tion— caution  in  its  introduction — decision 
in  its  management,  when  once  introduced, 
and  force  sufficient  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  carry  it  through— it  was 
this  very  measure.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
partly  conscious  of  this  necessity  |  for 
he  brought  the  measure  forward  at  the 
earliest  period  of  the  Session,  with  the 
intention,  I  presume,  of  carrying  it  through 
before  Easter.  I  conceive,  that  in  ordinary 
prudence,  the  principle  which  should  have 
guided  the  formation  of  such  a  measure, 
would  have  been  to  have  determined  on 
making  the  minimum  change  of  the  existing 
law.  which  circumstances  rendered  neces- 
sary, and  at  the  same  time  to  have  carefully 
introduced  every  mitigating  regulation 
which  experience  had  shown  to  be  requisite. 
Was  this  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment? I  say  their  course  was  the 
precise  converse  of  it.  Their  conduct  in 
the  matter  appears  to  me,  to  have  been 
framed  on  the  principle  of  asking  more 
than  they  knew  Parliament  would  grant, 
in  the  hope  of  obtaining  as  much  as  they 
could  get ;  and  every  mitigating  circum- 
stance— every  thing  which  had  been  re- 
commended by  a  committee  of  this  House, 
over  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough presided,  and  on  which  I  also 
had  the  honour  to  serve,  was  studiously 
overlooked.  I  will  give  the  House  some 
proofs  of  the  strength  of  the  Government, 
and  also  of  their  legislative  skill,  in  their 
conduct  with  respect  to  this  bill.  The 
most  important  part  of  the  measure  was, 
that  which  projected  the  prolongation  of 
the  commission  for  ten  years.  [An  hon. 
Member^  hear  :]  The  hon.  Member  cheers 
me,  and  therefore,  I  suppose  he  thinks 
that  was  a  wise  proposal.  Will  he  give 
me  his  vote,  if  I  show  him  that  the  Go- 
vernment wants  power  to  give  effect  to 
that  which  he  and  they  think  right  and 
necessary?  Is  it  to  be  believed  —  or, 
rather  if  we  bad  not  seen  it,  could  w^ 
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have  credited  it — that  the  Government, 
having  upon  due  deliberation,  proposed 
ten  years  as  the  period  for  the  continu- 
ance of  the  commission,  should,  after  the 
first  discussion  in  this  House,  upon  re- 
ceiving an  intimation  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tarn  worth,  that 
ten  years  was  too  long  a  period,  and  that 
five  years  should  be  substituted  for  it, 
have  immediately  without  a  division  re- 
duced the  term  by  one  half.  Next  in  im- 
portance to  the  duration  of  the  commis- 
sion, was  the  clause  for  extending  the 
power  of  issuing  general  orders.  That 
power  was  alleged,  and  I  think  truly,  to 
nave  been  much  abused.  It  has  been 
used  as  a  subterfuge ;  and  what  are  really 
general  orders,  have  been  issued  under 
the  name  of  special  orders,  in  almost 
every  union  in  the  country  districts.  The 
bill,  as  first  introduced,  allowed  a  greater 
latitude  for  issuing  these  orders,  and,  by 
one  sweeping  enactment,  gave  the  effect 
of  law  to  all  passed  orders,  general  as  well 
as  special,  unless  when  excepted  by  some 
subsequent  provisions  of  the  bill.  That 
was  objected  to,  and  the  noble  Lord  im- 
mediately yielded  the  point.  Then  came 
a  provision,  giving  power  to  dissolve  unions 
with  the  consent  of  a  majority  of  the 
guardians,  it  had  previously  required  the 
consent  of  two- thirds.  This  was  also  ob- 
jected to,  and  the  noble  l^ord  immediately 
either  postponed  the  clause  or  withdrew 
it,  I  forget  which.  Another  provision  gave 
power  to  remove  the  infirm  poor  and 
lunatics  to  a  great  distance  from  their 
homes.  This  underwent  only  one  partial 
discussion ;  and  such  was  the  feeling  ex- 
cited in  the  House  and  the  country  by 
the  proposal,  that  the  Government  at 
once  relinquished  it.  A  similar  fate 
awaited  another  indiscreet  provision,  on 
a  subject  which  touched  the  feelings  of 
the  people — I  allude  to  the  burial  of 
paupers.  The  clause  I  refer  to  was  in- 
troduced  most  injudiciously.  It  provided, 
that  there  should  be  burial  grounds  at* 
tached  to  the  workhouses,  apart  not 
only  from  the  parishes  of  the  paupers, 
but  from  consecrated  edifices.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  hinted  his 
objection  to  this  clause ;  and,  at  the  first 
intimation  of  bis  dissent,  Government 
yielded  as  usual.  One  of  the  mitigating 
recommendations  of  the  committee,  which 
ou^ht  to  have  been  embodied  in  the  bill, 
wan,  that  widows  with  their  families,  whom 
they  were  bound  to  maintain,  should  not 


be  subjected  to  the  workhouse  test.  No 
such  humane  provision  is  to  be  found  in 
the  bill.  Much  evil  has  been  found  to 
arise  from  the  practice  of  being  governed, 
in  the  selection  of  medical  assistance,  by 
the  amount  of  remuneration  required  for 
it.  The  committee  recommended,  that 
this  important  department  connected  with 
the  management  of  the  poor  should  not 
be  put  up,  as  it  were,  to  the  lowest  bidder* 
But  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  bill,  has  com- 
pletely passed  over  this  point.  I  must 
say,  that  a  bill  so  negligently  and  incon- 
siderately prepared,  on  a  subject  which 
required  the  utmost  caution  and  delibera- 
tion, I  never  before  witnessed.  The  noble 
Lord  withdrew  provision  after  provision  on 
the  first  hint  of  an  objection.  Others, 
when  resisted,  he  was  compelled  to  post- 
pone, from  the  fear  of  being  defeated  ; 
and,  at  last,  he  gladly  availed  himself  of 
the  present  state  of  affairs  to  back  out  of 
the  measure  altogether.  So  much  has 
the  noble  Lord  damaged  the  measure  by 
his  conduct,  that  I  think  it  is  almost 
hopeless  to  expect ,  it  can  ever  be 
brought  to  a  successful  issue.  I  am 
favourably  inclined  to  many  of  the  provi- 
siouQ  of  the  bill ;  but  I  think,  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  contrived,  partly  by  his 
negligence,  and  partly  by  his  impotence, 
to  render  the  success  of  any  similar 
measure  hereafter  extremely  problematical. 
I  now  turn  to  another  subject.  I  know 
not  whether  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Lincolnshire,  who  led  the  opposition 
to  the  motion  last  night,  is  in  the  House, 
but  I  cannot  avoid  making  a  few  observ- 
ations on  what  fell  from  him  on  that 
occasion.  I  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  take  peculiar  credit  to  himself,  for 
opposing  the  abandonment  of  the  appro- 
priation clause,  and  of  the  educational 
scheme  of  the  Government.  I  confess 
this  appeared  to  me  a  whimsical  reason 
for  placing  confidence  in  Ministers.  When 
he  thought  Ministers  right,  they  were  too 
feeble  to  give  effect  to  their  measures. 
The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say,  that  as 
regarded  the  Corn-laws,  he  thought  Min- 
isters wrong,  and  yet,  whimsically  enough, 
that  is  his  second  reason  for  placing  con- 
fidence in  them.  **  But,''  said  the  noble 
Lord,  **  my  past  experience  of  the  utter 
weakness  of  the  Government  is  such,  that 
I  am  certain  they  will  fail  in  their  measuro 
respecting  the  Corn-laws.''  I  find  it 
difficult  to  understand  the  noble  Lord's 
conduct.    An  opportunity  is  offered  him 
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to  resist  the  progress  of  Mnitters,  in  a 
course  which  be  thinks  deDgeroos,  and  he 
deliberately  rejects  it,  and  supports  them 
in  opposition  to  those  who  seek  to  disarm 
them  of  power.  We  baTe  the  admissioo 
of  both  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  sit- 
ting opposite  to  me,  the  President  of  the 
Bkiard  of  Control,  and  the  Secretary  at 
War,  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  real  ground 
of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Government, 
is  narrowed  to  the  Budget.  The  Minis- 
tetB  themselves  declare  this.  The  noble 
Lord  who  leads  the  opposition  to  our 
motion,  votes  against  the  sugar  duties 
project,  under  the  foil  impression  of  the 
truth  of  that  declaration;  and  now  he 
intends  to  vote  against  the  motion,  when 
it  is  expressly  declared  by  Ministers 
themselves^  that  the  vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence, rests  upon  the  Budget.  We  must 
recollect,  too,  that  the  other  hon. 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Handley), 
the  President  elect,  as  I  understand, 
of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of 
England,  told  us,  in  a  former  debate,  that, 
as  iw  as  he  was  concerned,  the  Com-laws 
should  never  be  brought  forward  as  a 
Government  measure.  The  Ministers  de» 
dare,  with  an  esplioitness  not  quite  pari, 
liamentary  or  constitutionali  that  they 
setain  office  only  to  advance  the  repeal  of 
the  Oom^laws,  and,  if  necessary,  to  dis- 
solve Parliaasenl  for  the  purpose  of  using 
ail  the  ioflaeBca  of  Govnrnment  in  pro- 
moling  this  their  favourite  object*  Will 
the  sineerity  of  those  Gentlemen  be  quite 
apparent  who  profess  to  resist  obfects 
whieh  they  say  they  consider  dangerous, 
and  yet  do  their  utmost  to  promote  the 
ohostn  means  of  eftding  those  objeeta? 
I  ask,  with  confidence,  will  Lincolnshire 
understand  sach  conduct?  Will  their 
plaiur  honest  constituents  understand  it  ? 
Will  those  '*  heavy"  persons*  the  agricul* 
tural  eontilnenoies^  to  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  alluded,  be  sa- 
tisfied with  such  reasons  ?  Is  there  oom* 
mon  sense  in  it?  not  to  use  a  harsher 
word.  Really,  is  not  the  ease  analogous 
to  this  ;<-*if  1  saw  a  madman  in  the  street, 
armed  with  a  dangerous  weapon,  attack- 
ing right  and  left  every  one  within  his 
rsaekt  what  would  ba  thought  of  me,  if  I 
were  stUy  enough  to  attempt  to  defend 
eaeli  individual  as  he  was  attacked  in 
turn?  Would  I  not  be  eaptcted  to  rush 
at  ooca  on  the  maniae,  wrest  from  him 
his  weapon,  strip  him  of  his  power  of 
misehiefy  and  place  him  in  restraint  ?    A 


policeman  who  hesitated  to  do  this  wouM 
be  dismissed  with  disgrace.  We  shall  see 
how  Bgricultuml  constituencies  will  treat 
conduct  not  km  irrational  and  more  sua* 
picions?  The  discussion  which  has  al- 
ready taken  place  on  thb  qaeation  will 
not  be  altogether  froitlese.  Some  good 
has  already  arisen  from  it;  we  understand, 
much  better  than  before,  the  ground  on 
which  matters  stand.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Shields  says,  that  the  second  branch 
of  the  motion  is  not  true,  if  a  dissolution 
be  intended  by  Ministers.  Now,  I  ask 
the  hon.  Member — I  ask  any  man — whe- 
ther, when  my  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
notice  of  the  motion,  any  conduct  could 
be  more  ambiguous  than  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment? The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, fixed  a  day  for  considering  the 
sugar  duties;  and  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  named  a  dis^ 
tant  day  for  propounding  the  (Government 
plan  respecting  the  Corn-laws.  [Hon. 
Members :  **  Not  a  distant  day.**]  I  say, 
a  distant  day,  some  day  not  specified  af- 
ter the  WhiUuntide  Holydays.  What 
are  we  to  think  now?  I  declare  that, 
after  hearing  the  Preskient  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  and  the  Secretary  at  War, 
last  night,  I  left  the  House  in  doubt  as  to 
what  course  Ministers  intended  to  pursue. 
I  inferred,  from  what  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  sakl,  that  if  the  motk>n 
shonld  be  carried,  Miaislefs  intended  to 
resign.  Now,  thanks  to  tho  nohle  Lord, 
the  Secretary  Ibr  Iroland,  Irosh  light  is 
thrown  upon  the  subject.  The  penod  of 
resignation  is  to  be  postmmed,  until  Mtn- 
isters  shall  find  themselves  in  n  minority 
in  a  new  Parliament ;  and  then  some  hopes 
are  held  out  by  tho  noble  Lofd,  that,  in 
that  case,  they  might  perhapo  feel  It  their 
duty  to  resign.  1  think,  therolbre,  that, 
upon  the  wbftle,  we  have  to-night  arrived 
at  a  mora  clear  understanding  oif  what  the 
purpose  of  the  Government  is.  The  no* 
ble  Lordf  if  I  mistake  not,  told  os  that 
Ministers  do  not  intend  to  carry  on,  **  Ibr 
any  extended  period,**  the  affairs  of  the 
country  with  the  prosent  Parliament.  Not 
for  any  extended  perk>d  1  Is  that  satisfae* 
tory  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Shields?  He 
stated  that,  unless  security  were  given  fbr 
an  immediate  dissolotioni  our  proposition 
would  be  just  and  well-fonmkd.  1  ask 
the  hon.  Member  whether,  with  his  acnte 
mind,  he  can,  as  a  nsan  of  integrity,  stand 
up  and  say,  he  is  satisfied  that  the  course 
taken  by  the  Oovernment  is  dear  and 
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free  from  aaspicioD.  We  have  a  notice 
on  the  book,  placed  there  very  lately*  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that,  on 
Wednesday  next,  he  intends  to  proceed 
with  the  remaining  supplies.  The  sugar 
duties,  being  sanctioned  by  our  side  of 
the  House,  will,  aa  far  as  they  go,  make 
op  the  deficiency  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  anticipated  under  that  head. 
But,  with  a  gross  deficiency  of  2,400,000/. 
one  might  suppose  that  some  vote  of 
credit  would  be  necessary  before  the  pro- 
rogation of  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  how« 
ever,  has  been  pleased  to  inform  us,  that 
there  is  on  the  statute-book  a  law  which 
gives  him  power  to  deal  with  the  funds  in 
the  savings*  banks,  by  which  means  he 
can  obtain  a  disposable  revenue.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemani  to  be  sure,  admita 
that  he  thinka  such  a  proceeding  is  un* 
constitutional;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
with  that  honesty  and  frankness  whkh 
characterise  him,  he  tells  us,  that,  while 
the  law  remains  on  the  statute-book,  he 
will  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  avail  himself 
of  it.  Well,  then,  on  Wednesday,  Minis* 
tera  pass  the  remaining  supplies '— the 
augar  duties  are  in  progfeaa;  and  they 
will  make  up  a  certain  amount  of  the  de- 
ficiency^ in  the  revenue.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  tells  us,  that  he  has  in 
Ms  bands^  by  means  of  the  savings-banks, 
the  power  of  making  up  the  remainder  of 
the  deficieoey;  and  ail  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  telh  ut, 
is,  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  administer  the  affairs  of  the 
country  ''for  any  extended  period '^  by 
the  aid  of  the  present  Parliament  I  Up 
to  the  present  time.  Ministers  have  had 
the  ground  dear;  and  now  there  ia  no 
security  that  the  remaining  business  of 
the  Session  should  not  be  gone  throueh, 
and  Parliament  prorogued  as  usual,  in- 
deed, the  hon.  Member  for  Rooheeter  ad- 
vised sueh  a  course,  and  he  ia  the  near 
retattve  of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  may 
he  presumed  to  ory  on  hie  ooofidenoe. 
Theie  it  no  stability  in  anything  eon- 
nected  with  the  Government.  Last  night 
two  Cabinet  Ministers  addressed  the 
Houasr  one  of  whom  pointed  to  resigna- 
lion,  and  the  other  to  immediate  diasotu- 
lion.  To^ay,  it  would  seem,  the  matter 
has  been  reoonsidered  in  the  Cabinet; 
and  now  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  tells  us,  that  Ministers  will 
Ml,  **  for  any  extended  period,'*  carry  on 


the  Government  with  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. What  secority  have  we  that  the 
Government  will  not  keep  back  the  dis- 
solution until  after  the  next  registration, 
take  this  chance  of  agitation,  and  then, 
after  all,  if  they  should  find  themselves  in 
a  minority,  in  a  parliament  so  doctored 
and  managed,  they  hold  out  to  us  tHe 
hope  that  they  may  possibly  resign.  I 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Shields,  whether 
this  is  a  state  of  things  which  he  considers 
satisfactory  ?  If  the  mystery  which  now 
prevails  on  the  subject  be  not  cleared  up, 
I  trust  we  shall  have  the  hon.  Member's 
vote.  There  are  other  topics  on  which  I 
intended  to  touch,  but  I  will  abstain,  and 
compress  what  I  may  yet  say  into  the 
narrowest  compass.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  attempted  to  i^- 
pudiate  the  distinction  between  a  Parlia* 
ment  which  Government  themselves  have 
called,  and  a  Parliclment  called  by  their 
opponents.  The  case  of  Mr.  Pitt,  in 
1784,  was  that  of  a  Parliament  called  by 
his  political  opponents,  and,  though  he 
was  outvoted  on  several  motions,  he  sus- 
tained but  one  defeat  on  a  measure  of 
legislation.  But  Mr.  Pitt  possessed  not 
only  the  confidence  of  the  Urown,  but  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  and,  be- 
yond, that,  he  had  a  more  confident  ex* 
pectation  as  to  the  effect  of  a  dissolntbn 
than  I  have  heard  any  of  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  yet  venture  to  express.  The  pre^ 
sent  House  of  Commons  was  called  by  her 
Majesty's  present  advisers  ;  and,  as  was 
remarked  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  it  is  somewhat 
extraordinary,  that  whereas  all  former 
Ministers^  when  representation  was  only 
virtual,  and  not  real,  yielded  to  the  ex* 
press  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Minister  who  now  offers  the  most  pro- 
tracted and  obdurate  resistanoe  to  the 
declared  opinion  of  the  Qouse,  is  the  very 
Minister  who  put  an  end  to  virtual  repre* 
sentation ;  and,,  by  a  measure  of  his  own, 
constituted  the  House  of  Commons,  as  be 
once  contended,  and  as  I  contend,  the 
real  representation  and  express  image  of 
the  peo^.  It  is  a  most  unfair  and  an 
unoottstttutional  exereise  of  the  preioga- 
tive  of  the  Crown,  for  a  Government,  after 
being  sigaallv  defeated^  as  has  been  fully 
admittea  1^  the  three  Cabinet  Ministcffs 
who  have  spoken,  not  to  tske  one  ov  the 
other  of  these  slternatives  ■  either  invme« 
diate  resignatioo,  or  immediate  dissolu- 
tioB.    It  was  in  the  power  ef  the  Govern- 
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ment  to  have  brought  forward  their 
measures  at  any  time  they  pleased.  The 
report  of  the  Import  Duties  Committee 
was  presented  last  Session,  aud  they  bad 
all  the  recess  to  consider  it  in.  A  great 
portion  of  the  deficiency  of  the  revenue 
was  known  when  Parliament  met.  The 
fair  course,  then,  for  them  to  have  pur- 
sued, was  to  have  launched  their  measures 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session. 
They  might  then  have  taken  the  sense  of 
Parliament  upon  them;  and, if  defeated, and 
they  did  not  choose  to  resign,  they  might 
have  dissolved.  They  choose  their  own 
opportunity,  and  they  studiously  bring 
forward  their  propositions,  when  they  know 
that  there  is  a  constitutional  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  an  immediate  dissolution.  It 
is  a  difficulty,  however,  of  their  own  cre- 
ating, and  arises  from  the  choice  of  time 
Ihey  made  for  submitting  their  proposi- 
tions to  the  House.  Ministers  hold  the 
power  of  dissolution  in  their  hands,  and  I 
assert  they  make  the  most  unconstitutional 
use  of  the  prerogative.  After  their  de- 
feat, they  not  only  come  down  to  the 
House,  and  say,  **  Give  us  the  sugar  du- 
ties— give  us  the  remainder  of  the  sup- 
plies," but  they  also  propose  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  Corn-laws,  the  niost 
exciting  question  that  could  be  discussed 
in  the  presence  of  the  community ;  and 
they  further  propose,  that  we  should  dis- 
cuss it,  under  the  threat  of  a  dissolution. 
1  contend,  that  when  a  Minister,  aAer 
sustaining  a  series  of  defeats,  continues  in 
office,  and  so  conducts  himself,  he  wounds 
the  honour  of  this  House,  he  tarnishes  its 
reputation,  defies  its  power,  and  subverts 
the  fundamental  principle  of  representa- 
tive Government.  Certainly,  among  the 
changes  and  chances  of  political  warfare, 
it  is  somewhat  extraordinary  to  see  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Whig  coadjutors  shel- 
tering themselves  under  the  inapplicable 
precedent  of  Mr.  Pitt.  But  they  are  not 
satisfied  with  that.  Retained  in  power  by 
royal  favour,  they  crouch  under  the  royal 
prerogative,  and  hope  to  prolong  their 
miserable  existence  for  a  few  months 
longer.  Not  content  with  the  precedent 
of  Mr.  Pitt,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control  resorted  to  the  authority  of  the 
arguments  of  Mr.  Pitt.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  be  disposed  to  pre- 
fer the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  does  so  happen,  that  whilst  he 
shelters  himself  under  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  1  adhere  to  the  authority  of  Mr.  Fox. 


I  am  about  to  quote  the  opinion  of  that 
statesman,  expressed  in  terms  which, 
though  stronger  than  I  could  wish  to  use, 
are,  nevertheless,  deserving  serious  consi« 
deration  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
Mr.  Fox  said: — 

''Though  the  popularity  of  the  present  Ad* 
ministration  is  not  ascertained,  yet  I  will  not 
hesitate  to  affirm,  that  there  is  an  intention  in 
Ministers  to  establish  themselves  od  a  founda- 
tion unfriendly  to  the  constitutional  privileges 
of  this  House.  They  court  the  affection  of  ihe 
people,  and  on  this  foundation  they  wish  to 
support  themselves  in  opposition  to  the  re- 
peated resolutions  of  this  House.  Is  not  this 
declaring  themselves  independent  of  Parlia- 
ment? Is  not  this  separating  the  House  of 
Commons  from  its  constituents,  annihilating 
our  importance,  and  avowedly  erecting  a 
monarchy  on  the  basis  of  an  affected  popular- 
ity, independent  of  and  uncontrolable  by  Par* 
liament  f  Such  a  scheme  I  can  view  under  no 
other  aspect  but  as  a  system  of  the  basest 
tyranny,  and  calculated  to  accomplish  the  ruin 
of  the  liberties  of  the  country.  Such  a  system 
of  despotism,  is,  indeed,  the  most  likely  to 
originate  in  men  who  carry  on  their  schemes 
by  the  machinations  of  dark  intrigue,  of  men 
who  have  stabbed  the  constitution,  by  means 
of  a  secret  influence  in  one  department  of 
Government,  and  are  now  prepared  to  perpe- 
trate similar  assassinations,  by  methods  of  the 
basest  corruption,  in  another.  I  hope,  however, 
that  Members  will  attend  to  these  designs  of 
Ministers,  masked  under  the  most  dangerous 
and  imposing  appearances,  and  that  they  will 
rescue  the  country  from  the  hands  of  those 
who  are  only  distinguished  by  the  dirtiness  of 
their  political  intrigue,  and  their  violations  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House.  I  hope  that  such 
Ministers  will  finally  see  the  danger  of  their 
situation,  and  that  this  House  will  no  longer 
suffer  itself  to  be  insulted  by  its  own  modera- 
tion." 

I  vote  for  the  resolution  before  the 
House,  because,  among  many  other  rea- 
sons, I  am  anxious  to  have  recorded  in 
the  iournals  of  Parliament,  the  heavy 
weight  of  responsibility  which  her  Majes- 
ty's advisers  will  encounter,  if  they  coun* 
sel  a  dissolution  under  the  present  circum- 
stances of  this  country.  The  space  of 
time  which  will  elapse  from  the  present 
moment  to  the  meetmg  of  the  new  Pariia-^ 
ment,  will  be  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
an  interregnum ;  it  ought  not  to  be  un- 
necessarily prolonged.  Dissolution,  if  it 
take  place  at  all,  should  take  place  imme- 
diately. I  have  stated  to  the  House  my 
reasons  for  thinking  we  have  no  security 
that  it  will  immediately  occur.  And,  if  it 
should  not,  I  am  anxious  that  this  resolu- 
tion should  be  placed  on  the  journals  of 
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the  House.  I  have  said,  that  the  honour 
and  the  dignity  of  the  House  will  be 
wounded  by  the  postponement  of  dissolu- 
tion, and  I  hope,  that  in  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, their  avengers  will  be  found.  I  say, 
that  Ministers,  during  the  interregnum, 
cannot  conduct  the  public  affairs,  except 
by  expedients  which  a  strong  Government 
would  despise,  and  of  which  a  good  Go- 
vernment would  be  ashamed.  These  Gen- 
tlemen are  always  asking  us  what  we  would 
do?  I  tell  them  I  am  no  great  admirer  of 
the  skill  with  which  they  play  their  game, 
though  I  must  admit  the  sleight  of  hand 
with  which  they  shuffle  the  cards.  But 
if  they  cannot  play  their  own  hand,  I  do 
not  see  that  they  are  entitled  to  look  into 
The  dissolution  of  Parliament  is 
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undoubtedly  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown; 
but  the  advice  as  to  the  exercise  of  that 
prerogative  involves  the  responsibility  of 
Ministers;  and  I  contend,  that  a  more 
dangerous — I  had  almost  said,  a  more  re- 
volutionary— proceeding,  than  to  advise  a 
dissolution  in  the  present  juncture  of  af- 
fairs, after  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment, cannot  be  conceived  by  any  ra- 
tional mind.  [Lord  /.  Russell:  What  do 
you  say  of  1831  ?]  The  noble  Lord  reminds 
me  of  1831.  I  am  glad  of  it.  In  that 
year  Lord  Grey's  Government  brought  in 
the  Reform  Bill.  They  carried  the  second 
reading  by  a  majority  of  one.  Shortly 
after,  they  were  defeated,  on  a  matter  of 
minor  importance,  upon  the  motion  of 
General  Gascoigne.  What  did  they  do? 
Did  they  threaten  dissolution  ?  Did  they 
come  down,  and  brandish  in  the  face  of 
the  House  the  threat  of  a  dissolution? 
The  next  morning,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  more  than  twelve  hours  from  their 
defeat,  Lord  Grey's  Government  advised 
the  Crown  to  exercise  its  prerogative,  by 
dissolving  Parliament.  If  the  Crown  had 
not  taken  that  advice,  we  would  not  have 
remained  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown  for  twelve  hours  longer.  Parlia- 
ment was  dissolved  instantly,  and  that  is 
the  precedent  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
fers me  I  So  much  for  the  precedent 
which  the  noble  Lord  suggested.  Now  I 
will  suggest  a  precedent  to  him.  In  the 
year  1807,  Mr.  Canning,  in  no  ambiguous 
terms,  announced  to  the  House  that  a  dis- 
solution would  immediately  ensue.  I  sup- 
pose the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  still  feels  some  respect  for  Mr. 
Tierney*  He  is  a  good  constitutional 
authority  at  all  events.  Upon  that  an- 
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nouncement  being  made  by  Mr.  Canning, 
Mr.  Tierney  said — ''  As  for  a  dissolution, 
I  am  convinced  that  it  cannot  be  intended, 
particularly  when  I  see  that  a  religious 
clamour  is  raised,  because  the  malice  of 
the  devil  himself  could  not  have  thought 
of  preparing  for  a  dissolution  by  the 
wicked  cry  of  the  *  Church  in  danger.'  '* 
ICkeers  from  the  Ministerial  benches.l 
Do  you  cheer  that  ?  Do  you  believe  that 
the  cry  of  the  Church  in  danger  is  more 
exciting,  and  more  likely  to  madden  the 
people,  than  the  cry  of  "  cheap  bread  " 
raised  from  the  Treasury  Bench?  The 
Secretary  at  War  asked,  "  Where  is  agi- 
tation— where  are  the  signs  of  it  ?"  and 
then,  according  to  the  usual  practice  with 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  bench,  he 
went  further,  and  added,  ''  Where  is  the 
harm  of  it  ?"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
too,  asked,  what  is  its  nature  ?  I  will  tell 
him.  With  pain  greater  than  I  can 
describe — with  astonishment  which  was 
perfectly  boundless  at  the  time,  and  which 
is  not  yet  altogether  removed — I  heard  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
declare  in  his  place  last  year,  that  in  his 
opinion,  no  man  who  was  not  prepared  to 
alter  the  Corn  Laws  could  obey  the  divine 
injunction,  and  offer  up  with  sincerity  the 
daily  prayer  for  daily  bread.  This  is  the 
nature  of  the  agitation.  But  does  it  stop 
here  ?  In  a  very  eloquent  and  brilliant 
passage,  composed  not  hastily  or  without 
consideration,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  when  announcing 
the  schemes  of  Government,  in  the  debate 
on  the  Sugar  Duties,  wound  up  his  speech 
by  declaring,  that  in  his  opinion  the  pre- 
sent Corn  Laws  were  at  variance  with  the 
beneficence  of  Providence.  I  am  aware 
that  many  Gentlemen  in  this  House  enter- 
tain the  same  opinion.  I  believe  them  to 
form  a  minority — a  considerable  minority. 
But,  be  they  a  minority  or  a  majority,  I 
appeal  to  their  dispassionate  judgment, 
and  ask,  whether  they  think  that  such 
language,  from  such  high  places,  addressed 
to  the  people  on  a  topic  most  inflammatory, 
can  fail  to  produce — as  I  say  it  is  intended 
to  produce — the  greatest  possible  excite- 
ment ?  This  is  the  most  dangerous  course 
a  Government  can  possibly  pursue,  with 
reference  to  the  most  dangerous  subject. 
Desperate  tenants,  under  notice  to  quit, 
set  fire  to  the  premises  which  they  are 
compelled  to  evacuate.  Pirates,  when 
they  are  no  longer  able  to  defend  their 
vessel,  rush  with  torches  to  the  magazine. 
21 


963 


Nottingham 


{COMMONS} 


Blectim. 


te4 


We  are  told  of  the  strong  man  in  det pair, 
who  hit  upon  the  stratagem  of  turning 
loose  three  hundred  foxes,  with  firebrands 
at  iheir  tails,  among  the  standing  corn  of 
the  people.  This  is  an  exact  representation 
of  the  Qovernment,  who,  at  a  dissolution, 
will  send  forth  their  torches  and  their  fire- 
brands. After  all,  I  am  persuaded  that 
the  8s.  duty  was  an  after-thought.  The 
Secretary-at-War  told  us,  wiih  great 
frankness,  that  he  alwa]^s  thought  the  pro- 
positions respecting  timber  and  sugar 
might  be  carried  ;  but  the  Corn  Law  pro- 
position he  knew  to  be  a  hopeless  project^ 
which  could  not  be  carried.  In  the  absence 
of  all  authoritative  assurance  to  the  con- 
trary, I  shall  always  believe,  and  continue 
to  assert,  that  the  shilling  a  bushel  duty 
on  Wheat  was  never  determined  on  by  the 
Government.until  after  their  defeats  on  the 
Irish  Registration  Bill.  I  say,  this  is  a 
desperate  plunge,  made  by  desperate  men. 
They  have  made  up  their  minds  to  "  put 
their  lives  upon  a  cast,"  and  are  determined 
to  **  stand  the  hazard  of  the  die/'  It  is 
against  them.  I  cannot  address  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  in  the  language  of 
quotation  used  by  the  noble  Lord  : 

«  O  pasai  graviora ;" 

for  never  was  a  country  cursed  with  a 
worse,  a  more  reckless,  or  a  more  danger- 
ous Government.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  talka  of  *<  lubricity  ;' 
but,  thank  God,  we  have  at  last  pinned 
you  to  something  out  of  which  you  cannot 
wriggle— and  as  we  have  the  inelancholy 
satisfaction  to  know  that  there  is  an  end 
to  all  things,  so  I  can  now  say  with  tfie 
noble  Lord, 

**  Dabit  Deus  his  quoque  finem." 

Thank  God,  we  have  at  last  got  rid  of 
such  a  Government  as  this ! 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  to  June  2. 
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MuruTBa.]  BUk.  Read  a  Moond  tfOM  t— TiUie  Ooinpo. 
iltkmi  HouMt  of  Industry  (Ireluid).— Hwd  •  third 
timei— OrdncaeeSuxvey;  Militia  BaUott  Suipcmion. 

PMitiout  pcoented.  By  Mr.  Thorady,  Mr.  Strutt.  Mr. 
Somen,  Mr.  Karnble,  Sir  Da  LMy  BvaiM»  Mr.  Clay,  Mr. 
Attwood*  Mr.  Ewart,  and  itvarai  otha  him.  McmbeiiH 
from  Staflbrd»hire»  Dudley,  Devonport,  SUgo,  Cumber* 
land.  Charter,  Arman*  and  a  great  many  other  plaomi  fbr 
m  Repeal  at  Iha  Com-lawt.— By  Mr.  Chrielopher,  tnm 
phuMa  in  Lincolofhim,  hy  hot^  0.  Lennox,  ttani  placm 
in  SvHCi/  hy  Mil  BmaA,  ftgon  phwn  in  BafXi  hy  Sir  J« 


Y.  Bullar,  tena  DeivaBihlM.  by  Hit  am  of  HiBAoso^^, 
from  the  county  of  Domi,  hy  Mr.  C  Howard,  from 
Cumberiaiid,  and  hy  Mr.  Heafheole^  from  UneotaiAiM^ 
i^dnit  a  Repeal  of  the  Cocn-lavw.— By  Cmpmm  A'Conrt, 
fliam  Tamwotth,  and  Sir  J«  V.  Buttev.  from  Davomhira^ 
tp  adopt  Sis  R.  PeeTk  MotioQ.~By  Sir  H.  Virhm.  from 
a  ptaoe  in  Devoniliija,  for  a  Radnction  of  the  Import 
Dutiei  on  Cora,  Timber,  and  Sufln>-4y  Sir  WaMat 
Jamm,  from  Ui|U,  for  Chuich  BxteMion ;  and  from  pec* 
•one  engaged  in  Trade,  agatnrt  Uie  Aitenitign  of  the  Du« 
tim  OB  Com,  Timber,  and  Sugar. 

NOTTIKOHAM  ELECTION.]    Mr.  OodfOII 

said,  he  held  a  petition  in  his  hand  from 
Mr.  Edward  Pillbean  Coxe,  to  which  he 
requested  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
whichf  if  the  statements  of  the  petition 
were  true,  called  aloud  for  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  House.  The  petitioner,  one 
of  the  freemen  of  Nottingham,  stated,  that 
he  and  others  during  the  recent  election, 
were  supporters  of  the  present  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  that  place,  and  that  since  that 
time  attempts  had  been  made  to  boy  orer 
himself  and  other  parties  to  the  other 
side,  and  for  that  purpose  a  meeting  bttd 
been  held  by  two  persons  who  were  named 
in  the  petition,  and  who  reoaested  tho 
petitioner  to  receive  a  sum  of  money  to 
the  amount  of  5L  at  first,  as  part  and 
parcel  of  the  sum  of  50/.,  which  the  peti- 
tioner was  to  receive  for  the  purpose  of 
endeavouring  to  get  over  certain  perMos 
to  the  Whig  party,  to  which  propositioa 
he  would  not  consent*  He  would  not 
read  the  whole  of  the  petition  lo  the 
House,  but  the  leading  statement^.  The 
petitioner  was  nest  requested  to  go  out  of 
the  way  for  a  abort  time,  firom  whiph  hst 
also  dissented.  He  was  then  requested 
by  the.  two  persons  whose  names  were 
mentioned  in  the  petition,  and  who  stated, 
that  a  great  change  had  taken  place  in 
the  views  of  their  employers,  to  {|o  under 
a  fictitious  name  either  to  Bassetlaw,  New* 
ark,  or  Walsall,  for  the  purpose  of  bribing 
the  electors  of  those  plapes  during  the  ensu- 
ing general  elections,  for  which  service  the 
petitioner  should  have  50/.,  and  all  bis 
expenses  paid  at  each  of  those  places.  The 
petitioner  was  informed  at  the  sasne  time, 
that  their  friends  would  so  arrange  mat* 
ters  with  the  returning  officers,  that  the 
electiQus  at  Bsssetlaw,  Newark,  and  Wal- 
sall, should  come  off  on  diSfereot  days. 
Th^  petitioner  then  went  on  to  state,  thai 
he  received  a  portion  of  the  money  for  Iha 
porpose  of  testing  whether  the  parliea 
were  serious  hi  making  the  offer,  and  went 
to  London,  directing  that  if  anvthing  more 
was  to  be  done  they  should  send  hiai 
word  to  town.    Af^er  his  anrival  in  Lmh 
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don  he  receited  a  letter  enclosing  a  remit* 
tiiaee  of  30/»,  to  the  following  effect : — 

''  Dear  Coxe,  enclosed  you  will  receive  20/. 
Not  having  received  any  sopplies,  I  have  for- 
warded this  from  my  own  pnvate  stock,  and 
will  forward  the  remaining  Wl,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days." 

The  letter  added,  that  everything  Wm 
going  on  aa  fafoorably  as  could  be  expec- 
ted, considering  the  limited  means  at  the 
diapoaal  of  the  partiea.  The  petitioner 
brought  theae  allegations  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  for  the  salce  of  showing  his 
fellow-countrymen  the  iniquitous  system 
of  bribery  pot  in  operation  for  the  pur- 
poae  of  securing  the  return  of  Whig  Mem- 
bera  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  to 
ahoar  also  the  neceaaity  of  providing  aome 
efficaeiotts  meaaure  to  prevent  auch  prao- 
tieea,  and  to  delect  and  punish  those  who 
might  be  f  nilty  of  them.    The  petitioner 

Sirticolatly  called  the  attention  of  the 
onae  to  the  aingular  fact,  that  two  per- 
sona, whom  he  named,  ahould  offer  and 
supply  large  snma  of  money,  having  no 
maana  or  resonroea  of  their  own  whence 
to  fbrniah  them,  a  fact  dearly  ahowtng 
that  they  were  the  agents  of  other  more 
opulent  partiea,  who  were  desiroua  of 
aennring  by  bribery  the  return  of  Mem- 
beia  for  four  different  places.  The  peti- 
tioner bombly  prayed  that  be  might  be 
pMmitted  to  prove  at  the  Bar  of  the  House 
the  ailefationa  which  be  made  in  his  petj* 
tion,  and  which  he  could  eatablish  beyond 
all  eoniradictioa,  and  that  the  Honse 
would  institute  a  full,  a  fair,  and  an  im* 
partial  inquiry  into  all  the  faots  of  the 
tranaaetiona  to  which  he  had  ventured  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
adopt  aneh  meaaarea  aa  might  be  deemed 
expedient.  The  boo.  Gentleman  then 
moved,  t|iat  the  petition  of  Mr.  Coxe  be 
printed,  and  taken  into  consideration  on 
Thursday,  the  10th  of  June  inatant. 
Ordered. 

HEftTvonD-^-RaoisTEft  of  VoTRfta.] 
Mr;  7.  Duneombe  aaid,  he  wiahed  to  iall 
tho  attention  of  the  House  to  the  non- 
cempliancowith  one  of  ita  ordera,  namely, 
an  order  made  by  the  Honse  on  the  20th 
of  May  laat.  This  waa  a  afiatter  of  some 
importnnce,  aa  tt  had  reference  to  the  law 
which  regulated  the  representation  of  the 
eonntty.  Upon  the  20th  of  laat  May, 
upon  the  hearing  of  a  petition,  thia  House 
came  to  a  reeokitiim,  and  an  order  was 
thonnpen  made  to  theeffecty  that  the 


clerk  of  the  peace  of  the  county  of  Hert* 
ford  should  furnish  and  forthwith  lay  be- 
fore the  House  a  copy  of  the  list  of  voters 
fbr  the  county  of  Hertford,  from  the  re«* 
gistry  book  of  the  county,  for  the  veara 
1840  and  1841.  The  motion  which  the 
hen.  Member  had  made  upon  that  occa- 
sion, was  seconded  by  the  noble  Lord, 
one  of  the  Members  for  that  county. 
Upon  that  order  being  made,  the  clerk  of 
(he  House  wrote  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
for  the  county  of  Hertford,  intimating  to 
him,  that  he  should  forthwith  furnish  the 
desired  return  to  the  House.  The  clerk 
of  the  peace  wrote  back  to  say,  that  it 
was  not  his  duty  to  furnish  the  return, 
but  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  sheriff  of 
the  county,  in  whose  custody  the  registry 
book  was.  The  clerk  of  the  House,  im- 
mediately upon  this,  wrote  to  the  sheriff 
of  the  county,  desiring  him  forthwith  to 
supply  the  House  with  the  return  r&< 
quired.  A  fortnight  had  now  elapsed, 
and  the  sheriff  had  not  as  yet  furnished 
the  House  with  the  return ;  but  he  should 
stale  to  the  House,  that  the  sheriff  had 
written  a  letter,  dated  29th  May,  which, 
with  their  permission,  he  would  read  to 
the  House,  in  which  he  assigned  his  rea- 
sons for  not  having  as  yet  laid  the  return 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  Meml>er  then 
read  the  sheriff^s  letter,  wherein  he  stated, 
that  the  registry  book  of  the  voters  of  the 
eoonty  was  in  hia  custody,  that  it  waa  a 
verv  large  bo(4E,  containing  15,800  pages, 
and  that  the  copying  it,  at  the  rate  of  6d. 
per  folio,  woald  amount  to  the  sum  of 
37 L  19s.,  beside  the  expense  of  the  paper, 
and  that  it  would  take  from  three  weeks 
to  a  month  to  have  it  copied,  and  that 
only  one  person  oould  take  a  copy  at  a 
lime.  The  sheriff,  under  these  circum- 
stances, begged  to  be  informed  at  whose 
expense  it  waa  that  the  copies  were  to  be 
furnished,  and  whether  he  was  to  be  put 
to  so  great  an  expenae.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her,  under  thia  aiate  of  droumatances, 
wished  to  know  from  the  House  what  waa 
to  be  done?  A  fortnight  had  already  ex- 
pired, and  yet  there  was  no  return,  as  or- 
derered,  made  to  the  House.  He  begged 
the  House  would  order  the  sheriff  forth- 
with to  furnish  a  copy  of  the  registry. 
Upon  referring  to  the  Reform  Act  he 
found  that  the  clerk  of  the  peace  or  other 
returning  officer  was  reqnired  to  cause  to 
be  printed  or  written,  copies  of  the  list  of 
voters  upon  the  registry,  and  to  furnish 
the  same  to  any  person  applying  for  them, 
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upon  damandiog  and  being  paid  a  rea- 
sonable fee  or  charge.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  conclusion,  said,  that  he  hoped 
the  House  would  see  that  its  orders  were 
obeyed. 

Mr.  Esicauri  said,  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  there  was  some  misconception  here 
as  to  which  officer  should  furnish  the 
House  with  the  return  in  question—whe- 
ther it  was  to  be  the  clerk  of  the  peace  or 
the  sheriff?  The  House  had  always  held, 
that  when  an  order  was  made  upon  a  pub- 
lic officer,  that  order  should  be  complied 
with  without  hesitation.  By  the  act  of 
the  2nd  of  William  4th,  cap.  5,  it  was 
expressly  stated  in  one  of  its  clauses,  that 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  should  cause  copies 
of  the  registry  to  be  printed  or  written  for 
the  use  of  the  electors,  and  that  every 
clerk  of  the  peace  and  every  returning 
officer  should  deliver  to  every  person  ap- 
plying  for  a  copy  of  the  same  such  copy 
or  copies  at  a  reasonable  charge.  Now, 
it  appeared,  it  was  supposed  that  this 
clause  did  not  sufficiently  provide  for  the 
expenses  which  might  be  incurred  by  the 
proper  officers  in  furnishing  the  copies  of 
the  registry ;  but  if  that  clause  had  not 
done  so,  tne  next  clause  had,  for  it  was 
therein  stated  that  any  expenses  incurred 
in  making  out  the  copies  of  the  registry, 
whether  written  or  printed,  or  any  other 
expenses  incurred  in  carrying  out  the  ob- 
jects of  that  act,  should  be  defrayed  out 
of  the  treasury  of  such  county.  The  ma- 
gistrates of  the  county  ought,  therefore, 
to  be  applied  to  for  an  order  on  the  coun- 
ty treasurer  for  the  payment  of  such  addi- 
tional expense. 

Mr.  Aliion  said,  that  the  question  was, 
how  the  expenses  of  making  out  the  re- 
turn were  to  be  paid?  He  conceived  that 
the  expenses  should  be  paid  by  the  deik 
of  the  peace  in  the  first  instance,  and  the 
magistrates  were  bound  to  give  an  order 
on  the  county  treasury  for  the  expenses 
incurred  in  publishing  these  lists.  He 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining this  to  the  magistrates  of  the 
county.  The  House  was  not  aware  how 
difficult  it  was  to  get  a  body  of  magis- 
trates together  until  the  quarter  sessions 
commenced.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
now  give  a  direct,  specific,  and  imperative 
order  that  the  return  of  the  list  of  electors 
of  the  county  of  Hertford ,  for  the  years 
1840  and  1841,  should  be  forthwith  de- 
livered. 
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fectly  clear  that  the  daty  in  the  fiiat  pbea 
was  imposed  upon  the  clerk  of  tbe  peace, 
and  that  he  must  perform  that  duty,  wmA 
that  he  must  incar  the  expenses  of  iU  If 
not  paid  by  an  order  from  the  magisCfatas 
upon  the  treasury  of  the  county,  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  upon  an  appli- 
cation to  it,  would  grant  a  mamdamuu  di- 
rected to  the  magistrates  to  compel  the 
payment  of  such  expenses.  The  6ist  per- 
son who  was  bound  under  the  act  to  for. 
nish  copies  of  the  lists  of  voten  was  Iha 
clerk  of  the  peace,  and  it  was  his  doty  to 
obey  the  order  of  the  Hoose. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  said,  that,  according 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  sheriff  had  nothing  whatever  lo 
do  with  the  matter.  It  was  undooblsdly 
the  duty  of  the  clerk  of  the  peace  to  take 
care  that  the  lists  should  be  forthoomiag; 
but  it  appeared  that  the  provisioiis  of  the 
act  did  not  apply  to  the  case. 

Mr.  DuMCombe  then  oMMred,  that  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of  Hert- 
ford, be  called  to  tbe  bar  of  the  House  oa 
Monday  next,  unless  the  register  he  fnr* 
nuhed  to  the  House  in  the  mean  time. 

Dr.  Luihingtom  said,  he  would  not  have 
risen  if  it  had  not  been  for  an  observation 
which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  £•  Sugden),  who  had  not  expiesaed 
himself  with  his  usual  perspicuity.  He 
contended  that  when  a  retam  was  ordered 
by  that  House,  if  addressed  to  a  pnUie 
officer,  it  was  his  bounden  doty  to  make 
the  return  instanter;  he  had  no  r%ht  to 
make  frivolous  excuses. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  saki,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  entirely  misunderstood  him. 
What  he  had  stated  was,  that  there  were 
provisions  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
provided  for  the  payment,  but  that  those 
provisk>ns  did  not  meet  this  partienlar 
case. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Admihistration  op  Justicb  (No.  1.) 
Bill.]  Mr.  Agiiombg  begged  to  ask, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  carry  through  the 
House  during  the  present  Session,  a  mea- 
sure respecting  which  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  anxiety  out  of  doors— he  oseant 
the  Administratioa  of  Justice  (No.  1.) 
Bill? 

The  Atiomeg^Oemerai  cooU  assora  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  the  wish  snd  the 
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Mr.  Wittiam$  Wgtm  said,  it  was  per- 1  measure  through  during  the  present  Scv* 
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mon.  The  delay  had  arisen  from  an  obsta- 
cle interposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ripon,  respecting  the  Ac- 
countant-general ;  but  he  hoped  to  see  it 
pass  through  the  House  very  shortly. 

•  Confidence  in  the  Ministry — 
Adjourned  Debate  —  (Third  Day.)] 
The  order  of  the  day  for  resuming  the  ad- 
journed debate  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Sergeant  Talfourd  spoke  as  fol- 
lows*: Mr.  Speaker,  If  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Mernber  for  Pembroke, 
closed  his  speech  and  the  debate  on  Fri- 
day, I  regarded  with  surprise  the  indica- 
tions of  the  spirit  which  inspired  it,  I  own 
that  it  appears  yet  more  remarkable  when 
surveyed  in  the  cool  light  of  reflection. 
From  the  first  sentence,  in  which  he  of- 
fered his  ironical  congratulations  to  the 
noble  Secretary  for  Ireland,  on  the  *'  com- 
placent tone  in  which  he  had  spoken  of 
the  Acts  of  a  Government  in  its  last  ex- 
tremity''— as  if  even  the  satisfaction  of  a 
moment  were  an  intolerable  offence — 
through  all  its  varieties  of  invective,  down 
to  its  close,  where  piety  came  to  the  aid 
of  failing  language,  and  he  blessed  God 
for  the  approaching  downfall  of  his  some- 
lime  comrades,  it  presents  a  specimen  of 
curious  animosity,  which  I  believe  is  with- 
out example,  and  I  hope  will  be  without 
copy  in  the  ^nnals  of  political  warfare. 
Fortunately  for  those  who  are  the  objects 
of  such  attacks,  there  is  a  tendency  in  all 
violent  emotions  to  overleap  their  objects 
— the  certainty  of  the  aim  is  not  in  pro- 
portion to  the  eagerness  of  the  marksman ; 
and  the  spring  which  is  animated  by  the 
most  fiery  venom  sometimes  carries  the 
deadly  stroke  beyond  its  intended  victim. 
Such  I  hope  to  show  is  the  result  of  the 
>  attack  which  the  once  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty, has  made  on  those  who  shared  with 
him  in  the  excitements,  in  the  dangers, 
ID  the  agitations,  and  in  the  triumphs,  of 
far  more  critical  times  than  those  which 
now  await  us.  The  substance  of  his 
charge— amidst  the  imagery  of  desperate 
pirates,  of  incendiary  tenants,  and  of 
burning  brands — is,  that  the  Ministers 
have  carried  the  principle  measures  in 
which  they  have  succeeded,  by  the  con- 
currence of  their  political  opponents,  and 
that  they  have  failed  to  carry  other  mea- 
sures when  they  have  wanted  that  aid. 

*From  a  corrected    report   published  by 
Moxon. 


To  obtain  *<  ample  room  and  verge  enough" 
to  trace  the  characters  in  which  he  would 
write  his  accusations  of  successes  obtained 
by  too  great  concurrence  of  opinion,  and 
failures  not  produced  by  want  of  merit, 
but  by  deficiency  of  strength,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  complains,  that  the  noble 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  has  sought  to  limit 
the  question  to  the  exposition  of  the  bud- 
get, and  has  claimed  to  himself  the  right 
of  finding  matter  for  his  changes  in  former 
years.  I  will  not  deny  that  right ;  but  I, 
in  my  turn,  must  request  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  carry  his  retrospective  review 
a  little  further,  and  take  one  glance  at 
earlier  days,  when  he  shared  in  struggles 
which  he  has  not  forgotten,  because  as- 
suredly  he  has  not  forgiven.  Many  of  the 
hon.  Members  who  now  encircle  him  may 
be  justified  in  looking  back,  with  a  fond 
regret;  at  those  buttresses  of  Ministerial 
strength  which  were  destroyed  in  1832; 
may  yet  entertain  some  busy,  though  in- 
distinct hope,  that  the  seasons  of  Tory 
domination^  which  they  so  long  sustained, 
may  return ;  may  regard  those  as  the 
palmy  days  of  administrations,  when  tax- 
ation, coercion,  and  war,  were  extended 
by  mighty  majorities — when  paper  credit 
was  maintained  "by  frequent  and  bloody 
execution — when  the  sanctities  of  private 
life  were  beset  by  spies  and  violated  by 
domestic  treason — and  when  the  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  only  gave  to  the 
Government  a  sterner  aspect ;  impelled  it 
to  new  severities ;  and  excused  it  in  fresh 
inroads  on  the  remains  of  freedom.  But 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  can  scarcely  believe 
this  grim  front  of  authority  to  have  been 
desirable  then,  or  to  be  possible  now : — he 
was  associated  with  those  followers  of  Mr. 
Fox,  whose  name  he  has  ventured  to  in- 
troduce, and  who,  I  think,  would  look  with 
astonishment  on  the  position  in  which  he 
stands,  and,  though  m  his  benignity  he 
wouldnot  call  him ''a  recreant  Whig,"  would 
regard  him  with  sorrow  rather  than  anger. 
In  that  school,  where  the  hopes  of  huma- 
nity were  entrusted  to  small  minorities,  he 
might  have  learned  to  feel  that  might  is 
not  always  right  j  that  truth  is  not  always 
with  numbers;  and  that  the  wisdom  of 
true  statesmanship  may  be  embodied  iti 
efforts  which  only  generations  unborn 
shall  fully  recognise.  When  the  tremen- 
dous force  of  public  opinion  broke  down 
those  awful  barriers — when  the  agitation 
in  which  the  then  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
was  a  leader  was  triumphant — when  the 


071 


Cmifidence  tn 


{COMMONS} 


lAe  MmiMir^ — 


M« 


pillared  rotieonesB  of  ancieoi  corruption 
lay  prostrate  before  him  and  bis  colleagues 
— tbe  great  practical  question  arose,  wbe- 
ther  the  renoyated  and  purified  Consti* 
tution  should  be  administered  by  those 
who  had  struggled  in  that  work  of  majes- 
tic regeneration,  or  by  those  who  had  op- 
posed it — by  those  whose  fondest  hopes 
attended  its  prosperity,  or  those  whose  ho- 
nest fears  still  prophesied  its  ruin.     Hap- 
pilv,  as  I  think,  the  authors  of  the  Reform 
Bill  became  its  guardians ;  but  it  was  no 
easy  task  for  those  who,  resting  from  or- 
ganic change,  desired  fairly  to  apply  and 
liberally  to  construe  its  blessings,  to  main- 
tain, in  the  calm  of  victory,  the  position 
they  had  acquired  during  the  passion  of 
the  struggle.     Not  to  dwell  on  the  ab- 
sence of  those  palpable  appliances  of  which 
their  success   had   deprived  all  Govern- 
ments for  all  time — which  has  been  re- 
peatedly adverted  to  in  this  debate,  and  is 
too  obvious  to  be  dwelt  on — they  stood  in 
a  elorious  but  anxious  position,  between 
their    discomfited     opponents  and  their 
too  sanguine  allies.    They  found  them- 
selves, then,  on  the  table-land  they  had 
achieved — desirous  of  consolidating  and 
sustaining  the  advantages  they  had  gained, 
but  contented  there — between  two  parties, 
one  of  whom  hated  their  success,  while 
the  other  was  jealous  of  their  pause ; — and 
could  they  expect  that,  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  fruits  of  their  victory,  they  should 
either  succeed  to  the  majorities  of  their 
predecessors    or    maintain    that  impulse 
which  had  been  great  in  action  ?    In  this 
position  thev  have  felt  that  the  elements  of 
power  itself  were  changed^that  it  must 
seek  new  sources  of  strength  from  a  wider 
sphere— and  finding  those  elements  not  in 
one  party  but  in  each,  they  must  avail 
themselves  of  them  in  support  of  the  mea- 
sures which  not  one  party  alone  would 
support,  but  to  which  each  might  by  turns 
contribute  its  honest  sanction.      If  this 
appeal  for  support,  not  to  persons  alone 
but  also  to  principles,  is  dishonourable,  it 
follows,  that  the  powers  of  the  State  can 
never  be  justly  administered  except  by  an 
extreme  party ;  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  will  find  as  little  conso- 
lation in  that  doctrine  as  the  Ministers 
whom  he  now  seeks  to  displace.    Between 
the  claims  of  Chartism  on  the  one  hand, 
and  those   of  the   Toryism    of  deepest 
Orange  hue  on  the  other,  are  immoveable 
gradations:  and  the  Ministry  which  now 
would  take  any  course  but  the  wildest, 


must  often  appeal  to  elementa  to  be  fooad 
in  those  who  differ  in  some  poiocs  with 
themselves.     If,  indeed,  the  vicir  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  seems  to  adopt  of  a  slataamanls 
duties  be  just— if  the  simile  in   which, 
among  the  toys  and  fantasies  of  his  pas- 
sion, he  likens  the  positioo  of  advene  par- 
ties to  gamblers,  where  one  party  may 
shuffle,  and  cut,  and  deal,  and  the  othw 
hide  their  cards,  justly  explains  il— iftfae 
fAtne  of  politics  is  animated  by  ao  ooblar 
mspiration  than   personal  spite,  and  ad- 
dressed to  no  greater  rewards  than  the 
emoluments  of  office,   if  principles  are 
only  the  counters  with  which  the  gana- 
sters  play ;  then  it  is  correct  to  assume 
that  these  principles  are  property  for  the 
purpose  of  the  ignoble  contest :  that  all 
Conservatism  belongs  to  one  side  of  llie 
Table,  and  all  Progression  to  the  other. 
But  if  Statesmanship  is  a  bobler  game,  1 
see  no  just  cause  of  complaint  agalosl  tbe 
Minister  who  introduces  measures,  which 
he  knows  that  even  his  opponent  will  raeog- 
nise  as  just  and  wise,  and  who  reliet  on 
their  honesty  to  support  him.    The  boo. 
Baronet  may  call  this  weakness— I  call  it 
wisdom.     His  party  feeling  may  be  so 
intense,  that  he  may  think  it  objeotioa 
enough  to  any  measure,  that  it  will  be 
cursed  with  the  approval  of  his  opponents ; 
but  in  this  his  feeling  cannot  be  shared  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  tbe  Member  for 
Tamworth.    Yet  even  he  has  taoaied  the 
Ministers  with  the  support  he  gave  them 
on   the  Privilege    question,  and  on  the 
Chartist  petition  of  the  other  night,  as  if 
they  had  not  a  right  to  expect  his  suppoct 
on  those  questions— as  if  he  coold  have 
done  otherwise  than  support  them  witboat 
forfeiting  his  high  character,  evea  in  his 
own  esteem ;  and,  in  truth,  his  groond  of, 
want  of  confidence,  because  his  support 
has  been  required  and  given,  amoonta  to 
this  complsmt,  that  on  many  occasiont 
they  have  agreed  with  bin.    If  he  dioaM 
succeed  to  office,  let  him  be  aMured  he 
will  very  soon  require— and  I  trust  he  will 
receive — when  he  seeks  to  lestraio  his 
Orange  allies,  or  his  Chartist  opponeota — 
the  same  support  which  he  has  so  frankly 
given  to  tbe  Ministers ;  and  of  which^  I 
trust  they  will  not  so  often  remind  hias.  I, 
therefore,  translate  the  oensare — Uiat  the 
Ministers  have  passed  no  great  meaaare 
without  the  support  of  their  political  op- 
ponents—to mean   no   other  than    that 
their  great  meat  ares  haTe  been  rach  aa  to 
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MQitf  e  the  approval  of  the  wisest  and  the 
bestt  anil  that  some  of  them  are  so  good, 
thai  even  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Pembroke,  claims  them  for 
his  owo.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  fur- 
ther acouses  Ministers,  that,  besides  com. 
mittioa  the  crime  of  passing  measures  so 
good  that  even  be  concurs  in  their  adop- 
tion, they  have  proposed  others  which  he 
and  his  friends  have  opposed,  and  which 
thus  opposed  the  Ministry  have  been  un- 
able lo  carry  ;  and  he  first  instances  the 
attempt  to  settle  the  question  of  Church 
Rates.  Now,  if  the  old  lesson  is  to  be 
read  backwards-*if  to  command  success  is 
nobler  than  to  deserve  it — I  grant  they 
are  liable  to  the  right  hon,  Baronet^s  cen- 
sure. Bui  their  position,  in  relation  to 
this  Question^  is  precisely  that  which  I 
would  instance  as  exemplifying  the  diffi- 
culties of  a  Ministry,  who,  anxious  to 
preserve  the  principle  on  which  the  no* 
blest  institutions  of  the  country  rest,  are 
yet  desirous  of  preventing  that  principle 
from  being  exercised  to  the  vexation  of 
those  who  conscientiously  differ  from  its 
application.  If  they  had  been  studious 
ooly  of  acquiring  popularity  from  the  great 
body  of  Dissenters  who  take  an  interest  in 
political  affairs,  they  would  have  adopted 
their  doctrine — that  those  who  do  not  de- 
sire to  attend  the  services  of  the  Church 
ought  to  be  exempted  from  the  duty  of 
contributing  to  the  repairs  of  its  fabrics — 
but  they  have  not  done  so ;  they  have  at- 
temptea  to  reconcile  the  great  doctrine, 
that  the  first  and  most  sacred  duty  of  the 
State  is  to  provide  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  all  her  people,  with  the  removal  of 
those  obstacles  which  render  the  execution 
of  the  laws  always  vexatious,  often  diffi- 
cult, sometimes  impossible.  Believing 
that  the  Church  of  England  exists,  not 
only  for  the  blessing  of  those  who  re- 
sort to  her  services^  but  of  all  who  desire 
to  see  religion  and  piety  established  on 
sure  foundations ;  admitting  that  her  fa- 
brics scattered  through  the  knd  do  not,  as 
they  point  to  heaven  **  with  silent  fineer," 
bear  with  them  onlj  the  aspirations  of  tnose 
who  worship  withm  them,  but  of  all  those 
whose  thoughts  rise  from  earth  heaven- 
wards ;  admitting  that  it  is  just  that  a 
national  charge  should  arise  out  of  a  na- 
tional duty,  I  yet  think  that  the  effort  to 
extend  her  foundations  by  a  wider  charity 
was  worthy  of  those,  who,  by  the  reoeal 
of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  had 
admitted  the  Protestant  Dissenters  to  civil 


rights.  True,  it  has  failed,  but  strange  as 
it  may  seem  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I 
believe  that  one  generous  attempt  to  break 
down  the  bonds  wnich  sever  thebrotherhood 
of  mankind — nay,  one  earnest  hope  for  the 
perfect  union  of  those  who  are  "  made  of 
one  blood " — is  better,  is  nobler,  is  more 
efficacious,  and  exerts  a  wider  influence, 
even  in  its  failure,  than  the  most  energetic 
expressions  of  hatred,  or  the  ifiostvigourous 
sets  of  coercion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Pembroke,  having  taken 
occasion  to  taunt  the  right  hon.  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  with  an  imagin- 
ary failure  at  the  hustings  of  Nottingham 
— forbearance  from  which  he  might  have 
learned  in  his  own  journey  from  Cumber- 
land to  Pembroke — with  a  courage  which 
I  cannot  sufficiently  admire,  adverted  to  a 
Subject  which  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
with  wiser  caution  omitted — and  breathed 
that  name  of  Ireland,  which  if  whispered 
in  the  ear  of  his  illustrious  leader,  when 
he  shall  ascend  the  triumphal  chariot  of 
administration  amidst  the  cheers  of  his 
friends,  shall  send  such  chilliness  to  his 
hopes  as  the  warnings  of  mortality,  by  the 
monitory  slave,  shed  into  the  soul  of  the 
Roman  Conqueror.  He  taunted  us  with 
the  failure  of  our  efforts  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland.  I  admit  we  have  failed— not  in 
applying  such  consolation  to  that  afflicted 
country  as  our  adversaries  have  permitted 
us  to  employ — not  in  our  endeavour  to 
curb  the  pride  of  her  oppressors;  to  ad- 
minister the  laws  with  equal  justice ;  to 
make  emancipation  a  living  truth  instead 
of  an  empty  boast ;  but  we  have  failed  in 
our  hope  to  give  to  her  that  just  equality 
of  political  rights  with  ours,  which  nature 
entitles  her  to  claim,  and  both  charity  and 
wisdom  enjoin  us  to  yield.  But  which 
think  you  will  she  prefer  ?  The  vain  hope, 
the  futile  wish,  and  unsuccessful  struggle 
to  save  her,  or  the  power  that  shall  crush 
her  affections  and  turn  her  hopes  into 
despair?  Ireland  is  ready  with  her 
answer!  Ages  of  oppression  havequickened 
her  sensibilities,  and  she  hails  the  expres- 
sion of  kindness  as  an  unwonted,  but  most 
welcome,  boon.  Next,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  refers  to  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bill,  which  to  me,  if  not  the  unkindest,  is 
the  most  astonishing  cut  of  all.  Here  is 
an  Act  which  he  himself  has  assisted  to 
introduce ;  which  he  has  seen  renewed 
from  the  pressure  of  these  party  debates 
without  objection;  which,  as  far  as  I 
know,  he  has  never  assisted  to  improve ; 
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and  which  he  seizes  with  eager  hand  to 
hurl   against  those  who  have  been  asso- 
ciated with  his  noblest  friends  in  sustaining 
it  against  long  po:)ular  censure.     Why? 
O,  it  is  too  fearful  a  weapon — it  is  en- 
venomed too  deeply  with  the  hatred  of 
class  against  class  to  be  rejected  at  such 
a  season.     And  on  what  right  does  he 
who  helped  to  fashion  now  claim  thus  to 
use  it  ?    He  says  it  does  not  contain  sug- 
gested ameliorations — has   he  sought  to 
apply  them?     He  complains  especially 
that  it  does  not  provide  for  the  medical 
relief  of  the  sick,  or  prohibit  the  odious 
system    of    advertisements     for    tender. 
Where  is  the  clause  placed  or  the  votes  to 
be  moved  by  him,  to  remedy  this  evil? 
The  Government  have  considered  it — they 
have  not  decided  upon  it^ clauses  have 
been  framed  to  meet  it  after  great  care 
and  consideration,     f  have  placed  them 
on  the  votes,  and   they  would  have  been 
debated  but  for  those  party  strifes  which 
seem  inevitable  while  the  balance  of  parties 
is  so  equally  poised  in  this  House.     For 
three  years  I  have  been  in  correspondence 
with  the  Provincial  Medical  Association 
on  this  subject :    and,  strange  to  say,  I 
was  never  made  aware  till  Friday,  that 
our   cause  had  so  distinguished  a  well- 
wisher  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     I  know 
not  whether  the  Member  for  Finsbury, 
who  is  connected   with  the  other  great 
organ  of  the  medical  body,  the  London 
Medical     Association,    has     been     more 
fortunate ;  but  I  rather  think  that  he  is 
equally  surprised  with  me  at  the  hidden 
virtue  which   the  warmth  of  the  debate 
has  quickened  into  life.     Good  things  as 
well  as  evil  may  thus  be  developed  : — **  it 
is  the  bright  day  which  brings  forth  the 
adder  ;*'  and  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  the 
enthusiasm  of  a  feeling  which  is  not  love 
which  has  prompted  into  day  our  unknown 
and    hitherto  unsuspected    friend.      For 
one  measure  the  hon.  Baronet  does  give 
us  credit;    he  says;    "The   Post-office 
is  all    your  own" — and   wishes   us    joy 
of  the  issue.     Yes,  Sir,  the   Post-office 
is  ours;  and  even  the  wish   of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  cannot  impair  the  gift  or 
arrest  the  blessing  !     It  has  been  ours  to 
take  off  a  tax  on  the  affections — it  has 
been  ours  to  give  to  the  poor  the  benefit 
of  those  powers  which  annihilate  space 
and  time ;  it  has  been  ours  to  give  free- 
dom to  the  intercourse  of  mind  with  mind, 
of  heart  with  heart;  and  the  people  will 
not  reject  the  boon  even  though  the  right 


hon.    Baronet    blesses    it.      One    other 
measure,  too,  is  ours,  io  which  i  do  not 
think  he  can  claim  a  share — one  gr^t 
moral  reform,  which  emanating  from  the 
legal   profession,  has  shed    its  blessings 
among  the  wretched  throughout  the  land 
— the  Abolition  of  Imprisonment  for  Debt 
on  Mesne  Process,    For  this  great  and 
good  work  we  are  mainly  indebted  to  the 
comprehensive  sagacity  and  the  unwearied 
zeal  of  the  Attorney-general ;  and  whether 
he  shall  sooner  or  later  retire  from  the  la- 
borious, the  painful,  the  invidious  duties 
which  he  has  discharged  for    a  tonger 
period    than    any    of  his    predecessors 
throughout  English  history,  he  will  carry 
with  him  not  only  the  recollection  of  those 
years  of  strenuous  industry  which  he  has 
devoted  to  the  public  service*— not  only 
the  consciousness  which  he  shares  with 
his  illustrious  predecessors,  Lord  Abtnger 
and  Lord  Lyndhurst,  of  having  sparingly 
and  gently  wielded  the  powers  of  the  crown 
in  their  relations  to  the  press,  not  only 
the  great  testimony  borne  to  the  judg- 
ment and  the  wisdom  of  those  painful  pro- 
ceedings which  he    directed    when  the 
country's  peace  was  lately  endangered  by 
misguided  men,  in  the  verdicts  of  juries, 
and  in  the  tranquillity  which  has  followed 
them ;   but  he  will   retain  the  enduring 
satisfaction  that  he  has  left  the  law,  in  a 
most  important    point,   better  than    he 
found  it — that  he  has  narrowed  the  limits 
within   which   misfortune    is  confounded 
with  crime  —  that  he  has  annihilated  a 
thousand  petty  oppressions  at  a  stroke, 
and   with  them  a  thousand  practices  in 
which  cunning  preyed  upon  distress,  and 
debased  at  once  the  practitioner  and  the 
sufferer— that  he  has  deserved  the  thanks 
of  the  mercantile  interest  for  additional 
security,  and  '<  the  blessings  of  those  who 
are  ready  to  perish.*'    And  if  from  the 
reform,  I  may  turn  for  a  moment  to  the 
administration  of  the  law,  I  have  a  right 
to  claim  for  those  who  have  performed  the 
most  delicate  and  painful  duties  of  the 
Executive  Government— the  supervision  of 
criminal  sentences,  those  first  duties  of  a 
Ministry — a  degree  of  care  and  attention, 
a  firmness  when  firmness  was  needed,  a 
wise  and  humane  discrimination  in  all,  to 
which  their  opponents  have  often  borne 
testimony,  and  which  their  opponents,  I 
believe,  will  emulate,  but  which  they  can 
never  surpass.     Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  approaching  the  financial  scheme  of  the 
Governmenti  which  has  directly  indaced 
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the  present  attempt  to  visit  them  with 
ParliameDtary  censure,  has  wholly  omitted 
to  say  a  word  on  its  essential  merits; 
whethefy  therefore,  he  wishes  us  to  regard 
his  opinions  on  what  he  calls  '*  the  mad- 
dening question  of  the  Corn  -laws  '*  as  those 
which  he  has  advocated  in  an  elaborate 
pamphlet,  and  enforced  in  former  speeches 
•—or  whether  he  has  renounced  his  prin- 
ciples, now  that  they  are  adopted  by  his 
earlv  friends,  and  is  now  prepared  to  de- 
fend the  sliding  duty  as  essential  to  the 
prosperity  of  agriculture,  we  must  wait  to 
learn  another  day.  I  will  not,  therefore, 
fatigue  the  House  by  attempting  to  discuss 
their  merits  now,  further  than  to  complain 
of  the  injustice  which,  I  think,  has  been 
done  to  that  scheme,  not  only  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke,  but  by 
others  who  have  considered  only  its  ab- 
stract merits,  and  have  compared  it  with 
nothing.  I  know  they  insist  on  the  right 
to  conceal  their  cards^ — they  have  a  right 
to  do  as  gamesters,  who,  when  the  cards 
are  dealt  and  honours  are  di?ided,  look  for 
nothing  but  the  odd  trick;  but  have  they 
a  right  to  do  so,  or  rather  are  they  right 
in  doing  so,  as  statesmen,  candidates  for 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  for  the  Administration  of  an  empire  ? 
A  great  exigency  has  arrived^ how  created 
is  immaterial  to  the  question  of  the  remedy 
— but,  if  I  must  answer,  I  will  say,  by  the 
acts  of  those  who,  during  long  years  of 
misrule,  mortgaged  the  industry  of  this 
country  for  ages  yet  unborn,  in  the  vain 
attempt  to  extinguish  liberty  throughout 
the  world.  But  the  true  wisdom  is  to  look, 
not  to  the  past,  but  to  the  future ;  the 
statesman  who  would  govern  must  le- 
gislate for  that  future.  Something 
must  be  done;  for  I  can  scarcely 
think  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  can  have 
been  rightly  understood,  when  he  was 
thought  to  propose  to  equalise  our  income 
with  our  expense,  by  letting  things  alone, 
— in  which  he  would  resemble  that  in- 
genious gentleman,  Sir  Abel  Handy,  in 
the  play,  who,  when  his  house  is  in  flames, 
and  none  of  his  various  inventions  are  at 
hand  to  quench  it,  triumphantly  exclaims 
to  his  son, — **  I  have  hit  it,  Bob !  per- 
haps it  may  go  out  of  itself  T  Now,  it 
may  be,  that  the  scheme  proposed  for 
meeting  the  deficiency,  not  by  increasing, 
but  by  lightening  the  burdens  of  the  peo- 

«le,  is  in  itself  an  evil— Hitill  it  may  be  a 
»8  evil  than  the  deficiency  it  proposes 


to  remedy,  and  a  less  evil  than  the  sub- 
stitute which  will  be  applied.  Can  we 
judge  in  ignorance  of  what  that  sub- 
stitute is }  Are  we  prepared  to  affirm  this 
bill  of  indictment  in  the  dark  ?  On  all 
other  great  questions,  the  principles  and 
purposes  of  public  men  stand  open  to  the 
day ;  why  are  the  financial  questions^  now 
the  most  urgent  of  all,  to  be  exceptions 
to  this  rule  ?  Above  all,  how,-— when  the 
objection  rather  relates  to  the  time  when 
the  scheme  is  propounded,  than  to  its 
essential  merits — can  we  judge  of  the 
exigencv,  of  the  urgency  of  the  call,  un- 
less we  know  what  other  resources  may  be 
in  store?  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Pembroke,  says,  that  great 
excitement  prevails  on  one  of  the  ques- 
tions involved  in  the  scheme — in  which, 
by  the  way,  he  differs  from  some  of  the 
ablest  organs  of  his  party,  who  assure  us 
there  is  no  excitement  at  all  worth  men- 
tioning, and  that  the  attempt  to  raise  it 
has  been  a  signal  failure— and,  quoting 
the  expression  of  Mr.  Tierney,  *<  that  the 
malice  of  the  devil  himself  could  not  have 
thought  of  preparing  for  a  dissolution 
with  the  false  cry  of  the  Church  in  dan- 
ger," still  would  impute  this  malice  of 
the  devil  to  those  whom  he  charges  with 
raising  the  cry  of  cheap  bread.  Now  I 
will  not  discuss  the  malice  of  the  devil 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet— I  will  make 
no  invidious  comparisons — I  will  do  in- 
justice to  no  one,  present  or  absent ;  but 
I  will  fearlessly  assert,  that  there  is  no- 
thing more  malicious  or  more  devilish  in 
the  cry  of  cheap  bread  than  in  the  cry  of 
No  Popery,  or  in  that  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  seems  about  to  echo  of  No  Poor 
Law  !  I  can  scarcely  tell  what  he  desires 
when  he  speaks  of  excitement  and  disso- 
lution ;  at  one  time  he  says,  '*  Do  not 
emulate  the  malice  of  the  devil,  by  pre- 
paring for  dissolution  during  excitement," 
and  the  next  moment  he  says,  "  Dissolve 
instantly  V  Is  it  that  his  eagerness  gets 
the  better  of  his  judgment — that  he  is  so 
tremulously  anxious  to  realise  his  triumph 
in  the  downfall  of  his  friends,  that  he 
grudges  the  least  delay,  and  thus  he  is 
led  into  these  inconsistent  wishes  ?  But 
how  idle  it  is  to  admit  the  justicci  nay 
the  necessity,  of  an  appeal  to  the  people, 
and  then  complain  that  excitement  pre- 
vails through  the  land!  Why,  such  an 
appeal,  without  excitement,  is  almost  a 
contradiction  in  terms.  The  appeal  to  a 
great  people  cannot  be  pronounced  or  aa- 
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s^ered  in  whisporf*  It  mutt  rouse— it 
roust  excits — it  must  tlweken — it  must 
rapidly  present  those  vivid  truths  whieh  it 
steks  to  attest — it  must  call  to  its  aid^  not 
only  the  result  of  long  studies  and  etaroin^ 
ationsi  but  the  wantSi  the  feelings^  the 
afieeUoos  of  a  great  people.  The  Govern- 
ment will  make  the  appeali  and  will  seek 
the  solution  of  the  true  oonstilutional  doc- 
trine—bot  whether  they  have  the  con« 
fidence  of  Parliament^  but  the  confidence 
of  those  who  create  it.  I  now  approach 
to  the  oldse  of  the  right  hon*  Baronet's 
speech  I  and  with  it  ihe  lermiciation  of  this 
trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House.  I 
leave  him  in  the  undisturbed  possession  of 
his  comparison  of  tha  Ministers  to  tenants, 
whO|  under  notice  to  qoit»  in  vengeance 
set  fire  to  the  property  of  the  landlord ; 
and  to  pirates  who  rush  with  torches  to 
the  magazine;  but  when  he  brandishes 
that  flaring  simile  of  the  enemy  of  the 
Philistines,  who  sent  three  hundred  foxes 
with  firebrands  among  his  foes,  I  must 
take  leave  to  restore  ihat  comparison  to 
its  original  occasion,  and  to  its  rightful 
owner,  and  leave  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
nothing  but  the  boldness  with  which  he 
has  seised  it»  and  the  charity  and  the 
grace  with  which  it  was  applied.  It  was 
used,  indeed,  against  another  Government 
on  a  parallel  occasion — on  a  charge  pre- 
cisely similar :  one  of  its  objects  was  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pem- 
broke; the  speaker  who  applied  it  was 
the  right  hoo«  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  who  now  sits  beside  him.  On 
the  3d  of  March,  1831,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
addressing  the  Treasury  Bench,  where  the 
right  hon«  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pern- 
broke^  then  sat  beside  some  of  the  Minis- 
ters  whom  he  now  assails,  thus  concluded 
one  of  his  greatest  speeches  ;— 

'*  II  is  the  dutv  of  a  doremment  te  calm, 
not  to  stimulats,  tbs  fever  of  popular  exdte*- 
ttenti  They  have  adopted  a  different  ooofse ; 
they  have  sent  through  the  land  the  irebfaod 
of  agitation,  and  no  One  can  now  reosU  it. 
But  let  us  hope  there  may  be  limits  to  their 
.powers  of  misdiief.  They  have,  like  the  giant 
enemy  of  the  Philistines,  lighted  three  hundred 
brands,  add  scattered  through  the  country  dis> 
eord  and  dismay;  but  God  forbid  that  they 
SliOuld,  like  him,  have  the  power  to  eoneeo- 
trate  in  death  hll  the  energies  whieh  belong 
to  life,  and  to  signalise  their  own  destruction, 
by  bowinp  to  the  earth  the  pillars  of  that 
sacred  edifice  which  contains  within  its  walls^ 
according  to  their  own  admission,  the  noblest 
society  of  freemen  in  the  world  1'^ 


Thus  has  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
generous  oblivion  of  the  past  aasault, 
seised  the  extinguished  torch  which  once 
flashed  before  him,  and  relurained  it  with 
other  light  than  that-of  genius,  to  brandish 
before  those  who  with  him  endured  ita 
ancient  fire.  But  I  would  turn  for  a  do« 
ment  to  the  true  author  of  this  splendid 
paseage«  and  ask  him  whether  the  appre- 
hensions which  were  then  so  honestly 
conceived,  and  so  nobly  eipressed,  have 
not  proved  to  be  visionary  fears?  The 
threatened  administration  did  not  expire 
•^they  appealed  in  the  equipoise  ot  the 
parties  to  the  people—the  people  answered 
to  the  calU^he  majority  of  one  became 
one  hundred  and  thirty«>six,  and  the  second 
charter  of  our  liberties  became  the  law  of 
the  land*  And  are  not  those  pillars,  to 
which  eloquent  reference  was  madoi  as 
migestie  and  as  stable  as  ever  ?  Can  the 
riffbt  hon.  Baronet  look  at  the  great  body 
of  Gentlemen  who  now  encircle  him,  re- 
turned to  a  Parliament  under  that  law-^ 
to  the  state  of  municipal  corporations — 
nay,  even  to  the  very  vote  which  he  hopes 
to  carry  in  a  reformed  House  of  Commons^ 
and  not  admit  that  these  fears  were  vain  ? 
And  why  ?  Because  the  true  Consenr* 
atism  of  England  is  not  merely  that  which 
arrays  itself  under  the  banner  of  one  party, 
however  mighty— it  is  sheltered  in  the 
million  homes  of  England — it  is  blended 
with  all  the  ''  high  endeavours"  which 
are  ooen  to  all,  and  the  security  of  the 
"  glad  success  '*  when  obtained ;  it  is  as- 
sociated with  the  piety,  not  of  cburchmea 
only,  but  of  all;  it  is  cherished  by  the 
consciousness  which  the  humblest,  aa 
knowledge  expands  his  vision,  may  enjoy, 
that  he  is  a  sharer  in  the  triumphs  of 
humanity  and  freedom  throughout  the 
world;  and  therefore,  it  is  safe  amidst 
the  crash  of  parties,  and  the  change 
of  laws.  .What  may  be  the  issue  of 
this  motion,  or  what  the  islue  of  that 
greater  appeal  which  it  is  believed  awaits 
us,  I  will  not  pretend  to  conjecture ;  but 
of  this  I  feel  assured,  that  when  those 
heats  inseparable  from  the  present  stale 
of  parties  shall  have  subsioed,  and  we 
have  passed  away  from  this  busy  scene ; 
when  even  the  resentments  of  toe  right 
hon.  Baronet  themselves  shall  at  last  be 
still ;  that  those  who  shall  look  with  Ua- 
dazzled  ga2e  on  the  events  of  these  stir- 
ring times,  will  recognise  among  the  men 
who  have  been  now  charged  with  weak- 
ness, a  strength  not  born  amidst  great 
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ni9Jori(ie«,  nor  depandoDt  oo  them ;  a 
tU«ngih,  not  of  the  giunt  but  of  the  eo- 
cbeoter}  a  strength^  not  eompoeed  of 
confederated  monopolies  $  not  oemeated 
bjr  borrowed  hypoertiiei ;  not  envenomed 
by  the  poieon  eitracted  from  old  and 
blighted  regalds ;  but  born  of  good  hopes 
lor  man  amidit  glooms  t  matured  by  the 
just  blending  of  the  elements  of  conserve 
atism  and  progression  ;  whtok  no  tempo» 
fary  faUnre  can  destroy ;  fi^  it  chose  the 
happiness  and  freedom  of  a  world  for  iu 
atmi  and  posterity  fbr  its  arbiters ! 

Mr.  H.  Htnde  had  listened  with    all 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learnt  Gentleman  who  had  Just  sat  down^ 
and  yet^  after  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  had  detdted  his  whole   talents  and 
abilities  to  the  task,  he  had  been  wholly 
tinable  to  answer  any  one  of  the  abte  argu- 
ments which  had  been  urged  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet^  the  Member  for  PetnbrOKe. 
Hie  only  accusation  which  the  hon>  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  succeeded  in  mak«i 
ing  agttinst  the  tight  hon«  Baronet  wa8« 
that  Imving  been  a  Member  of  the  Grey 
Cabinet^  he  tiow  refused  to  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  miserable  remnant  of  that  body 
which  now  held  the  reins  of  office.     In 
that  refusal  he  Joined,  fbr  he  saw  no  secur- 
ity, that  next  Session  the  present  Advisers 
of  the  Crown,  might  not  make  the  ballot 
a  CaMA^  question,  leave  the  adoption  of 
the  Charter  an  open  question,  and  recom- 
mend the  repeal  of  the  union  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.    The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site was  pressed  forward  far  b^rond  his 
own  declarations,  and  he  feared  for  the 
prosperity  of  the  countiy,  so  long  as  the 
ndiile  Ixofd  directed  its  destinies.    He  did 
not  accuse  the  Government  of  acting  con- 
trary to  the  interests  of  the  country,  but 
he  must  say,  that  it  was  essentiallv  a  Go- 
vernment of  easy  tlrtue.    The  noble  Lord 
was  unable  to  resist  the  pressure  of  the 
Radicals—he  was  unable  to  withstand  the 
solicitations  of  the  philosophers,  and  on  all 
these  grounds,  he  should  pive  his  hearty 
support  to  the  present  motion. 

Mr.  GUhn  :  I  am  unwilling  to  allow 
these  debates  to  come  to  a  close  at  a  period  of 
such  vital  importance  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  countiT^  a  period  so  interesting  to 
those  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
without  offering  a  very  few  observations  to 
the  House,  and  stating  the  reasons  why  1 
shall  oppose  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
'  Baronet.  The  object  of  the  motion  I  take 
to  be  this;  to  oompdi  if  possiblei  her  Ma- 


jesty's   Ministers    to   resign,    instead   of 
dissolving  Parliament,  and  to  prevent  an 
appeal  to  the  people  on  the  great  questions 
whieh  have  been  propounded  for  their  oon- 
sideiation.      Ample  as  are  the  stores  of 
Tory  gold,  unscrupulously  and  suooessfully 
as  they  have  been  used  on  late  oosasiooap  at 
rii^le  elections,  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
do  not,  very  evidentlyi  desire  a  genecal 
appeal  to  the  people ;  when,  their  atlenlioa 
being  so  much  divided,  the  resouicea  of 
intimidation  and  corruptimi  must  act  with 
a  divided,  and,  thereforoi  less  baneful  in- 
jury on  the  independence^  the  honour,  and 
the  interests*  of  the  eountry^-^ess  still,  do 
they  desire  an  appeal  to  the  people  at  this, 
moment,  when  the  sophistries  wnich  might 
pass  current  in  this  House,  must  be  laid 
bare  before  a  discerning  publie — when  ail 
opportunity  would  beafforded  of  exposing  the 
hypocrisy  that  diotates  a  pretended  concern 
for  the  negto,  in  a  party,  who  Were,  if 
not  the  opponents^  at  least»  the  lukewetm, 
the  reluctant  supporters  of  emancipation*- 
of  those  who  are  revelling  in  wealth  aeou* 
mulated  by  slave-labour,  wrung  from  the 
tortured  sinews  of  the  negro  at  a  time 
when  neither  ses  nor  age  were  spai^  in 
their  unholy  lust   of  gain  j    who  threw 
every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  wholo* 
some  working  of  the  Emancipation  Act, 
who  when  slavery  was  abolished,  endea- 
voured to  carry  it  on  still  Under  another 
title,  who  resisted  to  the  last  every  regula- 
tion of  the  Government  for  tha  protection 
of  the  person,  and  improving  the  condition 
of  the  negro  j  whoi  sending  the  whole  of 
their  own  sugars  to  the  British  market  on 
account  of  tl^  exorbitant  price  their  mCno^i 
poly  affocds  them,   feed    themselves  and 
their  dependents  on  sugar  the  produce  of 
slave-labour  in  another  country,  and  yet 
would  deny  to  the  En^^h  labourer  the 
oheap  use  of  one  of  the  most  wholesodie 
necessaries  ci  life  j  when  the  allianoe,  I  will 
not  call  it  unnatural,  but  the  unholy  allL 
anoe  of  monopc^sts  of  every  shade  and 
dearee»  Mpainst  the  British  people  shaU  be 
heU  up  in  all  its  unseemly  deformity  So 
pubUo  exeomlJon.    Such  a  general  appeal 
as  this  suits  not  the  views  m  aspirants  fcr 
office,  with  whom  deferred  hopes  produce 
symptoms  oi  sickness,  that  brook  no  delay, 
and  who,  in  amiealiog  to  the  people^  desixe 
to  turn  the  iidfuenee  of  office  against  the 
people's  friendst    Having  lent  my  aid  In 
the  passing  of  ihe  great  measure  of  Parlia* 
mentary  Keform,  I  rejoice  to  thmk  thai  i^ 
opportunity  is  afforded  me  of  leoording  mf 
vote  in  favour  oi  this,  if  not  its  firsts  its 
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most  important  and  magnificent  result— of 
recording  my  confidence  in  those  who  hay- 
ing had  the  courage  to  attack  the  boroueh- 
mongers  in  their  day  of  power;  having 
proceeded  amidst  the  acclamations  of  a  na- 
tion's joy,  and  the  hideous  howls  of  a 
despairing  faction,  driving  them  from 
power,  have  now  the  manliness  to  assault 
monopoly  in  its  strongholds :  to  say  to  the 
monopolists,  it  is  time  to  have  a  reckoning 
with  you,  you  have  cramped  the  energies 
of  the  noblest  and  most  industrious  people 
on  the  earth,  you  have  limited  their  re- 
aoorces  hoth  of  enjoyment  and  production, 
you  have  shut  against  the  fruits  of  their 
labour  the  markets  of  Europe :  country 
after  country  are  closing  their  ports  against 
them ;  state  after  state  are  learning  by  our 
baneful  example,  the  noxious,  the  unnatu- 
ral, lesson  of  prohibition.  You  have  made 
starvation  the  inmate  of  the  dwelling  of 
the  industrious  classes,  and  sorrow  and 
sickness  the  companions  of  his  hours  of 
rest ;  these  things  shall  be  no  longer.  We 
know  your  power,  we  know  how  many 
interests  will  combine  against  us— ^we 
know  what  effect  intimidation  can  pro- 
duce on  the  dependent,  and  what  delusion 
and  misrepresentation,  can  work  in  the 
minds  of  the  uninstructed,  but  great  in  the 
righteousness,  the  humanity,  the  justice  of 
our  cause  we  fear  you  not.  With  what 
object  has  the  people  contended  for  the 
measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform  ?  Was 
it  for  the  abstract  love  of  change,  or  was 
it  for  the  results  to  which  it  was  expected 
to  lead,  of  increased  national  prosperity, 
increased  comfort  and  enjoyment  to  each 
individual  of  whom  that  nation  is  composed? 
What  is  it,  in  fact,  to  the  great  mass  of 
the  people,  whether  the  Parliament  that 
meet  here  be  composed  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  breeches'  pockets  of 
the  borouffhmongers,  or  of  those  of  the 
wealthy,  Uie  sober*  the  thinking,  and 
the  intelligent  of  the  middle  classes,  if 
the  one  confer  on  them  no  more  substantial 
benefita  than  the  other.  Many  inroads 
have  been  made  upon  the  old  system  of 
corruption.  Stronghold  after  stronffhold 
of  monopoly  has  yielded  to  the  impuue  of 
public  opinion  and  every  concession  to  just- 
ice and  tne  popular  will  has  suooessively  oeen 
resisted  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite— 
if  we  have  had  reason  to  complain  of  the 
Government,  it  is  on  account  of  the  slow- 
ness of  their  |)rogress,  it  is  because  they 
have  not  sufficiently  trusted  to  the  people, 
because  they  have  shown  too  much  defer- 
eace  to  those  whom  the  people  justly  re- 


gard as  their  hereditary  foes.  Little  won« 
der  is  it,  then,  that  when  this  magnificent 
scheme  is  propounded,  which  is  to  uproot 
monopoly  from  the  land,  which  is  to  put 
an  end  to  class  legislation,  which  is  to 
confer  on  the  people  in  abundance  those 
blessings  which  flow  from  the  hand  of  a 
bountiful  providence,  and  which  have 
hitherto  been  intercepted  from  them  by  the 
cupidity  and  malevolence  of  man  —  no 
wonder  that  the  whole  herd-  of  those  who 
have  hitherto  lived  by  preying  upon  the 
people,  who,  to  promote  their  own  selfish 
views,  care  not  a  moment  for  the  amount 
of  public  misery,  they  may  produce  —  no 
wonder  that  the  whole  heid  of  monopolists 
should  combine  to  repel  from  office  those 
by  whom  these  miehty  results  are  to  be 
accomplished.  I  leel  confidence  in  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  because  their^measures 
are  founded  on  the  incontrovertible  doc- 
trines of  free-trade,  on  the  principle  of 
meting  out  to  all,  the  same  measure  of 
justice,  on  the  principle  that  imposts  are  to 
be  levied  for  purposes  of  revenue  only, 
not  for  protection,  because  the  revision 
which  is  to  apply  to  com,  to  sugar,  and  to 
timber,  is  to  be  extended  to  our  whole 
tariff  of  duties.  I  rejoice,  that  the  merchants 
and  manufacturers  have  assented  to  these 
propositions,  and  that  while  they  desire 
an  alteration  of  those  laws  which  enhance 
the  price  of  the  food  of  the  people,  and 
restrict  the  commerce- of  the  country,  they 
declare,  that  so  far  as  they  are  concerned 
they  will  throw  monopoly  to  the  wind^. 
This  being  the  case,  how  can  I  as  a  land- 
owner, and  dependent  upon  land  alone  for 
my  support,  refuse  my  assent  to  the  propo- 
sition to  modify  those  laws,  that  regulate 
the  importation  of  foreign  com.  But,  set- 
ting  all  this  aside,  I  am  prepared  to  con- 
tend as  I  have  always  done,  that  a  fixed 
duty  is  better  for  the  agricultural  interests 
themselves,  than  that  which  was  termed 
the  sliding  scale.  I  am  convinced,  that 
the  energies  of  the  agriculturists  need 
but  the  stimulus  of  competition  to  call  them 
into  active  life.  Have  not  we  heard  serious 
lamentations  about  the  destmction  of  the 
agricultural  interests,  by  the  low  prices  in 
1834  and  1835,  which  oocurr^  under 
that  sliding  scale,  which  ib  in  such  favour 
with  those  Gendemen  opposite;  and  yet, 
during  these  low  prices  was  the  time  when 
in  tte  north,  the  greatest  exertions  have 
been  made ;  these  exertions  are  now  una- 
bated. A  system  of  improvement  is 
going  on  totally  unheard  of  in  former 
times;  by  judicious  draining,  the  produee 
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of  die  aoll  is  in  one  place^  doubled  or 
treUedj  and  when  I  look  to  the  extent 
of  these  improvements^  and  to  the  hack- 
ward  agricultural  and  undeveloped  resources 
of  a  great  part  of  Eneland^  I  see  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  hecome  an  exporting 
instead  of  an  importing  country.  When  I 
look,  also,  to  the  putting  an  end  to  the 
gambling  in  com>  -  to  the  steadiness  of 
prices  Bbout  to  be  afforded  to  the  agricul- 
turistii^  above  all,  to  the  cessation  of  that 
dndn  of  goldj  which  has  proved  so  fatal  to 
every  interest  in  the  country,  I  cannot 
doubtf  that  as  a  single  measure  even  the 
agriculturists  would  be  benefited  by  the 
change.  I  stated  these  views  within  these 
few  weeks»  to  a  meeting  of  agriculturists 
in  Scotland^  and  they  have  been  well  re- 
ceived, I  told  them>  that  they  must 
rdy  on  their  own  energies^  to  effect  a  ju- 
dicbus  economy  and  judicious  expenditure^ 
and  not  on  restrictive  and  antiquated  laws^ 
for  their  support.  It  is  easy  to  reason  with 
judicious  and  intelligent  men>  such  as  I 
then  addressed,  though  it  may  be  impossi- 
ble Co  carry  conviction  to  the  minds  of  the 
boors  and  serfs  of  Bucks.  These  great 
measures  I  assert^  will  be  incomplete^  un- 
less another  party  be  called  on  to  bear 
their  part  of  the  general  burthens  of  the 
State,  I  mean  the  monied  interest,  hence 
the  reason  why  I  have  always  desired  the 
imposition  of  a  property  tax.  I  have 
deeply  deplored  the  ruin  and  devastation 
sprrad  far  and  wide  throughout  all  the 
productive  classes  by  the  act  which  bore 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
amount  of  which  it  is  impossible  to  calcu- 
late. But,  we  are  told,  it  is  now  too  late 
to  retrace  our  steps ;  it  may  be  so ;  I  will 
assume,  for  the  present,  that  it  is  so ;  no 
one  surely  will  contend,  that  that  property 
which  needed  more  than  any  other,  the 
protection  which  was  lent  to  it  by  the 
State,  should  contribute  nothing  to  its 
support,  while  the  landowner,  the  farmer, 
the  merchant,  the  manufacturer,  pay  wil- 
lingly the  imposts  placed  on  them ;  let  not 
the  monied  interest  alone  refuse  to  bear  its 
share  of  the  national  burthens.  I  shall  al* 
ways  doubt  the  sincerity  and  honesty  of 
those  who  refuse  to  accede  to  so  just  a  pro- 
position. I  will  abstain  from  entering 
upon  any  of  the  details  of  the  separate 
measures  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Go« 
vemment,  farther  than  to  say,  that  to  the 
principles  of  free-trade,  not  as  mere  cele- 
brated principles,  to  be  mused  on  by  phi- 
losophers in  their  closets,  but  to  their  prac- 
tical devdopment  I  will  give  my   most 


complete  assent.  It  is  in  opposition  to 
these  great  principles,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  the  party  with  whom  he 
is  connected,  must  come,  if  they  .ever  do  soj 
into  power-— I  pray  that  day  may  be  long 
distant^— I  would  not  have  hon.  Members 
opposite  lay  the  flattering  unction  to  their 
souls,  that  even  if  they  succeed  in  carry* 
ing  this  motion,  they  will  either  drive 
Ministers  from  office,  or  force  them  to  a 
dissolution  before  time  shall  have  been 
afforded  to  explain  to  the  country  the  mea- 
sures they  have  propounded  for  their  con* 
sideration.  On  every  principle  which  can 
actuate  the  conduct  of  a  public  man,  I  am 
led  to  place  confidence  in  her  Majesty's 
Minbters,  in  preference  to  their  opponents. 
I  have  ever  been  favourable  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  electors  against  the  undue  influ- 
ence of  intimidation  and  corrupdon  by  the 
ballot,  I  have  ever  been  an  advocate  for 
increasing  the  responsibility  of  the  repre. 
sentative,  by  shortening  the  duration  of 
Parliaments.  On  both  these  points  while 
I  find  a  united  opposition  from  the  party 
opposite,  I  find  the  majority  of  those  con- 
nected with  her  Majesty's  Government,  en- 
tertain consentaneous  opinions  with  my  own. 
I  have  ever  been  disposed  to  simplify,  to 
widen,  and  gradually  to  extend,  the  basis 
of  our  representative  system.  On  this 
point,  the  conduct  of  the  two  mrties,  in 
regard  to  the  Irish  Registration  Bills,  will 
speak  volumes  to  the  country.  Should 
that  party,  so  justly  hateful  to  Ireland^ 
succeed  in  obtaining  the  reins  of  power, 
and  in  annihilating  the  franchises  of  that 
portion  of  the  empire,  she  may  have  just 
cause  to  dread,  that  their  influence  may  be 
turned  to  crippling  and  impairing  the  li. 
berties  and  privileges  of  the  other  parts  of 
which  it  is  composed.  I  call  on  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  persevere  in  carrying 
into  effect  the  great  scheme  which  they 
have  propounded  to  the  country  undismayed 
by  the  phalanx  of  monopolists  and  class 
interests,  that  may  be  united  to  resist  them, 
satisfied  that  as  their  measures  are  founded 
on  the  broad  basis  of  justice  and  truth, 
notwithstanding  all  interested  opposition, 
they  must  and  will  prevail. 

Mr.  James  Oraitan  was  as  ready  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  to 
support  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  but  not 
exactly  fur  the  same  reasons.  He  oon« 
sidered  this  question  one  which  materially 
concerned  the  interests  of  bis  own  country, 
Ireland.  He  placed  confidence  in  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  because  he  conceived, 
that  the  whole  of  their  policy,  both  at 
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home  and  abroad,  was  founded  upon  priiw 
dples  which  were  the  beifc  for  the  interesfes 
ef  the  people.  Both  at  home  and  abroad 
they  had  rweed  this  country  to  the  highest 
pcMsibie  pitch  of  glory,  character,  and  ftune. 
The  principles  upon  which  the  noble  Loid, 
the  Seoretuy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affidrs, 
had  acted  since  the  last  Session  of  Parlia* 
ment,  had  redounded  to  his  honour  in  the 
highest  degree ;  and,  by  the  course  he  had 
pursued,  1^  now  held  the  reins  of  power 
in  his  hands,  not  only  over  all  the  nations 
of  Europe,  but  throughout  the  whole 
world.  The  question  the  House  had  to 
decide  was  not  respecting  the  immediate 
proposition  made  hy  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Seontaiy  of  State  for  the  Colonies ;  but 
the  question  now  was,  what  had  her  Ma« 
jesty*8  Ministers  done  to  justify  that  House 
in  calling  upon  them  to  resign  ?  Looking 
at  all  their  past  acts,  in  his  opinion  there 
was  sufficient  to  justify  the  House^  not  to 
pass  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  but  to  pass 
a  vote  of  thanks.  But  he  was  anxious  to  look 
to  Ireland.  Before  the  present  Oovemment 
oame  into  office,  Ireland  suffered  under 
Insurraotion  Acts,  Arms  Bills,  and  every 
measure  of  oppression.  Since  the  year 
1831,  when  those  who  now  governed  the 
country  assumed  power,  the  progress  of 
inpraivement  in  that  coontvy  had  been 
peat  indeed*  More  capital  had  been  em« 
barked  there,  and  areater  advanoos  made 
in  the  comfort^  wdl^being,  and  peace  of 
^  peaple,  within  the  last  ten  yeai^,  than 
todc  plaoe  during  the  whcde  reign  of  tha 
r^t  hon.  Baronet  and  bis  fstrty.  Ha  had 
already  saidf  thai  he  considerod  the  pr»« 
sent  vote  to  be  one  of  assent  to  or  diss^t 
fltim  the  pro|[ioaitfon  of  the  noble  Lord, 
eithBi  respeotinff  the  Sugariidutiaa  or  Ihe 
Corn-laws,  lie  was  one  of  those  who 
ihfNight  that  it  ivould  be  utteriy  imposaiUe 
that  the  interests  of  Ireland  could  be  pet* 
served  under  the  proposed  duty  of  one 
shilling,  or  indeed  at  any  other  fixed  duty, 
whethev  tent  sight,  or  twelve  shilling 
Under  a  Aned  duty  they  would  find  thai, 
all  thioughoiit  the  oontinant^  there  areuld 
he  a  fixed  (aipply,  and  the  whnia  treda 
would  be  taken  froes  Ittland,  and  waiild 
fall  into  tha  hands  of  tha  aotton  manuihc- 
turers»  who  woald  all  baseme  traders. 
With  a  free  iiaportation  pi  articles  eidled 
provisioiw—awMh  as  cattle,  |a«»  and  so 
fflvlhi  how  would  Ireland  be  aUe  to  cmn^ 
pete  with  foreign  counkries:  and  how  waiild 
she  be  able  to  maintain  her  present  trade  ? 
No ;  it  woukl  he  annihilated*  Natwith* 
standing  these  ejections  to  the  schemes  of 


her  Majesty's  Ministers,  he  should  cer« 
tainly  support  them  on  this  oooeaion,  be- 
cause he  had  the  fiilket  rdianoe  on  the 
soundness  of  their  general  prindplas ;  and 
furthermore,  because  he  ^ould  drnd  tn 
place  Ireland  under  the  sway  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends. 

Lord  C.  HamUUm  was  sorprised  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  express  his  confidence 
in  her  Majesty's  MinUters,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  declared  his  dissent  ftom  one 
of  the  greatest  measures  that  had  been  ven- 
tured upon  by  any  Government  in  relation 
to  the  commercial,  agricultural,  and  finan- 
cial interests  of  this  coonti^-— measorea 
which  it  was  evident  had  been  brought  for* 
ward  merely  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Government  to  retain  office,  witiioat 
any  intention  whatever  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  the  people,  and  he  was  the 
more  surprised  when  he  heard  the  reaaona 
assigned  fmr  feeling  that  confidence.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that  much  as  he  disap- 
proved of  the  measores  proposed,  yet  he 
could  not  give  to  the  Government  the 
whole  Uame  of  having  brooeht  them  for* 
ward,  as  he  felt  eonvinoed  it  was  chiefl3r 
owing  to  the  headlong  violence  of  die  no- 
ble LokI,  the  Membw  for  North  Lanea-* 
diire,  who^  by  hia  attacks  on  the  IriA 
Regiatratiosi,  had  so  weakened  their  poa«> 
tion  that  suae  such  measure  waaneces* 
sary^-that  is,  that  the  Government  wece 
laaiy  te  sacrtfiae  the  intesesta  of  the  pann* 
try  in  order  to  sUangthaB  their  own  pastf 
interesta.  This  apfieved  to  hfan  a  strange 
reason  for  feeling  confidsnea  in  a  Govern* 
ment,  in  faot  it  seemed  to  him  die  asost 
severe  condemnation  a  Government  could 
reoaive.  He  asked  the  hon.  Member  who 
said  se  mvch  of  the  hich  poaitkn  to  whidi 
Qovenment  had  raiaed  this  country,  whe» 
thar,  when  they  came  into  office,'  it  was 
only  a  seeentey  state  ^««*or  did  it 
then  oocu|^  an  equally  h%h  place  in 
the  estiasation  of  other  nations,  with 
the  additional  advantagea  xA  financial  prae« 
perity  }  With  rsapaci  to  the  foreign  pdiey 
of  the  noUe  Lord  opposite^  he  waa  raady  to 
eaptesa  his  admiraftidn  of  the  talents  and 
perseverance  which  that  noble  Lord  had 
shown  in  hb  embafrasaed  position;  but 
while  he  admitted  this  he  oould  not  agree, 
that  the  result  of  his  interforenoe  in  the  af* 
fairs  of  the  Bast  had  been  such  as  to  juatiiy 
the  great  axpendituca  ^  which  the  eonntry 
had  been  put  in  avder  to  keep  up  the  large 
armaments  which  had  been  required  in  the 
Medkenaaean  and  en  the  coast  of  Syria. 
This  was  sufficiently  mamfost  in  the  pre* 
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aDnt  embamssed  position  of  Turkey^  and 
in  die  insurfectionary  ftale  of  many  of  the 
pcovinoes  under  her  rule*  To  all  the 
pleasing  anticipation!  of  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  benefioial  effects  likely  to  follow  the 
promulgation  of  that  new  Magna  Charta 
the  hatti  sheriff  of  Gulfaftni,  the  grim  ar- 
ray of  300  Christian  heads  around  the 
walls  of  Nissa,  gave  but  a  melancholy 
reply.  With  respect  to  the  precedent 
for  the  present  course  pursued  by  the 
Government,  which  was  attempted  to 
be  drawn  firom  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Pitt  in  1784,  that  case  certainly  bore  no 
analogy  to  the  present ;  for  the  opposition 
which  Mri)  Pitt  met  with  was  a  Actions 
opposition,  evinced  in  a  series  of  vexatious 
resolutionsy  arising  from  the  disappointment 
which  rankled  in  the  mind  of  die  man  by 
whom  that  c^iposition  was  headed,  and  this 
opposition  was  personal,  not  directed 
against  his  measures — it  be^n  before  he 
had  been  re<elected  after  taking  office,  and 
continued  in  the  shape  of  hostile  resolu- 
tions which  did  not  impede  the  Go* 
vemment  of  the  country.  But  it  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten,  that  the  majori- 
ties against  which  Mr.  Pitt  contended, 
were  continually  decreasing,  and  were  soon 
ttfmed  into  minorities*  whilst  the  majori-^ 
tiea  against  the  j»resent  Government  oon«i 
stantly  went  on  increasinff.  And  how  was 
Xlifk  mi|}ority  increasivgl    wby^  by  the 

S^ynl  coming  over  of  distiqguiih^  men 
.  j«i  that  sidei**!!  Msulted  ivem  the  dQwn« 
ward  and  xeckleas  course  as  eloquently  de? 
seribed  by  the  noUe  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Northumberh^d,  and  was  strengthened  by 
ftesh  victories  at  every  accidental  vacancy 
that  occurred.  The  piajority  against  the 
present  Government  was  one  fqrmed  after 
they  had  been  tried  for  five  years,  increas- 
ing as  they  were  more  fully  known.  The 
minority  ikgainiit  Mr.  Pitt  deereased  as 
be  becavie  known,  till  it  was  changed 
into  a  weak  minority.  Independently 
of  this*  Mr.  Pitt  had  the  most  encouraging 
addreaKS  from  all  parts  of  the  country*  and 
pnsnonsrd,  alao»  the  confidence  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament*  There  had  bem  an 
endeavour,  too,  to  establish  a  pveeedent  in 
favour  of  the  conduct  of  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  in  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon«  Baronet,  the  Member  lor  Tarn- 
wosthiin  1835;  hut  there  was  no  simi* 
laiitiy  between  the  two  oases.  Tbeio  had 
been  a  oampaol  alliance  and  eoalitioo  en- 
teied  into  between  the  parties  on  the  opn 
posita  side  of  the  House  against  the  right 
hes^  Baninet,  asid  the  ol§est  had  been  te» 


put  him  out  of  cttoe  without  giving  his 
measures  a  fair  hearing,  or  himself  a  fair 
trial.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
not  endeavoured  to  retain  power  after  the 
decision  of  an  hostile  majority  against  him 
upon  jiny  question  which  really  affected 
the  public  policy.    The  division  in  the  eleo« 
tion  of  the  Speaker,  and  the  addition  of 
three  lines  to  the  address  did  not  interfere 
with  the  legislation  of  the  country.     On 
the  first  occasion  that  he  sustained  a  defeat 
which  prevented  his  carrying  a  measure  he 
considered  essential  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  he  resigned :    therefore,  bis  cent 
duct  affords   no  precedent  for  the  course 
pursued  by  tbo  present  Government.  These 
circumstances  were  the  stronger,  when  it 
was  recollected  how  the  present  Parliameot 
had  been  called  together  by  the  Whig  Go- 
vernment, and  how  the  Queen's  name  had 
been  used  to  influence  the  elections.    The 
occasion  of  the  last  dissolution  was  the 
death  of  our  late  Sovereign,  by  which  dis^ 
pensation  of  Providence  her  Majesty  was 
called  to  superintend  the  destinies  of  this 
great  nation  at  the  early  age  of  eighteen, 
and  although  her  Majesty  brought  to  the 
task  a  most  enlightened  mind,  a  higl4y 
educated  understanding*   a  firmness  and 
self^-possBSsioQ  never  equalled  by  any  one 
in  her  exalted  and  difficult  position^  yet  it 
waa  imnoasible  that  her  Majesty  could  have 
mqch  Knowledge  of  public  men  or  much 
experience  in  public  affairs.     She  waj^ 
therefore,  obliged  to  plaoe  implicit  eoiifi-* 
denceio  those  she  found  entrusted  with 
the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the  couu'^ 
try-- and  how  did  they  repiQF  that  confix 
dencef   by  a  most  unsparing  use  of  her 
Mi^esty's  name  for  theup  own  parQr  pur-t 
poses,  and  an  unconstitutional  attempt  to 
bias   the   elections  by    placing  heir  Ma- 
jesty in  the  position  of  a  canvaieer.    A4 
that   periods    her    Majesty  was  adviai^ 
to  write  a  letter  of  approbation  of  the  con^ 
duct  of  the  Viceroy  oiP  Ireland,  and  at  thf 
contest  for  Wicklpw.  that  letter  was  jposted 
and  placairded  through  the  county  in  favour 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  hod  succeeded^ 
He  himself  had  seen  a  placard  at  the  elea«» 
tion  for  the  OQunty  of  Wicklow,  taking 
advantage  of  that  letter  in  favour  i^  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  by  the  inscription 
-*'<Read  the  Queen's  letter  I  "*«»'' Veto 
for  Howard  and  Qrattan."    And  tb^  name 
was   done  in  many  nther  {daioea^  Iter 
Migestj'a  name  being  conpled  with  those 
of   ^be   candidates    as    supplicating   the 
votes    of    the    electors.      He    did    not 
tUnk  the  Government  were  justified  in 
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making  an  appeal  to  die  passions  of  the 
multitude,  at  the  eve  of  an  election,  hy  a  re- 
ference to  certain  popular  measures,  which, 
for  the  six  years  that  they  had  been  in 
office,  they  had  been  in  the  constant  habit 
of  stigmatizing  and  denouncing  as^nsafe 
to  be  entertained  by  that  House.  Their 
present  course  was  not  that  of  a  Govern- 
ment, for  they  had,  in  fact,  ceased  to  be  a 
Government ;  but,  of  a  sort  of  opposition, 
endeavouring  to  render  it  impossible  for 
any  other  set  of  men  to  carry  on  the  Go- 
vernment. How  was  it,  that  for  six  years, 
they  had  not  brought  forward  these  mea- 
sures to  which  they  had  now  made  up 
their  minds  to  pin  their  political  existence, 
and  if  they  really  considered  those  measures 
so  essential  to  the  interests  of  the  country, 
why  did  they  not  take  blame  to  themselves, 
instead  of  casting  it  on  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  for  having  so 
long  delayed  them  ?  How  could  the  no- 
ble Lord  come  down  and  charge  this  side 
of  the  House,  with  interfering  with  the 
beneficent  designs  of  Providence,  when  he 
himself,  having  been  six  years  in  office,  has 
always  opposed  the  very  measures  which 
he  now  brings  forward.  Surely  the  noble 
Lord,  before  he  endeavoured  to  cast  such  a 
stigma  on  this  side  of  the  House,  should 
have  confessed  his  previous  errors  and  felt 
shame  for  himself  for  having  so  lone  acted 
in  contradiction  to  the  beneficent  designs 
of  the  Almiffhty.  Having  failed  to  carry 
through  Parliament  those  measures  which 
they  deemed  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  country,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  so  confessedly  weak  that,  up- 
on constitutional  grounds,  they  ought  to 
resign  their  offices.  He  could  assure  those 
hon.  Members  who  had  opposed  the  Qo- 
vemment  on  particular  measures,  and  yet 
gave  them  their  support  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, that  they  would  do  them  little  good 
by  such  an  exhibition  of  inconsistency. 
Their  support  lost  all  moral  weight,  as  it 
was  notoriously  given  contrary  to  Uie  wishes 
of  their  constituents,  by  acting  in  such  a 
manner  "they  gave  that  which  enriched 
not  the  Government,  but  left  themselves 
poor  indeed."  The  cries  for  cheap  bread  and 
cheap  sugar  were,  doubtless,  most  calculating 
cries,  fiut,  both  the  time  and  the  manner 
of  bringing  forward  these  questions  were 
suspicioush— for  be  it  remembered,  it  was 
not  till  after  signal  defeats  that  any  notice 
was  ffiven  that  such  changes  were  in  con- 
templation. He  could  not,  therefore,  be 
charged  with  making  uncenerous  imputa- 
tfons  when  he  declared  his  conviction  that 


party  wants,  not  the  interests  of  the  ooaaiiy, 
had  prompted  these  propositions.  The  whole 
conduct  of  the  Government  opposing  the 
bills  to  amend  the  Irish  Registration,  both, 
this  year  and  last,  proved,  that  however  im- 
portant thequestion  might  be,  they  wereevea 
ready  to  consult  their  party  interests  at  the 
sacrifice  of  those  of  the  country.  The  evils 
of  the  state  of  the  registry  were  not  denied; 
but  the  cure  was  dangerous  to  the  seats  of 
their  supporters,  so  uiey  threw  every  im- 
pediment in  the  way ;  but  being  defeated, 
they  brought  in  a  bill  of  their  own — but 
when  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  finding  he  could  not  succeed, 
withdrew  his  bill — they  instantly  withdrew 
theirs  in  spite  of  their  former  protestations 
of  its  importance— it  had  served  to  perpe- 
tuate the  evil  which  was  aU  that  was  in- 
tended. This  year  an  equally  shuffling 
course  had  been  pursued,  and  though  thetr 
bill  had  been  defeated,  yet  they  had  sue* 
ceededin  retaining  the  acknowledged  abuses 
of  the  present  system.  This  conduct  gave 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House*  a  right  to 
assume,  that  party  objects  were  the  real 
motives  of  their  present  actions.  If,  how- 
ever, these  were  to  be  made  the  cries  of 
the  Government  candidates,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  would  read  the 
people  his  sentiments  of  a  few  years  back, 
when  he  said, 

^  Tbe  Corn-law  repealers  did  not  take  into 
account,  the  difference  between  a  raanufiictai^ 
ing  and  agricultural  population  in  all  that  con- 
cams  the  morals  and  well-being  of  the  people 
— the  national  strength  and  the  national  Iran- 
quility — nor  do  they  consider  the  two  or  three 
millions  of  their  countrymen  they  will  reduce 
to  utter  beggary  in  the  course  of  their  specu- 
lations— this  they  call  diverting  capital  into 
new  channels." 

Would  the  noble  Lord  now  tell  the 
people,  that  he  undertook  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws  to  prevent  power  from  beinff 
diverted  into  new  hands?  It  had  been  said» 
that  the  distress  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts had  rendered  it  necessary  to  bring  for- 
ward the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws ;  but  who, 
he  would  ask,  were  the  men  that  had  pro- 
duced this  distress?  The  very  men  who  were 
now  endeavouring  to  persuade  the  people 
that  they  alone  could  cure  the  evils  of  the 
present  system.  In  common  life,  it  was  not 
unusual  for  people  to  rely  upon  die  advice  of 
empirics,  when  after  a  series  of  experiments 
which  had  always  ended  iniuriously  to  the 
patient,  they  were  told  at  last,  that  there 
was  but  one  hope  more,  and  that  was  an 
experiment  which  if  it  failed  must  under* 
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mine  their  constitution.  In  such  cases 
all  persons  of  sense  would  immediately 
leave  the  quack,  and  have  recourse  to  some 
sound  and  constitutional  practitioner.  Un- 
questionablyx  the  deficiency  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  did 
exist,  but  who  were  responsible  for  it  ? 
Were  the  men  who  had  caused  it  to  be  still 
trusted  with  the  management  of  the  finances 
of  the  country?  Last  year,  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  produced  his 
Budget,  he  indulged  in  flattering  hopes  as 
to  future  prospects ;  the  taxes,  he  said,  had 
increased  in  productiveness,  and  he  believed 
they  would  continue  to  increase,  while  the 
measure  he  proposed  to  the  House  would 
place  the  finances  of  the  kingdom  upon  a 
firm  basis.  This  was  his  language  for  the 
purpose  of  making  his  then  scheme  pala- 
table, and  what  was  his  language  now? 
That  we  must  handle  the  deficiency  with 
boldness.  He  did  not  imagine  that  this 
was  the  way  to  inspire  confidence  in  the 
country  or  in  the  political  adversaries 
€^  the  present  Government.  Having  re- 
duced the  finances  to  their  present  state 
— ^having  proved  that  their  former  cal- 
culations were  good  for  nothing,  was  it 
to  be  expected  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  guardians  of  the  public  purse, 
would  longer  trust  the  custody  of  that 
pune  to  such  hands  ?  He  considered  that 
the  way  to  deal  with  the  deficiency 
was  to  deal  with  the  Ministers  who  had 
caused  it  But  if  he  had  very  little 
confidence  in  Ministers  before  they  intro- 
duced the  Sugar  BiU^  he  had  none  at  all 
afterwards,  and  least  of  all  did  he  think  that 
measure  likely  to  relieve  the  dbtresses  of 
the  country.  As  to  the  late  events  in 
China,  he  did  not  think  they  were  such  as 
reflected  any  credit  on  the  Government ; 
and,  although  some  time  ago  they  assumed 
a  hiffh  tone  upon  the  subject^  they  had  re- 
cently seen  very  good  reason  to  take  a 
lower  note.  The  noble  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  complained,  that  the  speeches  of 
his  adversaries  were  *^  redolent  of  Han- 
eard;'  it  was  not  wonderful  that  some 
Members  of  the  present  Administraticm 
did  not  relish  quotations  of  that  kind,  for 
they  showed  a  most  amusing  pliability  of 
opinion  upon  most  of  the  great  questions 
that  had  recently  come  before  the  House, 
and  they  naturally  did  not  like  to  see  their 
names  appended  to  speeches  which  so  ably 
and  severely  condemn  their  present  conduct. 
AH  their  measures  evinced  vacillation  and 
infirmity  of  purpose^at  one  time  rejecting 
proposals  with  apparent  resolution,  and  at 
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another  declaring  them  open  questions,  and 
then  promoting  them  to  the  diffnity  of  Ca- 
binet questions.  Whatever  might  be  the 
result  of  this  debate,  sure  he  was,  that  the 
people  of  England  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  such  conduct,  and  they  would  shortly 
have  the  remedy  in  their  own  hands. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  never  recorded 
a  vote  with  more  satisfaction  than  that  he 
should  give  at  the  close  of  the  pending  dis- 
cussion, nor  did  he  ever  feel  more  confident 
of  giving  satisfaction  to  his  constituents, 
than  by  expressing  an  utter  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  present  Government. 

Sir  George  Staunton  was  sensible  that 
he  could  add  nothing  in  the  way  of  novelty 
to  the  debate,  and  he  was  ready  to  rest  the 
argument  upon  the  speeches  on  his  own 
side  of  the  House,  supported  as  they  were 
by  such  addresses  as  the  House  had  just 
heard  from  one  of  the  opposite  benches. 
The  noble  Lord  had  mentioned  the  afiairs 
of  China,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tam  worth  had  fairly  admitted,  that  they 
were  not  yet  ripe  for  discussion.  Never- 
theless, as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  had  taken  a  different  course,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  grant  him  its 
attention  for  a  few  moments  while  he 
stated  his  reasons  for  coming  to  an  opposite 
conclusion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  had  asserted  that  the  war  with 
China  (so  to  call  it)  reflected  anything  but 
credit  upon  Ministers;  but  he  took  leave 
to  say,  on  the  other  hand,  that  what  had 
been  done  gave  the  present  Government  a 
strong  claim  to  the  confidence  of  the  House 
and  of  the  country.  The  whole  commu- 
nity of  British  merchants  in  China  were 
surrounded  and  made  prisoners  in  their 
factory ;  their  lives  were  threatened,  they 
were  to  be  subject  to  a  lingering  death  by 
starvation,  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
2,000,000/.  or  3,000,000/.  were  extracted 
from  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  he  considered  a  war  with  China 
as  a  great  calamity;  he  (  Sir  George 
Staunton)  considered  that  any  war  was  a 
great  calamity,  but  he  considered  that  it 
would  be  a  still  ereater  calamity  if  the 
Government  of  this  country  should  want 
strength  or  spirit  to  redress  such  injuries. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  also  quoted 
the  opinion  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  that 
it  would  be  very  dangerous  to  have  a  war 
with  China ;  he  owned,  that  high  as  Na- 
poleon stood  in  some  respects,  his  opinion 
was  no  great  authority  on  Chinese  afiairs. 
He  was  a  great  warrior,  but  the  world 
would  hardly  consider  him  a  great  states- 
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SMn ;  for  all  his  polioy  ended  on  the  rock 
4^  St.  Helena.  He  would  quote  a  higher 
authority  upon  this  point — the  opinion  of 
the  conqueror  of  Napoleon— «f  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  and  he  had  said»  that  what- 
ever disapprobation  he  might  have  at  the 
other  conduct  of  the  Government^  a  war, 
having  for  its  oh)ect  the  redress  of  those 
injuries,  was  undoubtedly  just  and  neces- 
sary ;  and  the  noble  Duke  had  added  fur- 
ther, in  reference  to  the  statement  that 
this  was  a  war  originating  in  opium,  that 
*'  whatever  might  nave  Iwen  the  original 
cause  of  the  war,  it  could  not  have  oeen 
opium."  He  therefore  thought,  that,  in 
the  fitting  out  of  an  armament  to  obtain 
the  redress  of  such  serious  injuries,  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  could  not  have  lost  the 
oonlidenoe  of  the  House*  That  armament 
had  been  got  ready  in  a  manner  that  re- 
flected the  highest  credit  on  the  vigour 
and  energy  of  the  British  nation,  and  the 
greatest  credit  on  the  Governor-general. 
It  had  arrived  in  China  in  due  season,  and 
its  operations  till  the  4th  July»  when  the 
island  of  Chusan  was  taken,  were  in  every 
point  sucoessfuL  The  events  which  had 
occurred  since  that  period  had  certainly 
disappointed  the  hope  that  had  been  enter, 
tained  by  the  country ;  they  had  e? en  dis- 
appointed himself;  but  though  he  was  dis* 
appointed,  he  could  not  say  that  he  was 
surprised*  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
present  when  he  spoke  last  year  would  re« 
collect  that  he  did  not  hold  out,  on  his  own 
opinion,  any  sanguine  expectation  of  an 
early  termination  of  the  war  i  indeed,  he 
had  said,  that  he  was  fully  prepared  ibr  a 
tedious  and  protracted  contest.  It  was  not 
necessary  to  enter  into  any  explanation  of 
these  subsequent  events;  until  all  the 
papers  were  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
they  would  not  be  in  a  situation  to  discuss 
that  question*  It  was  impossible,  however, 
not  to  entertain  some  conjecture  as  to  the 
probable  causes  which  might  have  produced 
those  events.  He  could  not  but  think, 
that  it  might  possibly  happen,  that  the 
discussbns  which  had  taken  place  last  year 
in  this  oonntry,  that  the  very  narrow  ma- 
jority by  which  the  war  was  supported  in 
that  House«  and  that  the  intimation  that 
it  would  not  be  supported  if  it  were 
carried  on  for  a  long  period,  might  have 
operated  upon  our  own  negotiator^  and 
made  him  think  it  necessary  to  patch  up 
the  business  in  some  way  or  other.  That 
was  merely  a  matter  oi  conjecture,  but 
they  knew  positively,  that  those  discussions 
had  produced  an  effect  upon  the  Chinese 


themselves.  There  had  been  pohDabed  a 
memorial  of  the  commissioner  Lin,  to  the 
Emperor,  calling  upon  the  Chinese  to  reaat 
the  jBnglish,  bttause  they  were  a  divided 
people,  that  there  was  a  Chinese  party  in 
this  country,  and  that  the  Bciglish  Govern* 
ment  were  not  capable  of  carrying  on  the 
war  againftt  them;  and  when  they  knew 
also,  that  the  Emperor  had  refused  to  ratify 
even  the  very  unsatisfactory  oonocasions  oif 
his  own  commissioner,  he  could  not  hut 
couple  this  with  the  memorial  of  Lia»  and 
he  could  not  but  conceive,  that  if  thia  had 
not  been  made  a  party  discussion,  they 
might  now  be  oongratulaUng  themsdves  on 
the  prospect  of  a  speedy  return  to  peaee 
with  China.  Whatever  contention  there 
might  be  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  eoddoot 
of  the  plenipotentiaries,  he  did  not  see,  that 
any  blame  could  attach  to  her  Majesty'is 
Gtovemment.  All  they  could  do,  they  had 
done.  No  sooner  had  the  news  arrived  in 
this  country  of  the  failure  of  one  plenipo* 
tentiary,  than  they  immediately  sent  oat 
another.  He  had  not  the  honour  of  know* 
ing  Sir  Henry  Pottinger  at  the  tinM  of  hia 
appointment,  but  he  was  satisfied,  from  hie 
long  services  in  India,  and  from  what  he 
had  seen  of  him  since  his  appointment,  that 
the  British  interests  would  be  sale  in  hia 
hands.  On  dia  question  of  Chiaa»  thtra^ 
fore,  he  oould  not  believe  that  the  Houae 
would  withhold  its  confidenea  freai  bar 
Mi^esty's  preaent  advisers*  Upon  the  m» 
neral  question  he  would  simply  say,  that 
the  subject  on  which  they  were  to  vote 
was,  whether  the  conduct  of  her  M^jest/a 
Govemmenty  in  remaining  in  office  under 
the  present  circumstances  of  the  country* 
was,  or  was  not,  constitutional.  Tli^  had 
brought  forward  measures  they  thoa^t 
most  important,  to  reduce  the  prioea  of  th» 
necessaries  of  life,  and  to  prevent  any  neer 
taxation.  And,  without  entering  into  the 
merits  of  those  measures,  he  thought,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  legitimate  and  eon* 
stitutional  than  to  appeal  to  the  people  if 
they  were  beaten  in  that  House*  He  would 
therefere  give  a  direct  negative  to  the  pea* 
sent  motion. 

Sir  Walter  Jamet  said^  that  nothing 
oould  reflect  greater  credit  upon  men  than 
their  having  the  manliness  to  abandon  place 
for  principle.  When  an  lion.  Member  found 
himself  convinced  as  to  the  propriety  of  a 
course  he  should  have  no  besitatioa  in 
adopting  that  course.  He  (Sir  Waller 
James) lieard  with  some  astonishment  tha 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  ftir 
North  Lincolnshire  the  other  night*  after 
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what  he  had  stated  a  few  days  before  at  a 
puldk  meeting  in  Linoolnshire,  and  after 
tbe  noble  Lord  bad  received  the  oompli- 
ments  of  bon.  Gentlemen  at  the  nde  of  the 
House  opposite  to  where  the  noble  Lord 
sat,  npon  the  course  which  he  had  taken. 
One  of  tbe  charges  which  had  been  made 
against  the  speeches  of  some  bon.  Gentle- 
men near  him  was^  that  they  had  used  Ian* 
^age  which  was  of  too  violent  a  descrip- 
tion. His  answer  was,  that  when  Ministers 
flagrantly    deserted    tbe    principles    with 
which  they  set  out— the  principles  of  Barl 
Grey— they  deserved  from  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  alluded  to,  the  application  of 
soeh  language.     When  the  right  hon.  Ba. 
nmet»  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had  gi- 
ven notice  of  the  motion  befoi^  the  House, 
he  Mt  confident  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  most  perfectly  establish  his  case; 
but  it  did  not  require  the  great  abilities  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  establish  that 
case,  for  it  depended  on  a  plain  statement 
of  historical  facts.    He  was  not  able  to 
perceive  that  any  speaker  who  followed  the 
right  hon.  Baronet^  had  succeeded  in  en- 
craiehing  npon  the  position  which  the  right 
hon.  Bamnet  had  taken  up,  and  which  po* 
sition  he  considered  impregnable.     With 
1M  proceedings  of  Earl  Grey's  Administra- 
tion  up  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 
tile  AotUm  hadf  nothing  to  da.    That  bill 
had  been  called  a  swindle  by  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Dublin ;  but  if  it  were  a  swin* 
die,  it  did  not  come  from  the  Conservativie 
side  of  the  Housa     He  thought  it  a  proper 
i^mnneratioB  if  a  party  btrodaoed  the 
Reform  Bill  for  their  own  purposes,  that 
such  a  parly  shonld  be  destroyed  by  it. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire, had  urged  as  an  objection  against  the 
metien  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  had  two  years  ago 
passed  a  vote  of  ooniidenoe  In  the  present 
AdministMtiott,    and    that,    therefore,    it 
would  not  befdr  to  take  in  a  period  antece- 
dent to  that  in  proposing  a  vote  of  want  of 
oonlldenee  in  them.    To  that  objection  he 
would  answer,  that  in  public  matters,  as 
well  as  in  private  matters  men  were  to  be 
judoed  by  their  actions^  and  not  by  their 
professions,  and  it  was  quite  dear  that  the 
House  of  Commons  practically  distrusted 
diem.     To  diow  what  the  feeling  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was,  he  need  cmly  refer 
to  what  had  been  the  fate  of  the  measures 
of  Ministers  for  the  last  two  years,  and  to 
the  series  of  defeats  and  disgraces  which 
they  had  been  compelled  to  suflbr  during 
that  period.    Now,  with  respect  to  the 


precedent  furnished  by  the  conduct  of  Mr* 
Pitt,  and  which  had  been  so  much  relied 
on  by  the  other  side  of  the  House  as  analo- 
gous to  the  course  taken  by   the  present 
Government,  he  contended,  that  that  pre- 
cedent did  not  apply,  and  that  the  course 
taken  by  Mr.  Pitt  differed  in  many  respects 
from  that  pursued  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment.    In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pitt,  the  House 
of   Commons    in    the  course    they  pur- 
sued   with    respect    to    the    India    fiiU, 
had,  to   a   certain  extent,    assumed  ex- 
ecutive  power.     This  was  not  the  case 
with  respect  to  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons.    Then  it  was  to  be  considered,  that 
there  was  a  difference,   inasmuch  as  the 
opposition  given  to  Mr.  Pitt,  was  a  per- 
sonal opposition.      Then,  when  Mr.  Pitt 
appealed  to  the  country,  he  did  not  come 
forward  with  any  new  schemes  to  excite 
the  people,  but  he  came  forward  and  ap- 
pealed to  the  country  on  personal  gnnincu. 
In  the  words  lately  made  use  of  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,when  Mr. 
Pitt  appealed  to  the  country,  he  did  so  on 
the  ground,  that  he  should  have  a  fair  trial. 
Could  it  be  maintained  by  any  one  versed 
in  the  principles  of  the  constitution,  that 
the  Government  ought  to  have  continued 
to  hold  their  places  one  moment  after  they 
found  that  they  were  acting  in  opposition 
to  the  spirit  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
His  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamwwth,  had  stated,  that  there  were 
three  great  measures  by  which  he  was 
wiUine  to  have  the  present  Govemroeot 
tried  by  the  country.    But  beridea  those 
measures,  he  could  name  other  measures* 
and  more  particularly  allude  to  the  conduct 
they  had  uniformly  pursued  with  respect 
to  the  Church — and  the  conduct  they  now 
pursued  with  respect  to  the  CornJaws* 
Well,  then,  there  was  another  question,  on 
which  the  passions  were  most  easily  exoited 
and  arrayed  against  each  otlier — he  meant 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  franchise^ 
To  imow  what  had  been  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
noble  Lord's    address  to  the  electors  of 
Stroud,  two  years  ago,  and  he  would  com- 
pare the  principles  put  forward  by    tbe 
noble  Lord  at  that  time  with  his  present 
conduct.    The  noble  Lord,  speaking  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  said,  that  it  had  been  carried 
by    Earl   Gn^,    mid   other   experienced 
statesmen,  men  accustomed  to  weigh  the 
conduct  they  pursued,  and  it  was  carried 
with  the  concurrence  of  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords— with  the  con- 
sent of  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
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mons,  and  had  the  support  of  the  intelligent 
and  thinking  portion  of  the  country^  and 
that  such  a  measure  ought  not  to  be  b'ghtly 
disturbed*  And  the  noble  Lord  proceeded 
to  say,  that  he  would  not  shrink  from 
opposing  those  changes  which  might  be 
brought  forward  by  unknown  leaders,  and 
in  which  popular  menace  would  dictate  to 
property  and  intelligence>  and  that  he 
would  not  assist  (as  the  noble  Lord  expres- 
sed it)  to  stir  the  cauldron  of  popular  ex- 
citement. True,  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
himself  stir  the  cauldron,  but  he  put  the 
coals  under  it,  and  when  the  cauldron  was 
boiling,  he  would  expect  the  Conservative 
party  to  attempt  to  take  out  the  hot  coals 
and  bum  their  fingers  in  the  attempt. 
But,  notwithstanding  the  slur  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Conservative  party  would  not 
be  afraid,  they  would  attempt  to  take  out 
the  burning  coals,  and  though  they  might 
be  injured,  they  would  brave  that  danger 
for  the  sake  of  the  country.  He  thought, 
that  the  language  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  applied  to  those  who  wished  to  disturb 
the  Reform  Bill  might,  with  very  little 
change,  be  applied  to  the  conduct  he  now 
pursued,  and  would  be  equally  applicable 
to  the  measures  now  under  the  considera- 
tion  of  the  House.  He  might,  also,  refer 
to  the  expressions  made  use  of  on  this  sub- 
ject, by  Lord  Melbourne,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  which  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Com -laws  could  not  be 
effected  without  shaking  society  to  its 
foundations,  nor  without  exciting  every 
kind  of  bitterness  and  animosity,  and  that 
he  did  not  think  the  advantage  would 
prove  to  be  worth  the  struggle  made  to 
obtain  it.  These  were  the  principles 
avowed  by  her  Majesty's  Government  two 
years  ago,  and  they  now  brought  forward 
measures,  which  they  not  only  had  con 
demned,  but  which  they  declared  danger- 
ous to  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 
This  was  the  conduct  that  had  lost  them 
the  confidence  of  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try. The  Whig  party  could  not  last  long. 
The  struggle  now  going  on  between  parties 
must  end  m  the  triumph  of  the  Tory  party. 
They  were  the  friends  of  the  Church,  and 
they  were  the  friends  of  the  property  of 
the  country— they  were  the  friends  of  good 
order,  of  the  constitution,  and  of  the  mon- 
archy. On  the  other  hand,  the  party  op- 
posed to  them,  were  friends  of  the  ballot, 
and  of  every  democratic  and  revolutionary 
change.  The  contest  between  those  par- 
ties must  soon  come  to  an  issue,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  the  sooner  the  better.      Of 


what  important  class  in  the  countiy  had 
the  present  Government  the  confidence? 
Had  they  the  confidence  of  the  clergy  ?— 
of  the  professional  community  ?  — -  <^  the 
army  and  navy  ? — of  the  law^  and  of  thaao 
professions  which  numbered  amongst  them 
the  best  and  wisest  and  worthiest  men? 
Had  they  the  confidence  of  the  commercial 
and  manufacturing  interests  ( with  the 
exception  of  a  few  who  expected  to  gain 
advantages  by  their  measures)!  Had 
they  the  confidence  of  the  colonial  interest } 
Let  them  look  to  Canada,  where  a  rebd« 
lion  was  produced  by  the  neglect  of  the 
Goveramenty  and  to  Jamaica  now  enjoying 
that  constitution  which  the  Conservative 
party  had  preserved  to  them.  He  could 
assure  them,  also,  that  they  liad  loat  the 
confidence  of  the  honest  artisan,  with  whom 
their  present  attempt  at  delusion  would 
fail,  and  who  would  feel  that  the  cry  of 
'*  cheap  bread"  was  only  under  a  thin 
di^ise,  the  cry  of ''  low  waces.*' 

Mr.  Wallace  had  never  heard  such  a 
rambling  speech -as  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  delivered,  and  which  the  hoo* 
Member  had  praised.  What  did  he  mean 
by  attributing  the  Arms  Bill  and  the  Irish 
Coercion  Bill  to  the  present  Government? 
Those  bilb  had  been  brought  forward  b]r 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.  By  whom  had  the  Coenacm 
Bill  been  propcMed.^  Why,  by  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire. 
I^Lord  Stanley  :  No,  no.  By  Lord  Althorp.] 
At  all  events  the  noble  Lord  was  the  con* 
coctor  and  the  supporter  of  it.  But  by 
whom  had  the  Arms  Bill  been  proposed  ? 
[Lord  Stanley :  By  Lord  John  RusseU*"] 
He  begged  pardon.  He  perfectly  leeoU 
lected  the  introduction  of  the  bill  into  the 
House  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor 
North  Lancashire ;  and  he  also  remembered 
that  noble  Lord  proposing  one  of  the  moat 
obnoxious  and  disgraceful  provisions  in  it, 
that  every  man  should  have  his  name  etv» 
graved  on  the  arms  he  might  have  in  hia 
possession.  Then  allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  mention  of  the  Queen's  name ;  and 
it  had  been  stated  it  had  been  abused* 
Now,  the  Queen's  name  had  been  abused, 
but  by  whom? — by  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  at  Canterbury  and  elsewhere. 
When  her  Majesty  had  expressed  her  de« 
termination  to  see  equal  justice  done  to  all 
her  subjects  in  Ireland,  the  Irish  had  made 
use  of  the  Queen's  name,  with  admiration 
at  her  noble  conduct.  But  that  name  had 
been  mentioned  with  every  possible  epithet 
of  abuse  by  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 
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J[^*  No,  no."]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say 
••  No,  no,"  but  he  would  say  *'  Yes,  yes," 
and  as  a  proof  that  he  was  right  in  saying 
*'  Yes,  yes,"  he  would  refer  them  to  Canter- 
bury. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  designated 
the  Reform  Bill  as  a  swindle. 

Sir  Walter  James — I  did  not  designate 
the  Reform  Bill  as  a  swindle — I  stated  it 
was  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  who  had  so  designated  it. 

Mr.  ^ni/ace  understood,  then,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  called  the  Reform 
Bill  a  swindle  on  his  own  authority,  and 
should  not  pursue  that  point  further.  With 
regard  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  respecting  the  noble  Lord's  former  opin- 
ions on  the  subject  of  agitation,  he  had  always 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
published  such  opinions ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  noble  Lord  was  pursuing  the  right 
course  now,  and  while  he  did  so,  the  noble 
Lord  should  have  his  support.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
as  an  excuse  for  not  stating  what  measures 
he  would  propose,  had  alluded  to  the  diffi- 
culties in  which  he  was  placed,  and  asked 
for  time  for  deliberation.  Why,  he  had  had 
three  years  for  deliberation,  for  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  he  had  been  anxiously 
seeking  the  overthrow  of  the  Government ; 
and  he  should  not,  before  these  measures 
had  been  proposed,  have  been  very  sorry  if 
the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  had  succeeded,  but 
now  that  Ministers  were  proposing  mea- 
sures which  were  really  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country,  he  felt  bound  to  give  them 
his  support,  and  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  succeed  against 
them.  He  would  not  inquire  into  their 
nnoerity.  The  measures  themselves  were 
substantially  good,  and  he  would  give  his 
vote  for  them.  He  firmly  believed  that  the 
agricultural  as  well  as  the  manufacturing 
class  would  be  benefitted  by  them.  They 
knew  very  well  that  the  wages  they  re- 
ceived would  buy  a  much  larger  quantity 
of  wheat  were  that  wheat  cheaper,  and 
that  so  long  as  the  landlords  could  maintain 
their  monopoly,  they  would  never  have 
oheap  bread.  The  mode  of  introducing 
com  at  a  fixed  duty  of  8^.  was  a  greater 
protection  than  the  agriculturists  had  a 
right  to  expect  With  respect  to  the  alter- 
ation in  the  postage^  there  had  been  mani- 
fested in  that  debate,  a  degree  of  heartless* 
ness,  and  a  want  of  care  for  the  working 
classes  of  this  country,  which  he  had  not 
expected  to  see  in  that  House.  Not  one 
wud  had  been  said  of  the  advantages 
oonferred  upon  those  persons.    If  the  right 


hon.  Baronet  had  inquired,  he  would  have 
found  that  though  there  had  been  a  failure 
in  a  cert  ain  class  of  correspondence  which  was 
expected  to  pass  through  the  Post-office, 
there  had  been  a  great  increase  in  that 
class  which  it  was  chiefly  intended  to 
benefit.  In  what  was  expected  to  pass 
through  the  office  in  a  printed  form  there 
certainly  had  been  a  great  failure,  but  in 
manuscript  correspondence  the  increase  was 
considerable.  In  the  year  1839,  in  the  four 
weeks  in  May,  1,619,765  letters  passed 
through  the  office;  in  the  four  weeks  in 
August,  1840,  there  were  3,461,000,  and 
in  January  1841,  5,236,000.  It  was  also 
very  gratifying  to  see  the  increase  in  small 
sums  of  money  sent  through  the  Post-office. 
The  windows  for  money  orders  were 
crowded  with  persons  who  were  availing 
themselves  of  that  means  to  send  money  to 
their  parents  and  others  residing  in  distant 
parts  of  the  country.  Indeed  every  branch 
of  this  establishment  exhibited  the  impor- 
tance to  the  public  of  the  manful  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  taking  that  most  im* 
portant  step  by  which  the  public  had  ob- 
tained so  great  a  boon. 

Mr.  Cresswell  said,  that  there  had  been 
so  much  recrimination  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  he  should  confine  himself  as 
closely  as  he  could,  to  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  itself.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Shields,  (Mr.  Ingham), 
that  the  first  branch  of  the  resolution  in- 
volved a  truism,  because  the  Government 
had  failed  to  carry  those  measures  which 
they  thought  essential  for  the  good  of  the 
country.  But  he  had  heard  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say,  that  they  considered  that 
the  Government  had  a  very  fair  share  of 
the  confidence  of  that  House.  He  was 
ready  to  admit  that  they  had  as  large  a 
share  as  was  desirable,  but  he  could  not 
agree,  that  it  was  such  a  share  as  rendered 
them  fit  persons  to  hold  the  reins  of  Go- 
vernment ;  and  he  would  go  further,  and 
say,  that  since  they  had  conducted  the 
affidrs  of  this  country,  they  had  never  had 
that  share  of  its  confidence  which  enabled 
them  to  carry  on  the  Government  with  ad- 
vantage to  the  public,  or  with  dignity  to 
themselves.  Let  them  look  to  the  hbtory 
of  the  Government.  When  they  had  suc- 
ceeded in  ejecting  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  they  had  done 
so  by  passing  a  resolution — that  no  measure 
for  the  settlement  of  the  question  of  tithes 
could  be  satisfactory  which  did  not  embody 
the  principle  of  appropriation.  That  reso- 
lution being  carried^  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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retired  from  affiocj  and  the  aew  Govern- 
ment  go  far  thought  that  resolution  to  be 
correct  in  the  principle  which  it  settled, 
that  they  brought  in  a  bill  exactly  in  ac» 
cordance  with  it.  Did  they  stand  by  that  ? 
He  would  not  for  one  moment  imagine 
that  they  had  been  insincere  in  their  views, 
because  if  he  thought  so,  he  must  believe 
that  they  had  obtained  office  by  false  pre* 
tenoes ;  but  what  had  they  done  ?  For  six 
years  they  had  held  office,  and  they  had 
not  yet  acted  upon  that  principle,  which 
they  had  themselves  advocated^  and  the 
sanction  of  the  House  to  which  they  had 
themselves  procured.  In  1 835^  they  brought 
in  a  measure  which  was  carried  through 
that  House,  but  was  defeated  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  1836  they  again  brought  in 
the  measure,  but  it  was  allowed  to  fall 
through  without  being  sent  to  the  upper 
House.  But  could  it  be  supposed,  that  in 
1837  the  enemies  of  the  Church  would  still 
support  the  noble  Lord,  unless  some  measure 
was  introduced  which  would  be  of  such  a 
nature  as  their  views  dictated?  It  was 
found  necessary  to  gain  their  favour  by 
substituting  some  other  measure  for  that  of 
appropriation.  In  the  month  of  March, 
1837>  a  scheme  for  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  was  propounded  to  the  House,  and  the 
noble  Lord  succeeded  in  carrying  his  reso- 
lutbn  by  a  majority  of  287  over  282 — a 
great  proof,  indeed,  of  the  confidence  then 
reposed  in  him  by  the  House.  But  what 
was  the  Minbters'  own  opinion  of  their  po- 
sition ?  Did  they  think  that  they  had  the 
power  to  carry  measures  essential  to  the 
benefit  of  the  country  ?  They  had  never 
idnce  brought  it  forward,  thouffh  the  Par- 
liament had  since  then,  been  mssolved  un- 
der these  auspices.  In  the  autumn  of  1837, 
the  new  House  met,  for  a  short  time  only, 
nothing  then  was  heard  of  the  Church-rate 
measure.  It  re-assembled  in  1838,  and  in 
that  year  the  Government  brought  in  a  bill 
for  settling  the  Irish  tithe  question,  and 
not  only  md  they  omit  the  appropriation 
clause  in  it,  but  when  they  were  called 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  to 
embody  that  clause  in  the  measure,  they 
refusea.  And  thus  they  had  gone  on  en? 
deavouring  to  catch  wandering  votiers  from 
the  Conservative  benches,  hoping  to  con- 
ciliate one  half  of  their  Friends  on  their 
own  side  of  the  House,  and  one  half  of 
their  enemies  on  the  Conservative  benches. 
But  having  passed  the  Tithe  bill,  what  was 
to  be  done  to  satisfy  the  enemies  of  the 
Church?  In  1839  they  proposed  a  scheme 
for  the  education  of  the  people,  but  so  un- 


satisfactory  to  the  House  that  they  iMid 
been  compelled  to  make  some  very  im- 
portant miodifications  in  it ;  and  then  by  • 
majority  of  two  votes,  they  succeeded  in 
carrying  it  through  the  House*  Then  easie 
the  ever-memorable  Jamaica  Bill.  Theiv 
at  least  the  House  withdrew  its  confidence, 
for  the  bill  passed  a  second  reading  by  m 
very  small  a  nugority,  that  it  was  given 
up ;  and  the  Government^  having  avooei 
that  they  had  lost  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  quitted  office.  Having  done  fo^ 
they  returned  under  circumstances  Uttle  eaL- 
culated  to  increase  that  confidence  placed 
in  them  by  the  House  and  by  the  country; 
They  did  not  suffer  the  Session  to  cLom 
without  doing  something  to  induce  the 
country  to  regret  the  resumption  of  their 
position ;  and  so,  notwithstanding  the  de« 
creasing  revenue,  at  the  instance  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock,  they  threw 
away  1,200,000^.,  in  order  that  the  Post- 
office  might  be  thrown  open.  He  coofesKd 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  that  was  a 
measure  the  least  likely  to  be  useful,  be- 
cause it  relieved  a  class  who  were  well 
able  to  pay  their  own  postage ;  and  in  r^ 
ference  to  many  of  whom  it  had  been 
observed  that  many  of  them  were  rich 
enough  to  keep  a  Member  of  Parliament 
to  frank  their  letters.  In  1840,  the 
confidence  of  the  House  was  restored  to 
the  noble  tiord.  The  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  North  Devon,  then  proposed 
a  resolution  that  the  Government  was  not 
entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the  House,  but 
the  noble  Lord  triumphed  by  a  m^ority  of 
twenty.  Now,  though  he  was  aware  that 
there  mi^ht  be  hon.  Members  in  that 
House  who  might  deem  a  resolution,  the 
converse  of  tlmt  proposed  by  the  hon* 
Baronet  the  same  in  ^ect  wiUi  that  reao- 
lution  which  had  been  brought  forward, 
for  his  own  paxU  he  thought  that  there  was 
a  wide  diatmction  between  the  two  pro. 
positions ;  and  that  although  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  dcdared  not  to  be  disentitled 
to  the  confidence  of  the  House,  a  zeaohitioii 
stating  that  they  were  entitled  to  its  opoi- 
fidence  would  not  have  been  carried.  He 
begged  now  to  be  allowed  to  call  theatteii. 
tion  of  the  House  to  a  few  instances  in 
which  a  practical  want  of  confidence  in 
Ministers  had  been  exhibited.  The  first 
instance  was  that  which  had  occurred  in  re* 
ference  to  the  income  proposed  to  His  Royal 
Highness  Prince  Albert  The  Government 
had  proposed  that  50,000/.  should  be  the 
stipend  granted  to  His  Royal  Highness; 
but,  hy  a  large  majority,  it  was  £clared 


1606 


44roHr«#cI  D^te 


{3vvh2}  (Third  Day). 


1006 


tluH  in  ibe  present  state  of  Aq  fiQance*  of 
tbci  country,  ^,000^  was  a  sufficient  in* 
axme,  mid  the  noble  Lord  failed.  He  took 
tbAt  to  be  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the 
Members  of  tbat  House  that  they  had  no 
confidence  in  the  economy  of  the  noble 
Lord.  In  the  month  of  February,  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Hiurwi(di  brought  forward  a  question  res- 
pecting the  finances  of  the  countryi  de- 
claring that  be  bad  no  confidence  in  the 
state  of  our  financial  affairs,  or  iq  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  administered.  That 
also  was  carried  against  the  Qovernment 
by  a  considerable  majority;  and  in  that, 
he  thought  that  the  House  had  shown  a 
practical  want  of  confidence  in  their  mode 
of  proceeding*  The  third  motion  made, 
calling  on  the  House  to  say,  how  far  they 
bad  confidence  in  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
colleagues,  was  tbat  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Durham,  respecting  the 
pension  of  Sir  John  Newport,  calling  on 
the  House  to  declare  its  disapprobation  of 
tbat  pension,  and  their  desire  that  it  should 
not  be  made  a  precedent  for  future  cases. 
In  vain  did  the  noble  Lord  say,  that  by 
the  motion  an  imputation  was  cast  on  the 
Government— the  motion  was  carried,  and 
so  the  House  showed  that  it  had  little  con- 
fidence in  th&  integrity  of  the  Government 
of  the  noble  Lord.  What,  then,  was  the 
confidence  enjoved  by  the  noble  Lord^  and 
his  colleagues  r  A  confidence  to  enable 
tbem  to  snuffle  through  the  Session,  but 
was  it  a  confidence  in  their  weakness,  or 
their  strength?  A  confidence  in  their 
wisdom  or  their  want  of  it ;  a  confidence 
in  their  love  of  the  country,  or  in  their 
love  of  place.  There  was  yet  another  mea- 
sure upon  which  the  feeling  of  Parliament, 
was  exhibited.  The  Government  had  slated 
their  intentionj  they  best  knew  why  them- 
selves, of  relinquishing  their  proposed  mea- 
sures for  purifying  the  register  in  Ireland, 
and  the  noUe  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  brought  in  bis  biU»  and  on 
several  occasions  he  obtained  a  majority 
against  the  Government,  and  at  last,  that 
Iml  bad  been  defeated,  not  by  votes*  but 
the  si)eeches  of  those  who  had  sought  to 
delay  its  progress.  So  much  for  the  Session 
of  1840.  In  1841  the  noble  Lord  brought 
in  bis  bill  to  give  a  new  electoral  constitu- 
tion to  Ireland-*another  instance,  not  of 
the  strength  of  judgment,  but  of  the  weak- 
ness of  nosition.  Had  the  nohle  Lord, 
the  confidence  of  the  House  on  that  mea- 
sure^ No;  he  was  defeated  by  a  con<« 
siderable  m^ority.    The  noble  Lord  now 


came  forward,  for  the  purpose  of  renewing 
his  system  of  agitation,  uy  proposing  an 
alteration  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  noble 
Lord  flattered  himself  with  having  the  sup* 
port  of  the  country  on  that  measure  \  but 
those  who  supported  the  Government  pro* 
position  most  warmly— if  the  lenguase  of 
public  meetings  was  to  be  believed — md  so 
in  the  hope  of  obtaining  a  total  abolition, 
and  not  because  they  were  friendly  to  a 
fixed  duty.  It  thereforCx  only  afforded  an« 
other  evidence  of  the  weakness  of  Ministers. 
During  five  or  six  years  the  course  which 
they  had  pursued  had  tended  to  no  result, 
they  had  gone  on,  steering  towards  no 
certain  port,  without  chart,  without  oom« 
pass,  bending  to  every  gale,  adapting  their 
sails  and  their  course  to  the  variable  winds 
of  popular  applause  ;  shifting  their  pur- 
pose with  every  change  of  the  tides,  and 
compelled,  for  want  of  better  protection, 
constantly  to  apply  for  that  of  their  oppo- 
nents. And  now  that  they  had  been 
repeatedly  defeated,  and  had  lost  the  con- 
fidence 01  that  House,  the  noble  Lord  re- 
fused to  resign  ;  and  did  so  upon  the  ground 
alleged  in  his  behalf  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Ingham),  that  be  retained 
ofiice  merely  untu  a  dissolution  could  take 
place.  But  if  tbat  were  the  case,  the  noble 
Lord  might  have  dissolved  already^  for  he 
defied  any  hon.  Member  to  get  up,  and  de« 
clare  that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
retaining  ofiice,  was  to  promote  the  neces- 
sary business  of  the  country,  or,  that  the 
proposed  Corn-law  debate  had  any  other 
real  obiect  than  that  of  exciting  turbulence 
throughout  the  country.  The  noble  Lord 
retained  office  in  order  that  the  debates  in 
the  House  might  be  made  a  means  of  ren<« 
dering  the  representatives  odious  to  the 
represented.  It  was  possible  that  the 
noble  Lord  might  succeed;  but  of  the 
effect  which  the  course  he  was  about 
to  pursue  was  likely  to  produce  in 
the  country,  a  very  striking  specimen 
had  recently  been  afforded  in  the  place 
which  the  noble  Lord  himself  represented. 
A  meeting  against  the  Corn-laws  had  been 
called,  and  the  following  scene  there  took 
place.  The  account  which  he  would  read 
of  it  was  from  one,  far  from  an  enemy 
to  the  Noble  Lord's  proposition.  He 
should  quote  from  the  Glohe  of  the  24th  of 
Mayi  which  paper  copied  the  account  from 
the  Cheltenham  and  Gloucester  Journal. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then 
read  the  following  paragraph  :— 

^  Of  the  scene  which  presented  itself  du« 
ring  the  progress  of  the  proceedings,  any  des^ 
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cription  we  can  give  would  be  faint  in  the  ex- 
treme, compared  with  the  reality.  Advocates 
as  we  are  for  popular  rights,  and  sincere  haters 
as  we  are  of  the  tyranny  of  the  few  over  the 
xnanyy  we  could  not  contemplate  the  aspect  of 
this  meeting  without  being  struck  with  the 
wretched  consequences  which  must  result  from 
the  furious  unreasoning  tyranny  of  the  many 
over  the  few.  Looking  down  from  the  plat- 
form upon  the  immense  mass  of  human  beings 
which  filled  the  body  of  the  room,  the  majority 
of  them  with  inflamed  faces  and  cracked 
voices,  yelling  their  discordant  disapprobation 
at  every  speaker  whose  person  they  disapproved 
of,  for  mey  would  not  listen  to  his  words : 
they  seemed  like  the  hundred-armed  Briareus, 
ready  to  commit  any  violence  and  any  folly 
that  their  excited  passions  might  suggest  to 
them.  Their  fickleness  and  inconsistency,  too, 
were  strongly  exemplified  during  the  discus- 
sion, if  discussion  it  could  be  called,  in  ap- 
plauding the  roost  opposite  and  fallacious  argu- 
ments, and  cheering  sentiments  uttered  by 
their  Chartist  leaders,  which  they  hissed  down 
and  reprobated  when  put  forward  by  the  gen- 
tlemen who  had  called  the  meeting.  The  first 
decided  outbreak  of  the  prominent  feeling  of 
the  meeting  was  given  on  the  entrance  of  a 
leading  manufacturer  of  the  neighbourhood, 
who  would  seem  to  be  unpopular  on  account 
of  having  reduced  the  time  or  wages  of  his 
workmen,  we  could  not  exactly  understand 
which.  The  next  tumultuous  ebullition  was  on 
the  voting  a  chairman  to  the  meeting.  Joseph 
Watts,  "Eaq.,  moved,  and  Mr.  W.  Lewis  secon- 
ded, the  proposition,  that  Charles  Stanton, 
Esq.,  be  called  to  the  chair.  No  opposition 
was  ofiered,  and  Mr.  Stanton  took  his  seat : 
but  he  had  scarcely  done  so,  and  was  about  to 
open  the  business  of  the  meeting  by  some  pre- 
fatory observations,  when  he  was  assailed 
with  hissing,  at  first  from  a  few  persons,  but 
which  was  soon  joined  in  bv  a  far  greater  num- 
ber, and  cries  were  raised  that  he  had  not  been 
duly  elected  chairman,  and  insisting  that  the 
question  of  who  was  to  preside  should  be  put 
to  the  meeting.  Every  syllable  that  Mr.  Stan- 
ton attempted  to  utter  was  drowned  in  the  in- 
terruptions he  experienced;  and  during  the 
tumult,  a  person,  in  appearance  diminutive 
and  quite  youthful,  and  rather  shabbily  dressed, 
came  forward  on  the  platform,  and  was  received 
with  a  good  deal  or  cheering  from  the  Char- 
tists, which  demonstration  he  seemed  very  wil- 
ling to  understand  was  intended  to  signify  he 
should  act  as  chairman.  Accordingly,  after  a 
brief  space,  he  very  coolly  appropriated  to 
himself  a  seat  close  alongside  Mr.  Stanton, 
and  announced  himself  as  joint  chairman  with 
that  gentleman ;  and  there  he  sat,  affording 
throughout  the  evening  a  marked  contrast  in 
appearance  and  demeanour  to  almost  every 
person  around  him.  It  seemed  the  triumph  of 
the  principle  of  democracy— -a  resuscitation  of 
the  ians  odoUe  ascendancy  of  revolutionary 
prance/' 


Was  it  to  produce  such  scenes  as  Uria 
tbroughout  the  country,  that  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  stay  in  office  ?  Was  it  to 
bold  similar  meetings  in  other  towns,  and 
produce  other  '*  triumphs  of  the  princifde 
of  democracy  and  a  resuscitation  of  the 
sans  culotte  ascendancy  of  revolutionary 
France?"  Surely,  this  was  not  consistent 
with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  pause,  and  ponder  well  on  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Stroud,  and  that  he  would  stili 
be  saved  from  the  ignominy  which  would 
attend  such  a  course  if  generally  pursued. 
The  noble  Lord,  he  believed,  and  some  of 
his  colleagues  had  some  regard  to  posthu- 
mous  fame.  They  had  already,  by  the  as* 
sistance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbnry, 
obtained  a  name  which  they  would  find  it 
difficult  to  shake  off.  There  had  been 
«*  Whig"  administrations.  « liberal"^  ad- 
ministrations, ''broad-bottomed*'  adminis- 
trations, **  coalition"  administrations,  and 
''reform**  administrations;  but  in  the 
hands  of  the  present  holders  of  office  they 
had  all  dwindled  down  into  a  "  squeesaUe" 
administration.  That  term  might  seem  ridi- 
culous, but  Ministers  had  better  be  ridicu- 
lous than  worse ;  and  if  the  sans  culoiie 
ascendancy  of  revolutionary  France  were 
thus  to  be  revived  and  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  election  of  representatives  of  the 
people,  the  noble  Lord,  instead  of  being  at 
the  head  of  a  "  squeoseable  "  administra- 
tion^might  soon  be  at  the  head  of  a  "wicked 
administration."  In  order  to  protect  the 
country  from  such  consequences,  he  should 
give  his  hearty  support  to  this  motion. 

Dr.  Lushingian  thought  the  House 
would  not  be  surprised,  when  they  recol- 
lected the  circumstances  which  had  recently 
occurred,  and  the  vote  which  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty  to  give  on  that  occadon,  that  he 
should  feel  anxious  now  to  explain  and  de- 
fend the  course  which  he  proposed  to  take- 
Nothing  was  farther  from  his  thoughts 
than  to  reoccupy  the  House  with  the  de- 
bate that  had  recently  occurred,  in  order  to 
resay  what  he  had  then  said,  or  to  recapitu*- 
late  the  reasons  why  he  then  voted  against 
Ministers,  and  why  he  now  did  not  repent 
or  do  other  than  stand  to  the  course  he 
adopted.  But  he  must  still  deprecate 
the  course  taken,  both  on  the  one  side 
and  the  other  with  regard  to  that  ques. 
tion.  He  denied  the  right  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  bind  toge- 
ther three  great  important  questions^  dif« 
ferent  in  principle  from  each  other*  and 
distinguished  by  peculiar  cigemnstancei| 
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and  to  compel  the  Members  of  that  House 
to  take  them  as  a  whole.  On  the  other 
hand»  he  equally  repudiated  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had 
taken  in  the  course  of  the  former  debate^ 
when  he  thought  fit  to  observe,  that  that 
question  amounted  to  a  great  want  of  con- 
fidence. Such  a  statement  he  was  entitled 
to  make  to  his  own  adherents  and  support- 
ers>  and  could  he  have  had  the  meanness  to 
shrink  from  his  intended  vote,  might  have 
been  deterred  from  taking  the  course  which 
he  thought  right  by  the  expression  of  such 
an  opinion ;  but  he  declared  now,  as  he  had 
declared  then,  that  by  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion alone  would  he  ever  be  guided  in  giving 
his  vote.  With  regard  to  the  present  mo- 
tion, despite  what  had  fallen  fi-om  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull,  he  did  still  declare  him- 
self an  adherent  to  Whig  principles — he 
denied  that  he  had  abandoned  them.  And 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  adding,  that 
professing  Whig  principles — the  great  prin- 
ciples of  Mr.  Fox  and  Earl  Grey — it  w  s 
not  to  those  who  had  ever  repudiated  and 
opposed  those  principles  that  they  ought  to 
look  for  their  character,  and  whether  or  not 
they  were  entertained  by  individuals ;  but 
they  ought  to  look  to  those  who  had  stood 
by  them  when  the  contest  was  almost  de- 
spaired of,  and  had  never  flinched  in  the 
assertion  of  them  up  to  that  hour.  Nor 
was  it  such  men  as  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  who  had 
left  his  friends  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
or  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  who  had  joined  those  who  had 
ever  opposed  the  principles  of  Mr.  Fox  and 
£arl  Grey,  to  rise  in  that  House  and  charge 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial 
fide  with  defection  from  those  principles. 
If  they  were  called  upon  to  say  who  should 
be  regarded  as  the  judges  of  what  those 
principles  were,  they  would  point  to  those 
who  hisd  been  irom  the  earliest  day  up  to 
the  latest  hour  supporters  and  asserters  of 
those  principles — they  would  point  to  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 
(Mr.  Byng)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Sur- 
rey (Mr.  Denison).  In  the  House  of  Lords, 
he  would  point  to  one  whose  loss  they  all 
so  deeply  lamented — to  the  relative  of  Mr. 
Fox  and  the  Friend  of  Earl  Grey.  The 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was, 
that  Ministers  being  unable  to  carry  for- 
ward the  measures  which  they  deemed  ne- 
cessary for  the  public  good,  were  acting 
contrary  to  the  spirit  and  principle  of  the 
constitution  by  retaining  the  Government. 
Titfoughoat  the  very  able  speech  of  tihe 


right  hon.  Baronet,  he  could  not  help  ad- 
miring the  care  and  caution  with  which 
he  evaded  the  real  question,  though  he  per- 
fectly well  knew  what  it  was.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  touched  upon  it,  and  as  soon 
as  he  felt  that  to  proceed  further  would  be 
inconvenient,  passed  on  to  some  other  topic 
The  sole  question  really  at  issue  was,  whe- 
ther, looking  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  the  Government  ought  to  resign  their 
offices,  or  to  appeal  to  the  people.  In  every 
instance  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  support  of  his  motion,  there  existed  a 
clear  line  of  demarkation  from  the  present 
case^-there  being  in  those  cases  an  absolute 
or  a  moral  impossibility  of  dissolving  Par- 
liament and  appealing  to  the  constituency. 
Look  at  the  case  of  Walpole.  There  the 
Minister  had  just  met  a  Parliament  as- 
sembled by  himself  at  a  time  when  the  in- 
fluence of  the  Crown  was  almost  predomi- 
nant in  that  House,  and  being  defeated 
within  a  few  months  of  its  assembling,  it 
would  have  been  in  vain  for  him  to  have 
again  appealed  to  the  people.  With  regard 
to  the  Administration  of  1807,  he  remem- 
bered Mr.  Canning  to  have  said  in  that 
House  (it  was  on  the  9th  of  April)  : — 

'^I  defy  you  on  this  motion,  and  on  all 
other  motions  which  you  may  make ;  I  defy 
your  majorities  :  I  stand  by  the  Crown,  and 
shall  appeal  to  the  people." 

And  that  Administration  had  a  right  to 
do  so,  because  the  new  Parliament  had 
been  called  by  his  political  opponents.  In 
1834,  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  took 
office,  he  had  a  right  to  call  a  Parliament^ 
because  the  existing  Parliament  had  been 
called  by  his  opponents.  The  present  Par- 
liament had  sat  four  years;  during  that 
time  great  and  important  measures  had 
been  from  time  to  time  brought  forward, 
in  some  of  which  Government  had  been 
defeated,  and  in  some  of  them  successful ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether,  in  the 
principles  of  the  constitution,  it  was  not 
competent  to  the  Government  (though,  as 
all  Ministers  under  such  circumstances 
must  be,  they  were  judges  in  their  own 
case),  to  go  to  the  country,  lay  before  it 
what  they  had  done,  and  what  they  had 
attempted  to  do,  and  calling  on  the  country 
to  compare  their  principles  with  those  of 
their  political  opponents.  In  the  course  of 
this  debate  he  had  heard  it  urged  that,  be- 
cause an  hon.  Member  might  differ  from 
her  Majesty's  Government  on  one  or  two 
questions,  he  was  thereupon  to  refuse  them 
his  general  support.  And  to  his  great  sur- 
prise he  had  heard  it  said,  that  b^use  tho 
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noble  hovd  tba  Member  for  Uncolnsbire 
thougbt  that  tbe  miuifterial  plan  for  alter- 
ing Mie  Conx-law*  woul4  be  detrimental 
to  tbe  belt  interests  of  tbe  countnri  he  was 
therefore  called  on  to  abandon  all  bii  for* 
mer  principles,  and  endeavour  to  bring  into 

Ewer  that  party  to  whose  principles  be 
d  been  during  tbe  whole  of  bis  political 
life  opposed*  He  professed  himself  to  be 
attach^  generally  to  tbe  principles  of  tbe 
present  Oovemment»  and  nad  not  tbe  ques* 
(ion  of  the  other  evening  involved  what  he 
isonsidered  a  very  important  principle,  be 
should  certainly  have  taken  bis  usual 
coorset  and  have  voted  with  them.  But 
with  the  opinion  which  he  entertained  on 
the  subjectj  had  he  done  so»  his  support 
would  have  rendered  him,  not  an  honour- 
able adberenti  but  a  miserable  tool.  There 
were  undoubtedly  cases  where  a  Member 
of  tltat  House  however  strongly  he  might 
be  attached  to  his  party,  was  bound  to  act 
upon  his  independent  judgment.  But  be» 
cause  be  had  voted  in  a  particular  way  on 
the  former  occasion,  was  he  to  recant  all 
the  opinions  which  he  had  entertained  and 
professed  from  the  earliest  day  of  his  poli- 
tical life,  and  to  disregard  all  the  conse- 
quences which  were  to  be  apprehended  (and 
lie  meant  no  disresjiect  to  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  when  he  said  so^  from  a  change 
of  Government  r  Had  ne  even  contem- 
plated the  possibility  of  doing  so,  his  first 
thought  would  have  been  of  Ireland—- that 
whim  the  right  bon.  Baronet  had,  on  a 
former  occasion,  admitted  to  constitute  his 
greatest  difficulty.  Was  that  difficulty  less 
now  than  it  was  two  vears  ago  when  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  made  the  declaration  ? 
Could  he  believe,  that  the  right  bon.  Gen« 
tlemao  would  be  enabled  to  act  on  the  dic- 
tates of  hb  own  sound  understanding,  Uien 
he  might  perhaps  feel  less  alarm  on  the 
subject*  How  was  Ireland  governed  now  ? 
In  accordance  with  the  wishes  and  feelings 
of  the  jB;reat  majority  of  the  people.  In 
prosperity  she  was  increasing--«lowly  in- 
creasing, yet  sUll  increasing;  and  peace 
and  tranquillity,  if  not  wholTy  establisbedy 
were  jret  eiyoved  to  an  extent  infinitely 
beyona  wbat  sue  had  ever  known  before. 
If  tbe  ri^ht  bon.  Baronet  came  into  power, 
the  inevitable  consequence  would  be,  that 
lie  would  be  compelled  to  govern  Ireland 
by  the  aid  of  the  remnant  of  a  partjr  the 
•worn  enemy  of  the  nation,  and  in  spite  of 
the  wishes  and  opinions  of  tbe  migority  of 
tbe  inhiUiitants.  What  course  of  policy 
alght  be  expected  from  such  an  Adminia* 
tnUioQi  bad  already  been  bdicated  by  tbe 


Registration  Bill  of  tbe  noble  l4icd  oppcH 
site-t-^a  measure  which  would  have  tbe  ef« 
feet  of  reducing  tbe  already  too  scanty 
constituency  of  Ireland.  Were  that  ixiea« 
sure  to  be  adopted,  or  tbe  Administratioo 
that  proposed  it  to  come  into  office,  the 
present  prosperity  of  Ireland  could  not  be 
maintained.  Coofidence  could  not  existf  ■  ■ 
the  peace  of  the  oiuntry  would  be  dia- 
turbed  and  maintained  only  bv  force  of 
arms ;  and  all  those  prospects  wi^icb  it  had 
begun  to  be  hoped  would  ultimately  be 
revised,  would  be  abruptly  and  for  ever 
put  an  end  to.  Other  topics  treated  by 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  led  to  simiw 
considerations.  Tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  France,  and  had  reserved  it 
to  himself  to  s^,  whether  or  not  the 
policy  of  Ministers  had  contributed  to  brinsp 
about  that  estrangement  which  bad  loosened 
the  bonds  of  amity  between  the  two  coun* 
tries.  He  admitted,  that  there  had  been 
a  temporary  interruption  of  the  ties  that 
bad  bound  tbe  two  nations  together.  But 
who  were  the  most  likely  to  be  able  to 
restore  a  good  understanding  and  re-knit 
the  bonds  of  peace?  A  Government  of  that 
party  which  was  in  the  opinion  of  the  world, 
and,  in  fact,  connected  with  those  who  foe 
years  past,  and  now  were  considered  as  the 
supporters  of  the  despotic  policy  of  Ger- 
many, Russia,  and  Prussia,  or  that  party 
which  had  all  along  declared  a  preference 
for  free  institutions?  One  other  topic  these 
was  to  which  he  must  refer*  beosuse  it 
was  one  in  which  he  had  ever  taken  a  deep 
interest—'be  alluded  to  the  subject  of  edu* 
cation.  The  Government  had  always  sup* 
ported  national  education.  They  wished 
to  see  education  spread  from  the  mountaina 
of  Berwickshire  to  the  mines  of  CamwaU» 
but  they  never  would  consent  to  oonsign 
so  vast  and  so  national  an  object  to  the 
hands  of  an  exclusive  party.  Knowing 
how  deeply  interested  his  noUe  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  the  Cobnies  bad  always  been^ 
and  still  was,  on  the  sul^ect  of  educatioQt 
he  felt  that  the  country  would  be  sorry  to 
lose  his  services  in  the  cause.  If  he  turned 
to  tbe  colonies  he  could  not  but  observe 
upon  the  manner  in  which  they  were  gf^ 
vemed  now»  and  regret  that  so  littk  just- 
ice had  heretofore  been  administerod  to  the 
inhabitants  of  those  oolonie&  The  bi^^best 
testimony  to  the  present  Administratioo  of 
them  had  been  given  by  the  agent  for 
the  colony  of  Jamaica,  in  the  speech  which 
he  had  delivered  at  tbe  bar  on  behalf  of 
that  colony;  and  he  felt  assured*  thai 
there  was  entertaioed  but  ooe  ofiiuDO  m 
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Ui9  milgwt  in  the  coloiuv  tbenwlves. 
H*viiig  thus  briefly  adfert«d  to  some  of 
the  GonsiiiezatioDS  which  weighed  with  him 
in  giving  his  vote^  be  miut  be  allowed  to 
add  that  he  thought  the  debate  bad  been 
oarried  on,  on  either  sid^  with  vomething 
of  an  undue  asperity.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  bad  just  sat  down*  in  par- 
ticulary  bad  no  right  to  stand  up  in  that 
House,  and  denounce  aU  persons  on  the 
Ministerial  side  as  bitter  enemies  to  the 
Church.  Such  charges  could  answer  no 
purpose^  except  to  embitter  party  spirit, 
when,  if  ever  there  was  a  state  of  public 
affairs  which  imperatively  called  for  a  calm 
consideration  of  the  affairs  of  the  nation, 
with  a  view  to  administer  those  remedies 
which  would  best  effect  an  amelioration,  if 
not  a  cure,  that  state  of  things  existed  at 
the  present  time.  Surely,  too,  such  a  state 
of  things  fairly  afforded  a  ground  for  ap- 
pealing to  the  country.  Look  at  the  state 
of  the  manufacturing  districts.  The  right 
bon«  Gentleman,  upon  a  former  occasion, 
referred  to  papers  to  show  that  the  trade  of 
the.eountry  was  in  a  flourishing  state ;  but 
whatever  might  be  the  appearance  on  pa- 
per, the  reality  was  a  state  of  the  deepest 
sofbring  and  distress,  so  much  so  that  it 
would  be  impoflsible  iov  the  people  of  this 
country  to  maintain  themselves,  unless  the 
trade  and  manufaetnres  of  the  country  not 
only  did  not  remain  statiimary,  but  unless 
they  adnmoed.  EnornKms  wealth  might 
be  made  a  boast  of.  Exports  and  imports 
might  be  pointed  to  in  triumph,  but  if  they 
did  not  eome  up  to  the  wenta  of  the  peo. 
p]e«  absolute  wealth  amoutitcd  to  nothing, 
and  the  population  must  perish  by  slow  and 
miserable  means.  Had  any  one  proposed 
a  remedy  for  this  state  o(  things,  in  lieu  of 
that  proposed  by  Government?  He  bad 
beard  of  none*  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  called  on 
to  prmise  a  Budj^t»  but  only  some  geneial 
pbm  tor  the  diminution  of  these  distresses, 
endured  with  a  resignation  for  which  every 
Member  of  that  House,  and  every  man 
possessing  pn^rty,  dwed  much  to  the  suf- 
ferers. But  there  was  a  limit  beyond 
which  human  endurance  could  not  enable 
man  to  exist.  Nature  must  fail ;  and  un- 
less some  remedy  were  applied,  the  inevit- 
able consequence  would  be  the  entire  des- 
truction of  our  industrious  population.  He 
was  not  then  going  to  discuss  the  alteration 
of  the  duty  on  sugar,  for  that  was  not  the 
proper  time^  for  doins  so ;  but,  looking  to 
the  proceedings  which  had  taken  place  on 
ihe  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 


for  Liverpool,  he  felt  justified  in  saying 
that  imputations  bad  been  thrown  oilt 
which  must  be  discarded  by  candid  minds, 
and  he  then  denied^  as  be  hind  be&>ret  that 
the  question  only  regarded  the  continuance 
of  our  trade  with  the  Brazils.  This  wi|s 
the  only  consideration  on  the  tiubject  which 
he  wished  to  advert  to,  and  as  he  bad  evajr 
sutfported.  from  the  earliest  period  of  bis 
political  life,  all  measures  for  the  abolition 
of  slavery,  he  should  continue  to  do  so. 
With  respect  to  the  other  measures  of  the 
Government,  he  believed  that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  express  their  feelings 
in  favour  of  them  in  such  a  voice  as  to  com- 
pel that  House  ultimately  to  adopt  them. 
He  believed  that  on  the  discussion  of  these 
measures  they  could  not  abandon  them  un- 
less they  were  prepared  to  abandon  die  po. 
pulation  of  this  country  to  entire  despair. 
This  was  probably  the  last  time  which  he 
should  have  the  honour  of  addressing  the 
House,  and  he  begeed  to  avail  himself  of 
the  opportunity,  if  there  was  any  doubt  en- 
tertained on  the  subject,  of  avowing  him^ 
self  to  be  still  a  party  man  and  strongly 
attached  to  those  principles  which  he  had 
hitherto  professed,  but  he  did  so  without 
enteirtaining  any  bitterness  towards  his  an- 
tagonists, and  be  hoped  when  be  quitted 
that  House  that  he  should  do  so  with  the 
satisfaction  of  thinking  that  he  did  not 
leave  a  personal  enemy  bebiod  him-  He 
should  cease  now  to  trouUe  the  Hqu9q,  and 
he  should  only  ii4d,  that  be  was  as  anxious 
and  as  sincere  as  ever  for  the  maintenance 
and  promotion  of  the  cause  of  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty  all  over  the  world,  and  that 
he  cordially  concurred  with  those  with 
whom  he  had  hitherto  acted  in  extending 
free  institutions  in  this  country  and  in 
foreign  nations,  as  that  was  the  surest  road 
to  promote  and  secure  the  peace,  the  pros- 
perity,and  the  happiness  of  mankind.  Such 
were  the  opinions  which  he  had  constantly 
entertained,  and  it  was  bis  anxious  hope 
that  such  opinions  would  continue  to  in- 
fluence others  in  as  wide  a  range  as  pos- 
sible. 

Sir  Waiiam  Follett:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
charge  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  with  no  inconsist- 
ency, because,  on  a  former  night,  he  gave 
his  vote  in  favour  of  those  principles  to 
which  he  has  been  long  and  sincerely  at- 
tached ; — I  charge  him  with  no  Inconsist- 
ency, because  now,  faithful  to  his  party 
attachments,  he  is  about  to  give  what  he 
says  may  probably  be  the  last  vote  be  will 
ever  record  in  this  House,  in  favour  of  tha^ 
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party  with  which  he  has  long  been  con- 
nected.    Neither  will  I  stop  to  enquire 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  quite  right  in  saying  that  neither 
he,  nor  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vern men  t,  have  ever  swerved  from  the  old 
Whig  doctrines  of  Mr.   Fox  and  Lord 
Grey.    I  cannot,  however,  help  expresijug 
my  surprise*  that  when  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  referred  to  living  Mem- 
bers of  that  party  in  this  House — when  he 
alluded  to  the  lion.  Members  for  Middle- 
sex and  Surrey,  he  did  not  also  allude  to 
the  noble  Earl  himself,  whom  he  described 
as  the  head  of  that  party,  and  inform  us 
whether  Lord  Grey  is  one  of  the  firm  sup- 
porters of  Ministers  in  the  other  House* 
and  an  oppbser  of  the  course  of  conduct 
which  they  are  pursuing.     Is  it  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  well  knew,  that 
Lord  Grey,  instead  of  being  a  supporter 
of  her  Majesty's  Government,  condemns 
their  conduct,  and  the  course  of  policy 
pursued  by  them  ?    I  do  not  agree,  either, 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
10  the  mode  in  which  he  has  stated  the 
proposition  we  are  now  discussing.     He 
said,  that  the  question  between   us,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  Ministers,  is 
this— whether,  when  a  Government  has 
sustained  a  defeat  in  this  House,  either 
upon  some  legislative  measure,  or  a  ques- 
tion denoting  a  want  of  confidence,  there 
is  anything  unconstitutional  in  the  Go- 
vernment's appealing  to  the   people.     I 
will  not  contend  that  there  is.     I  believe, 
that  a  Government  which  should  appeal 
to  the  country,  under  such  circumstances, 
would  be  acting  fully  in  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution ;    but  I  say  that  that  is  not 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Government, 
and  I  say  that  this  resolution  is  brought 
forward,  not  to  condemn  an  appeal  to  the 
people,  but  to  condemn  the  continuance 
m  office,  without  such  an  appeal,  of  a 
Ministry  who  have  not  had,  for  may  Ses- 
sions, sufficiently  the  confidence  of  this 
House  to  enable  them  to  carry  any  of  their 
measures  through  Parliament.    How  have 
you,  who  sit  opposite,  spoken  of  dissolu- 
tion, and  an  appeal  to  the  people  ?  Under 
what  circumstances  is  it  announced  ?    In 
the  course  of  this  debate — I  believe  on 
the  second  night— it  was  for  the  first  time 
announced,  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  a  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
that  the  Government  did,  at  no  distant 
period,  intend  to  dissolve  Parliament — 
ihat  they  had  advised  her  Majesty  to  that 


course,  and  that  her  Majesty  bad  assentei] 
to  it.     Why,  then,  I  ask,  do  you  not  dis- 
solve ?    Is  it  that  you  do  not  mean  to  dis* 
solve  until  you  have  had  a  discussion  in 
this  House  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn- 
laws  ?     Yes  !    that  subject,  which,  of  all 
others,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  ought  to  receive  calm  considera- 
tion— aye,  a  calm,  cool,  and  dispassionate 
consideration !   The  language  of  Ministers 
is  this : — "  We  mean  to  dissolve ;   but, 
before  we  do  so,  we  intend  to  propose  to 
you  an   alteration   of  the   Corn -laws — a 
question  most  deeply  and  powerfully  af. 
fecting  the  passions  and  interests  of  the 
people.     We  intend  to  propose  this,  but 
we  do  not  mean  to  ask  you  to  concur  in 
it ;  it  is  not  with  that  view  the  proposition 
is  brought  forward.    We  have  no  expecta* 
tion,  and  no  intention,  of  passing  it  into  a 
law,  for  we  mean  to  dissolve  Parliament 
immediately  after  it  shall  have  been  dis- 
cussed.''    Is  this  previous  discussion  pro* 
posed  with  the  view  of  aiding  the  consi* 
deration  of  the  measure  at  a  future  period? 
No ;  it  is  suggested  only  for  this  object- 
that,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  appeals 
may  be  made  to  the  passions  of  the  people 
out  of  doors,  which  you  hope  may  produce 
results  serviceable  to  you  at  the  coming 
elections.    The  fact  was  admitted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War,  who  told  us,  plainly  and  distinctly, 
that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbe* 
quer  brought  forward  his  Budget,  he  had 
no  expectation  whatever  of  being  able  to 
carry  the  proposition  respecting  the  Com« 
laws.    If  we  could  entertain  any  doubt  as 
to  the  object  of  Government,  in  asking  as 
to  discuss  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws 
under  a  threat  of  dissolution,  it  must  at 
once  be  removed  by  the  course  which  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, had  taken  with  respect  to  the  bill  for 
amending  the    Poor-law.      Why  should 
not  the  Government   proceed  with  that 
measure?     They  had  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve, that  it  would  meet  wfth  the  concur-* 
rence  of  the  House,  and  be  passed  into  a 
law.    But  the  noble  Lord  declares,  that 
he  will  not  proceed  with  the  bill,  because, 
forsooth,  it  is  one  which  deeply  affects  the 
passions  of  the  people,   and  because  it . 
would  not,  at  this  moment,  obtain  that 
cool  and  calm  deliberation  which  it  re- 
quired, but  would  be  made  the  text  for 
speeches  intended  to  have  an  effect  upon 
tne  approaching  elections.     It  seems  to 
me  impossible  for  any  one  to  doubt  thai 
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tint  bill  was  abaodoDedi  only  because 
Ministers  thought,  that  if  they  proceeded 
with  it,  the  course  which  they  and  their 
sopporters  would  take  respecting  it  would 
operate  injuriously  to  their  interests  in  the 
elections,  whilst  tkey  wish  to  force  on  a 
discussion  about  the  Corn-laws,  because 
they  think  that  the  speeches  which  will  be 
made,  in  this  House,  will  create  a  feeling 
in  their  favour  out  of  doors.  I  can  appeal 
to  the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Secretary  at  War,  for  evidence 
as  to  what  would  be  the  nature  of  a  discus- 
aion  on  the  Corn-  laws  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances. 1  can  assure  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  no  one  admires  more  than 
I  do  his  talents  and  his  eloquence ;  but  I 
declare,  that  I  scarcely  dare  venture  to 
express  the  feelings  which  some  portion  of 
his  speech,  the  other  night,  excited  in  my 
mino.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consider  it  to  be  consistent  with  the  posi- 
tion which  he  occupies  in  this  House,  and 
the  country,  to  express  a  hope  that  he 
might  see  the  spirit  of  1831  revived  at  the 
forthcoming  election ;  and  that  the  people 
would  have  strength  enough  to  resist  the 
overbearing  aristocracy  ?  [  Cheert  from 
the  Miimterial  benchenJ]  Hon  Members 
opposite  cheer:  but  will  the  right  hon. 
dentleman  say,  that  he  considers  it  con- 
sistent with  his  duty,  as  a  Cabinet  Minis- 
ter, not  to  soften  and  smooth  down  jea* 
lousies  which  may  exist  between  different 
classes  of  the  community,  but  to  attempt 
to  aggravate,  and  inflame  their  passions 
and  prejudices,  and  to  array  class  against 
class  in  bitter  hostility  ?  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recollect,  that  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Administration  of 
which  he  is  a  Member  said,  of  the  spirit  of 
1831,  that  it  had  stirred  society  to  its 
foundations — arrayed  one  class  of  the 
community  against  another— man  against 
nan,  and  left  behind  it  feelings  of  distrust 
and  of  the  deepest  enmity  ?  And  yet  this 
is  the  spirit  which  a  Member  of  the  Cabi- 
net thinks  fit,  in  his  place  in  this  House, 
to  express  a  hope  may  be  called  again  into 
activity.  I  believe,  however,  that  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  will  be 
disappointed  in  their  expectations.  1  be- 
lieve, that  the  people  are  not  ready,  at 
their  bidding,  to  display  again  their  spirit 
of  1831.  I  think,  that  the  people  will  not 
be- persuaded  to  array  themselves  in  classes, 
one  against  another,  to  the  iniury  of  all, 
for  no  purpose  except  to  keep  her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  in  office,  and  to  extricate 


them  from  the  diflSculties  of  their  position, 
I  believe  you  have  greatly  overrated  your 
power  of  agitating  the  people.  But  to 
return  to  the  immediate  question  before 
the  House.  The  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
who  have  yet  addressed  the  House,  have 
taken  different  grounds  of  opposition  to 
the  resolution  proposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I 
must,  at  once,  admit,  that  we  who  support 
the  resolution  are  bound  to  make  out  the 
two  branches  of  the  proposition,  namely, 
that  Ministers  do  not  possess,  and,  for 
some  time  past,  have  not  possessed,  suffi- 
ciently the  confidence  of  the  House,  to 
enable  them  to  carry  measures  which 
they  believe  to  be  essential  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country  ;  and  that  their  con- 
tinuance in  office,  under  such  circum- 
stances, is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Consiitulion.  The  light  hon.  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  boldly  denied 
the  first  branch  of  the  proposition.  He 
asserted,  that  Ministets  have  sufficiently 
possessed  the  confidence  of  the  House  to 
carry  their  measures,  and  he  quoted  a  list 
of  those  which,  he  said,  they  had  carried. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  disposed  of  most  of  the  mea* 
sures  comprised  in  the  right  hon.  Baro«- 
net's  list ;  and  I  assert — and  I  challenge 
any  Member  on  the  other  side,  who  may 
speak  after  me  in  the  debate,  to  disprove 
the  assertion  —  that,  from  May,  1839, 
(and  that  date  forms  an  essential  ingre- 
dient in  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion) when  her  Majesty's  Ministers  them- 
selves declared  that  they  did  not  suffici- 
ently possess  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  enable  them  to  conduct 
the  affairs  of  the  country,  they  have  not 
been  able  to  carry  through  this  House 
any  measure,  without  the  concurrence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the  party  op- 
posed to  them.  The  right  hon.  Secretary  at 
War  took  a  different  ground;  he  admitted, 
that  Ministers  did  not  posiess  sufficiently 
the  confidence  of  the  House  to  enable 
them  to  carry  legislative  measures;  but, 
then,  he  said— and  anything  coming  from 
him  is  entitled  to  consideration^that  it 
was  not  contrary  to  historical  precedent, 
or  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  for  Mi- 
nisters to  continue  to  hold  office  under 
such  circumstances.  I  deny,  altogether, 
the  validity  of  that  doctrine;  and  I  say, 
ut  ihe  outset,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen« 
lleman  ought  not  to  have  excluded  from 
his  consideration  one  essential  ingredient, 
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whfch  has  existed  in  tbe  practical  work- 
ing of  theConstitotioQ  since  the  accession 
of  tbe  House  of  Hanorer--*!  mean  the 
mode  in  which  the  Government  is  con- 
ducted in  Parliament,  and  the  opposition 
to  the  GoTemment  by  party  combinations, 
here,  and  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely 
overlooked  that  essential  ingredient  in  the 
working  of  the  constitution;  and  surely 
the  House  must  perceive  the  wide  distinc- 
tion which  exists  between  the  present  case 
and  tbe  historical  precedents  referred  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^^tbree  only 
in  number — which  consisted  of  defeats  on 
isolated   measures,    brought  forward  by 
Governments  in  the  height  of  their  power, 
and  supported  by  great  majorities  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  but  crossed  in  this 
House  by  temporary  and  partial  causes^ 
operating  on  those  measures  alone,  and 
not  affectii>g  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government.    This  was  the  case  with  re- 
spect to  Lord  Sunderland's  Peerage  Bill, 
and  Mr.  Pitt's  Fortification  Bill,  which 
was    lost    by  the  casting    vote  of   the 
Speaker.    These  cases  occurred  when  the 
Government  was  in  the  height   of   its 
power,  with  a  majority  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  enjoying  the  lavour  of 
the  Crown.  At  the  time  Lord  Sunderland 
was  defeated  on  the  Peerage  Bill,  he  not 
only  possessed  the  confidence  of  the  Sove- 
reign, and  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
but  it  was  actually  impossible  that  any 
other  Government  could  be  formed,  for, 
with  the  exception  of  the  party  opposed 
to  the  reigning  family,  there  was  no  party 
in  the  country  strong  enough  to^form  a 
Government.    Lord  Liverpool's  defeat  on 
the  Property  Tax  also  occurred  at  a  mo- 
ment when  be  possessed  the  confkienoe 
of  the  Crown,  and  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament.   Now,  the  case  of  the  present 
Government  is  not  analogoRS  to  any  of 
those  quoted  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.   We  insist  upon  the  continued  in- 
abiltty  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  carry 
any  measure,  oo  matter  what  importance 
they  might  attach  to  it,  without  the  con- 
sent and  except  by  the  permission  and 
suflferance  of  the  party  in  opposition  to 
them.    It  is  in  that  sense  I  read  tbe  reso- 
lution which  has  been  submitted  to  the 
House  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  that 
is  the  position  in  which  Ministers,  for  se- 
veral Seesiene,  have  been  placed ;  and  I 
maintain,  that  their  continuing  to  hold 
office,  under  such  circumstances,  is  con«  | 


trary  to  all  historical  precedent'*— eontrarf 
to  every  principle  of  representative  govern* 
ment— >-and  contrary,  also,  to  the  spiric  of 
the  Constitution.     It  is  hardly  necessifj 
for  me  to  cite  any  proof  in  support  of  tho 
proposition,  that  the  Government  have 
not    sufficiently    the  confidence  of  tbia 
House  to  enable  them  to  carry  legislative 
measures.    The  cases  quoted  in  support 
of  the  contrary  proposition,  have  all,  with 
the  exception  of  one,  been  disposed  of  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke.    One  of  the  cases  to  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  refer,  and 
which  tbe  right  hon.   President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  brought  forward  as  the 
last  proof  of  the  power  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  was  the  bill  for  the  registration  of* 
voters  in  Ireland.     Now,  I  think,  that 
any  one  acquainted  with  the  history  of 
that  measure*  roust  admit,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  select  a  stronger  proof  of 
the  weakness  of  the  Government,  and  the 
want  of  confidence  of  the  House  towaida 
them,  than  is  supplied  by  every  cireem- 
stance  which  attended  it.  A  bill  was  brought 
forward  by  my  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  for  the  purpose  of 
correcting  the  abuses  which  exist  in  the 
registration  of  voters  in  Ireland.    It  waa 
opposed  by  all  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
meet;  but  carried,  nevertheleas,  throegh 
several  stages.     The  Government  then 
found  themselves  compelled  to  introduee 
a  bill  upon  the  subject,  the  principle  of 
which  the  right  heo.  Baronet,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  said,  waa 
carried  by  a  nmjorky  of  five  on  the  second 
reading.    What  principle  does  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  mean  to  say  was  carried  by 
that  majority?    Does  he  wish  it  to  be 
understood,   that   the   proposition   con- 
tained, and  almost  eoooealed,  in  the  bill 
for   altering   the   elective   franchise   for 
counties  in  Ireland,  received  the  sanctmi 
of  this  House?    Why,  upon  that  Import- 
ant  point.  Ministers  were  left  in  a  mioorky 
upon  two  diviaions— one  of  eleveo,  and 
the  other  of  twenty-one.    And  that  is  the 
measure  which  we  are  referred  to,  as  fur- 
nishing evidence  that  Ministers  possess 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  CoronMna. 
That  bill  was  abandoned  by  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  iu  abandonment  was  immedi«i 
ately  followed  by  a  budget,  containing  a 
proposal  for  supplying  tbe  defioieocy  of 
the  revenue  by  means  of  measmea  which 
the  Government  never  intended  to  carry. 
May  I  be  permitted  here^  for  a  moment. 
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to  ftdfeii  to  the  precedent  of  Mr.  Pitt,  in 
1780,  which  has  been  qnoted  in  jostifica- 
tioQ  of  what,  I  contend,  is  the  only  in*- 
ttanoe,  in  the  history  of  this  country,  of  a 
Ministry  remaining^  in  office,  year  after 
year,  and  Session  after  Session,  without 
pOBsening  the  power  of  carrying  its  mea* 
snres*  As  \he  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt  has 
been  referred  tOf  I  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood,  that  I  am  far  from  saying,  that 
there  may  not  be  esses,  extreme  and  pe- 
culiar in  their  character,  in  which  a  Mu 
nister  of  the  Crown  may  be  justified  in 
holding  office,  even  against  majorities  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  the  circum- 
stances under  which  a  Minister  could  be 
justified  in  tsking  that  course,  are  so  ex- 
treme and  peculiar,  that  they  are  not 
likely  to  occur  frequently;  and  I  venture 
to  suggest,  also,  that  any  struggle  main- 
tained, under  any  circumstances,  by  a 
Minister  against  a  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  cannot  continue  long,  with-* 
oat  endangering  the  power  and  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown.  What,  however,  was 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Pitt?  Although  a 
oonsideralile  space  of  time  has  elapsed 
since  the  period  referred  to,  yet  we  are 
so  arrayed  in  parties  against  each  other, 
that  it  is  difilcttlt  even  now  to  form  an 
impartial  judgment  on  the  subject ;  but,  I 
believe^  1  am  borne  out  by  the  fact  in 
ilaiing,  Ibal  posterity  has  pronounced  its 
oondMBnation  of  the  coelHlon  of  Lord 
North  and  Mr«  Fox;  and  thst  it  has  siso 
pmioDnoed  its  condemnation  of  the  India 
Bill,  brooght  forward  by  that  coalition, 
aa  an  undue  encroachment  upon  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  as  being  likely  to  prove  dangerous 
to  the  liberties  of  the  people.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pitt-  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  king ;  it  wss  also  the  opi- 
nion  of  a  ma)ority  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  of  a  majority  of  the  constituent  body. 
That  was  the  position  in  which  Mr.  Pitt 
stood ;  and  I  ask,  whether,  fighting,  as  he 
was*  for  a  gr^at  public  principle»  that 
Minister  was  not  fully  justified  in  resist* 
ing,  for  some  time,  as  he  did,  namely, 
from  December  to  April,  the  combinatk>n 
of  parties  arrayed  against  him,  on  no 
public  principle,  but »  as  he  thought,  ac* 
tuated  by  selfish  and  factious  motives* 
and  not  supported  by  public  opinion? 
But,  surely,  the  struggle  which  Mr.  Pitt 
maintained  on  that  occasion,  can  afford 
nw  justification  for  a  weak  and  powerless 
Mtniatry,  not  acting  on  p«Mic  principles. 


[HeaVf  hear,]  Why,  what  poblk)  princi* 
pie  are  Ministers  acting  upon  ?  Is  it  tho 
principle  of  free  trade,  involved  in  the 
alteration  of  the  Corn-law  ?  Why,  when 
did  they  announce  that  principle?  When, 
I  ask,  did  ttiey  announce  the  great  pub- 
lic principles  which  have  kept  them 
in  office,  since  May,  1 839,  down  to  the 
present  moment.  It  was  not  until  within 
the  last  fortnight,  after  their  defeat  upon 
the  Irish  Bill,  that  we  ever  heard  of  this 
great  public  principle.  Ministers  have,  lor 
years,  been  maintaining  a  struggle  against 
the  Commons  House  of  Parliament,  and 
have  they  stood  upon  that  great  publio 
principle  ?  No,  it  was  never  heard  of  till 
this  moment;  and 'I  think  we  have  the 
admission  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary-at- 
war,  that  it  is  brought  forward  now,  not 
with  any  view  to  its  being  carried  into 
effect,  but  merely  to  serve  the  temporary 
purpose  of  the  moment.  I  shall,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  refer  briefly  to  another 
precedent,  which  hss  been  quoted  as  a 
justification  for  the  retention  of  office  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — I 
mean  that  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  1835.  I 
own  I  should  have  thought,  that,  if  that 
precedent  had  been  referred  to  at  all  upon 
this  occasion,  it  would  have  been  in  con« 
demnation  of  the  conduct  of  Ministers. 
What  are  the  facts  which  the  right  hon. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control  stated, 
in  connexion  with  the  course  pursued  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  1835  ?  He  stated 
that  he  possessed  the  unbounded  confi- 
dence of  the  Crown,  and  of  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  House  of  Lords;  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  added,  that  he  now  felt 
himself  at  liberty  to  state  also,  as  an  his- 
torical fact,' that  not  only  did  his  late  Ma- 
jesty repose  entire  confidence  in  hhn,  but 
he  felt  the  greatest  repugnance  to  recetv*- 
ing  the  present  Ministers  into  his  councils. 
These  are  the  interesting  historical  facts 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told 
us;  and  I  will  add  another,  namely,  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  supported  by  a 
great  and  powerful  party  in  this  country, 
and  that,  at  the  time  of  his  resignation, 
he  had  in  the  House  of  Commons  a  majo« 
rity  of  the  representatives  of  one  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  do  not  advert  to 
that  fact  at  all,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
any  contrast  between  the  representatives 
of  one  part  of  the  kingdom  and  another. 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  circumstance  with 
any  such  olqect,  but  merely  with  the  view 
of  showrog,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  not 
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ooly  poMessed  the  confidence  of  the  Crown 
and  of  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Peers, 
but  was  also  supported  by  a  great  and 
powerful  party  in  the  country.  Having  all 
that  support,  however,  in  addition  to  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  the  King  and  the 
House  of  Lords,  the  first  moment  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  obstructed  in  a  legislative 
measure  he  resigned.  1  will  repeat  the 
words  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  used 
when  announcing  his  resignation  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  then  I  will  aslc 
whether  his  conduct  affords  any  justifica- 
tion for  the  continuance  in  office  of  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  are  placed?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said^i 

**  I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare,  that,  ufider  no 
circumstances,  under  the  pressure  of  no  diffi- 
culties, would  I  ever  advise  the  Crown  to 
resign  that  great  source  of  moral  strength, 
which  consists  in  a  strict  adherence  to  the 
practice,  the  principle,  the  spirit,  and  the  letter 
of  the  constitution." 

Those  were  the  principles  upon  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  acted  when  he  re- 
signed office  in  1835 ;  and  if  the  present 
Ministers  had  acted  upon  the  same  con- 
stitutional principles,  they  would,  when 
they  returned  to  power,  after  their  resig- 
nation in  1839,  and  found  that  they  had 
not  obtained  any  increase  of  confidence 
from  the  House,  have  again  resigned  their 
offices.  I  do  not  mean  to  enter  into  any 
discussion  relative  to  the  circumstances 
which  led  to  her  Majesty's  Ministers  re- 
turn to  office  in  1839.  They  may  have 
been  justified,  under  the  circumstances 
attending  the  attempt  to  form  another 
Government,  and  the  failure  of  that  at- 
tempt, in  making  another  experiinent, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  were 
disposed  to  place  increased  confidence  in 
them ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  experiment  signally  and 
entirely  failed  ;  and  that  so  far  from  ob- 
taining any  further  share  of  confidence, 
every  thing  which  occurred  within  these 
walls,  and  throughout  the  country,  be- 
tokened a  diminution  of  confidence.  The 
first  step  they  took,  upon  their  return  to 
office,  was  to  abandon  their  own  Jamaica 
bill,  and  to  adopt  another  which  was  die* 
tBLted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  and  forced  on  them  by  this 
side  of  the  House.  At  that  time  Lord 
Melbourne— rejecting  the  doctrine  of  the 
right    hon.  Secretary-at> war  •— declared 
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emphatically,  in  his  place  in  Parliament, 
that  the  worst  possible  Ministry  for  this 
country  was  that  which  did  not  possess 
power  to  carry  its  legislative  measures. 
Yet,  from  that  time  to  the  present  moment. 
Ministers  have  remained  in  office  without 
any  accession  of  power.  Now,  I  ask 
whether  the  very  course  pursued  by  the 
Government  with  respect  to  the  great 
question  now  under  consideration,  does 
not  furnish  a  practical  illustration  that 
their  conduct  is  inconsistent  with  the 
pure  spirit  of  the  constitution.  How 
have  they  maintained  themselves  in  of- 
fice ?  .  1  say,  by  making  concession  after 
concession,  and  attempting  to  conciliate 
— and,  by  conciliating,  encouraging — 
that  extreme  party  in  the  country,  whose 
views  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  has  repeatedly  denounced  as 
dangerous  to  the  Monarchy  and  constitu- 
tion. To  prove  this,  I  will  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  upon  one  or 
two  great  questions.  What  course  did  they 
pursue  with  respect  to  the  ballot?  They 
opposed  it  as  a  government— they  de- 
nounced it  as  a  dangerous  innovation  upoa 
the  constitution,  and  as  tending  to  a  revo* 
lutionary  change  in  the  Government  of 
this  country.  Nothing  took  place  which 
ought  to  have  produced  any  alteration  of 
their  opinion  upon  this  subject;  but, 
finding  that  they  were  growing  wiaaker  in 
this  House,  they  determined  upon  making 
a  concession  to  the  extreme  party,  and 
the  ballot  became  an  open  question. 
So,  with  respect  to  the  extension  of  the 
franchise;  Ministers  opposed  that — they 
declared  their  intention  to  stand  upon  the 
Reform  Bill,  as  the  settlement  of  a  great 
constitutional  question  ;---and,  when  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Preston, 
proposed  to  introduce  a  bill  to  extend  the 
right  of  voting  to  10/.  occupiers  in  coun- 
ties, the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
opposed  it,  as  a  dangerous  alteration  of 
the  enactments  and  principles  of  the  Re- 
form Act.  Yet,  this  very  Session,  Minis- 
ters themselves  introduce  into  a  biU, 
professing  to  be  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Registration  system  in  Ireland,  a  more 
sweeping  alteration  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise for  counties  than  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston — more  op- 
posed to  the  spirit  of  the  Reform  Act, 
because  it  destroyed  every  franchise  created 
by  that  measure,  and  substituted  for  them 
one  uniform  franchise  of  5L  These  are 
some  of  the  concessions  made  by  the  Go- 
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vernment  to  the  extreme  party ;  and  now 
they  propose  to  make  another,  upon  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws,  It  was  only 
last  year  that  the  head  of  the  Government 
declared,  that  no  one  but  a  madman 
would  think  of  making  any  alteration  in 
the  Corn -laws.  \Noj  no,^  Lord  Mel- 
bourne stated,  in  the  month  of  June  last, 
not  yet  twelvemonths  ago,  that  he  would 
listen  to  no  proposal  for  altering  the  Corn- 
laws.  \NOi  no.]  What !  is  that  meant 
to  be  denied  ?  I  did  not  mean  to  read 
the  noble  Lord's  words,  because  I  thought 
they  were  too  well  known  to  admit  of  any 
dispute  ;  but,  since  a  contradiction  has 
been  offered  to  my  description  of  them,  I 
will  read  them.  I  ask  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  this  passage: 

''  If  he  could  be  coDvinced  that  it  was  safe 
and  jnst  at  once  to  do  away  with  protection,  to 
adopt  a  perfectly  simple  state  of  the  law  upon 
this  subject,  and  to  nave  an  importation  of 
corn  entirely  open  and  free  of  duty,  he  should 
then  be  inclined  to  propose  or  advocate  inquiry. 
His  noble  Friend  had  carefully  abstained  from 
stating  what  it  was  that  be  meant  to  do,  whether 
his  ol:9ect  was  to  have  a  fixed  dutv,  or  a  dirai- 
Dution  of  the  present  ascending  and  descending 
scale;  but  whichever  of  these  alternatives  was 
his  uoble  Friend's  plan,  as  he  saw  clearly  and 
distinctly  that  that  object  would  not  be  carried 
without  a  most  violent  struggle,  without  caus- 
ing much  ill  blood,  and  a  deep  sense  of  griev- 
ance, without  stirring  society  to  its  foundations, 
and  leaving  behind  every  sort  of  bitterness  and 
aoimosity,  be  did  not  think  that  the  advantages 
to  be  gained  by  the  changes  were  worth  the 
evils  of  the  struggle,  by  which,  their  Lordships 
might  depend  on  it,  the  change  could  alone  be 
effected.  They  had  seen  great  changes  at  no 
distant  periods-changes  which  had  stirred  so- 
eietv  from  the  bottom,  which  had  excited  man 
against  man,  divided  the  whole  country  into 
parties,  and  left  behind  the  deepest  feelings  of 
discord  and  enmity.  He,  for  one,  was  not  for 
adding  to  those  feelings,  by  rashly  adventuring 
to  stir  and  agitate  them,  and  upon  these  ge- 
neral grounds,  he  felt  himself  justified  in  say- 
ing 'no'  to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl/'— 
[Cheerd] 

What !  can  hon.  Members  cheer  that  ? 
That  speech  was  made  only  in  June  last ; 
and  are  we  now  to  understand  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  who  made  it,  and  his  Government, 
are  prepared  to  sti  r socio ty  to  itsfoundations  ? 
Are  they  prepared  to  array  class  against 
class,  and  man  against  man,  by  a  proposi- 
tion which,  be  it  observed,  they  themselves 
declare,  at  the  time  they  propose  it,  they 
have  no  expectation  of  carrying  ?  What 
justification,  I  ask  can  be  offered  for  the 
agitation  of  this  question  by  Ministers, 
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whilst  Lord  Melbourne  remains  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  ?  If  a  proposition 
respecting  the  Corn-laws  has  been  brought 
forward,  as  has  been  admitted,  not  in  the 
hope  that  it  would  be  carried,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  exciting  the  feelings  and  pas- 
sions of  the  people,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive how  it  can  be  defended  by  hon. 
Members  opposite.  Can  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber refer  me  to  an  instance,  in  the  history 
of  this  country,  of  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  having  a  large  deficiency  to 
supply,  coming  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  submitting  a  budget,  con- 
taining propositions  which  his  colleagues 
themselves  admit  can  never  be  available 
for  the  purpose  for  which  they  are  brought 
forward  ?  Can  any  Government  stand  ex- 
cused for  thus  trifling,  not  only  with  the 
feelings  and  interests  of  the  people,  but 
with  the  revenue  of  the  country?  The 
proposition  relating  to  corn  is  not  the 
only  portion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's budget  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  known  could  not  be 
made  available  for  the  purpose  for  which 
he  proposed  to  bring  it  forward.  The 
same  observation  applies  to  the  proposition 
relative  to  the  Timber  Duties.  When  we 
find  the  Governor-general  of  Canada  urg- 
ing, that,  if  Ministers  did  intend  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  duties  on  timber, 
which  must  operate  injuriously  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  inhabitants  of  Canada,  due 
time,  at  least,  should  be  given  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  proposition,  and  to  enable 
persons  who  had  embarked  their  capital 
in  the  timber  trade  to  divert  it  into  some 
other  channel.  I  think  it  is  absurd  to  sop- 
pose  that  Ministers  could  ever  have  contem- 
plated the  possibility  of  that  part  of  their 
budget  becoming  available  for  its  pro- 
fess^ object.  What,  then,  is  the  meaning 
ofbringingforwardproposition8,calculated, 
from  their  nature,  to  agitate  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  to  excite  discontent  in  a 
great  colony,  which  has  been  recently  the 
theatre  of  a  rebellion,  in  which  a  great 
experiment — that  of  the  legislative  unioa 
of  the  two  provinces — is  now  going  on, 
and  along  the  whole  frontier  of  which  is, 
if  not  a  hostile  country,  at  least  a  popu- 
lation a  great  portion  of  which  is  anxious 
to  take  advantage  of  any  symptom  of  dis- 
content in  Canada,  in  order  to  convert  it 
into  an  instrument  of  hostility  against 
this  country.  Such  is  the  budget  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — such  is  the 
conduct  of  the  Government !  They  bring 
2L 
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forward  propositions  which  they  admit 
they  do  not  expect  to  carry ;  and  then  we 
are  told,  that  they  are  maintained  in  office 
upon  a  great  public  principle  !  I  own  it 
appears  to  me,  that  the  course  adopted  by 
Ministers  affords  the  strongest  practical 
proof— if  any  were  wanted,  after  the  his- 
torical precedents  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  referred  on  submitting  his  motion 
to  the  House*-that  the  continuance  of 
Ministers  in  office  is  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution  ;  and  1  see  nothing  in 
the  threat  of  dissolution,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
preceded  me  referred,  and  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Shields, 
(Mr.  Ingham)  has  considered  sufficient  to 
induce  him  to  vote  against  the  motion. 
I  say,  I  see  nothing  in  that  threat  of  disso- 
lution, in  the  mode  in  which  it  was  an- 
nounced, or  in  the  time  at  which  it  appears 
likely  to  be  executed,  to  prevent  me  giving 
my  vote  in  favour  of  the  resolution  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  On  the  contrary,  I 
think  that  the  manner  in  which  the  threat 
of  dissolution  has  been  announced,  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  is  an  additional  rea- 
son why  I  should  support  the  motion.  I 
shall  give,  then,  more  cordial  support  to 
the  resolution  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
because  I  think  that  both  the  propositions 
contained  in  it  are  fully  and  clearly  made 
out.  and  because  also,  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  course  of  conduct  which  has  been 
pursued  by  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and 
which,  perhaps,  they  have  been  compelled 
to  adopt  in  consemience  of  the  position  in 
which  they  stand  with  respect  to  this 
House  and  the  country,  cannot  longer  be 
continued  without  exposing  to  equal  dan- 
ger the  real  power  and  prerogative  of  the 
Grown,  and  the  peace  and  happiness  of 
the  people. 

Sir  Oeorge  Orey :  I  confess  it  was  not 
without  feelings  of  curiosity  I  saw  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  William  Follett), 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  rise  to 
maintain  the  truth  of  the  proposition  pro- 
pounded in  the  resolution  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  because 
1  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  he,  with 
the  reputation  he  to  deservedly  enjoys,  as 
a  great  constitutional  lawyer,  could  under- 
take to  support  the  opinion  expressed  by 
that  proposition,  namely,  that  a  Govern- 
ment, bemg  unable  to  carry  a  measure  of 
great  importance,  which  they,  for  the  first 
time,  have  submitted  to  the  House,  is 
bottiid  at  once  to  relinquish  office,  without 


allowing  the  people  of  this  country  an  op. 
portunity  of  expressing  their  opinion  upon 
the  measure,  and  the  conduct  of  their  re- 
presentatives respecting  it.    I,  however, 
was  gratified  to  find,  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  abandoned  that  proposition 
altogether.      In   opposition   to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
and  many  other  Members  who  had  pre- 
viously addressed  the  House  in  support  of 
the  motion,  mv  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
at  least,  has  fully  admitted,  that  it  is  per- 
fectly in  consonance  with  the  spirit  and 
practice  of  the  constitution  for  the  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  to  advise  the  Sovereign 
to  exercise  her  prerogative  of  dissolving 
Parliament,  and  appealing  to  the  people. 
I  ask  whether  there  is  a  word  about  disao* 
lution  in  the  resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth?    No!  the  reso- 
lution is  a  sort  of  declaratory  law  of  the 
firinciples  of  the  constitution,  which  would 
ead  to  the  inference,  that  any  Govern- 
ment which  may  be  unable  to  carry  mea- 
sures which  they  think  essential  to  the 
prosperity  and  welfare  of  the  country,  arc 
bound  at  once  to  yield  to  the  opinion  of 
an  existing  Parliament,  and   to  resign. 
After  listening  to  many  of  the  speeches 
which  have  l^n  delivered  oo  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  I  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion,  that  the  main  object  and  in- 
tention of  the  motion  was  to  drive  the 
present  Ministers    from    office,  and    to 
enable  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  take 
their  places,  without  an  intermediate  ap«> 
appeal  to  the  people.    The  right  hon. 
Member  fbr  Pembroke*  the   other  night 
expressiy  denounced   a  dissolution  as  a 
reckless,  dangerous,  and,  I  think  he  added 
revolutionary  proceeding.    I  suppose  the 
right  hon«  Baronet  bad  come  fresh  from 
the  library,  after  reading  the  yet  unfio* 
ished  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth,  in  1831 — a  speech  which  was 
interrupted  by  the  Black  Rod  summoning 
this  House  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  ot 
Lords.    That  speech  was  not  in  terms  so 
strong — certainty,  it  was  not  so  vitupera- 
tive— as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke,  who    seems  to    consider 
himself  privileged  to  use  harsh  language 
towards  men  whom  he  was  once  proud  to 
call  his  friends.    The  rif^t  hon.  Member 
for  Tamworth  io  1831  was  sitting  oppo- 
site the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Iiancashire,  who  is  now  sittiug  by  his  side, 
and  who  answered  him ;  he  was  also  sitting 
opposite  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
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broke,  who  remained  silent  under  his  attack. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth  de* 
nounced,  in  strong  terms,  the  course  pur- 
sued bv  the  Government  of  that  day.  He 
said,  that  they  had  laid  measures  upon 
the  Table  without  the  intention  of  passing 
fhem,  but  fbr  the  mere  purpose  of  creating 
popular  excitement— -that  their  course  was 
fraught  with  danger,  and  must  lead  to  tu- 
mult and  disturbance.  It  was  a  gratify- 
ing scene  the  other  night  when  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  was  reminded 
by  my  noble  Friend  near  me  of  the  disso- 
lution in  1831,  to  witness  the  enthusiasm 
with  which,  recalling  the  feelings  of  his 
better  days,  he  exclaimed — **  Dissolve ! 
Yes,  we  did  dissolve — but  we  dissolved 
with  spirit !  You  should  have  dissolved 
the  moment  you  were  defeated."  I  cor- 
dially concurred  in  the  opinion  then  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  to 
the  course  taken  in  1831,  but  I  could  not 
help  recollecting,  that  the  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who 
cheered  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  so 
much  enthusiasm,  had  cheered  the  right 
hon.  Member  fbr  Tamworth  with  equal 
vehemence,  when  he  attacked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  those  with  whom  he 
was  then  associated,  for  having;  ventured 
on  a  dissolution  of  Parliament  in  1831. 
That  circumstance  must  have  been  grati- 
fying to  every  person  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  great  measure  proposed  in  1831, 
and  ft  induces  me  to  entertain  a  sanguine 
hope,  that  before  another  ten  years  have 
passed,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  be 
found  amongst  those  who  will  cheer  the 
coarse  which  the  Government  have  now 
taken,  and  who  will  6nd,  in  the  resolution 
to  dissolve  Parliament,  grounds  for  the 
approbation  of  posterity,  whatever  opin- 
ion may  be  entertained  respecting  it  at  the 
present  moment.  Up  to  the  time  of  the 
delivery  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter's  speech,  I  conceived,  that  the 
object  of  the  motion  was  to  obtain  a  vote, 
which  those  who  proposed  it  believed 
would  have  the  effect  of  inducing  Minis- 
ters to  abandon  their  offices,  without 
making  an  appeal  to  the  people.  That  I 
now  find  is  not  the  case.     It  is  not  an  ap- 

Seal  to  the  people,  it  seems,  which  hon. 
fembers  opposite  dread^^though  many  of 
their  speecnes  look  very  much  as  if  tney 
did  dread  it — but  it  is  an  appeal  to  the 
people  after  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws 
shall  have  been  debated,  not  at  county 
meetings,  not  at  borough  meetings,  but  in 


a  manner  worthy  of  the  subject^  by  the 
representatives    of   the    people    in    this 
House — upon    its  merits,  by  means  of 
which  the  constituencies  of  the  country 
may  know  not  only  the  votes  which  their 
Members  have  given,  but  the  reasons  on 
which  they  are  founded.     Why  do  hon. 
Gentlemen   opposite   deprecate  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Corn-laws  in  this  House  ? 
1  could  understand  them  if  they  depre- 
cated the  discussion  of   the  question  at 
meetings  such  as  that  alluded  to  to-night 
at  Stroud,  which  must  tend  more  than 
anything  to  bring  public  meetings  into  con- 
tempt, and  which  exhibit  an  unhallowed 
union   between  Chartists  and  Conserva- 
tives, who  attend  for  the  express  purpose  of 
interrupting  the  proceedings,  and  whose 
exploits  are  ostentatiously  paraded  in  the 
columns  of  the  Conservative  journals  as 
proofs  of  public  opinion  against  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  the  Government,  whilst 
hon.  Members  in  this  House  take  advan- 
tage of  them  in  another  way,  exclaiming 
r^**  Look  at  the  advocates  of  popular 
rights  I  They  cannot  meet  without  creating 
a  tumult/'    The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Lord  Teignmouth),  in« 
formed  us  the  other  night,  that  he  had 
spent  three  hours  with  three  deputations 
of  Chartists,  who   declared,   that   they 
would  support  a  Tory  Government  in  pre- 
ference to  the  present  AdministratMo,  be- 
cause they  believed,  that  the  former  would 
do  more  for  them  than  the  latter  had 
ever  done.    I  wish  the  noble  Lord  had 
felt  himself  warranted  in  going  further^ 
and  had  told  us  what  are  the  measures 
which  they  intimated  their  expeotatlon  of 
feceiving.   These  are  the  men  who  disturb 
find  bring  discredit  upon  public  meetings, 
But  I  ask,  whether  it  is  possible  to  sup- 
pose, that  any  such  scenes  will  take  place 
within  the  walls  of  this  House  ?  and  whe- 
ther, on  the  contrary,  the  subject  will  not 
be  discussed  with  the  calmness,  delibera- 
tion, and  dignity,  becoming  such  an  as- 
sembly, and  that  by  that  means  much  of 
the  delusion  which  exists  on  the  subject 
of  the  Corn-laws  may  be  dispelled  ?  That 
it  may  be  inconvenient  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  have  the  question  dis- 
cussed, 1  do  not  mean  to  deny.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for    Tanworth   expressly 
stated,  that  he  would  have  no  conceaU 
ment  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws. 
He  said,  that  he  retained  the  opinions  on 
that  subject  which  he  had  expressed  last 
year.     But  I  profess,  that  after  listening 
2  L2 
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to  the  right  hon.  Barooet  with  the  utmost 
anxiety  and  attention,  all  I  could  collect 
from  what  fell  from  him  was,  that  he  was 
for  the  maintenance  of  a  sliding  scale  in 
opposition  to  a  fixed  duty.  Was  that  being 
explicit  ?  It  is  self-evident,  that  a  sliding 
scale  may  be  consistent  with  absolute  pro- 
hibition, or  with  the  absence  of  all  protec- 
tion whatever.  When  my  noble  Friend 
gave  notice  of  his  proposition  in  the  first 
instance,  he  stated  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  propose  a  moderate 
fixed  duty.  Upon  that  occasion  my  noble 
Friend  was  met  by  several  Gentlemen, 
who  alleged,  with  not  unnatural  eagerness, 
that  my  noble  Friend,  by  stating  his  in. 
tention  to  propose  a  fixed  duty,  was  im- 
parting no  useful  information,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  he  should  make  known  the 
amount  of  the  proposed  duty.  Now,  the 
same  observation  may  be  more  justly  ap- 
plied to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  deola ra- 
tion of  his  preference  of  a  sliding  scale. 
When  my  noble  Friend  was  pressed  to 
state  what  would  be  the  amount  of  duty, 
he  did  so;  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  equally  explicit  as  to  the  details 
of  his  slidmg  scale.  I  say,  that  your 
object  is  to  conceal  your  views  from  the 
electors.  You  want  to  go  to  the  hustings 
merely  as  the  advocates  of  a  sliding  scale 
against  a  fixed  duty,  and  to  avoid  making 
any  declaration  to  which  you  can  be  fixed. 
While  petitions  are  pouring  in  from  the 
agricultural  districts  against  alterations  of 
any  kind,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  depre- 
cates agitation,  because,  he  says,  it  may 
prevent  the  settlement  of  the  question. 
Has  not  the  House  a  right,  when  it  is 
called  upon  to  transfer  its  confidence  from 
the  present  Government  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  to  know  what  settlement  he 
means  to  propose  ?  It  may  be  extremely 
convenient  not  to  debate  the  subject  here, 
particularly  at  a  time  when  candidates — 
who  may  be  supposed  to  be  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  one  of 
whom,  indeed,  held  a  cabinet  office  under 
him — are  making  professions  which  are 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  present  Corn-law,  and  which, 
if  they  have  any  distmct  meaning,  imply 
a  concurrence  in  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  subject.  One  of  the 
principal  grounds  on  which  the  proposi- 
tion before  the  House  rests — and  this  has 
not,  I  think,  been  distinctly-  adverted  to 
before  —  is  the  modification  which  the 
measures  of  Government  have  undergone 


in  deference  to  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gren- 
tlemen  opposite.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pembioke,  in  adverting  to  the  modifi* 
cation  of  measures  which  have  been  brought 
forward  by  the. Government,  alluded,  ia 
terms  of  the  greatest  apparent  satisfaction, 
to  the  alterations  made  in  the  Irish  Muni- 
cipal bill ;  and  he  instanced  that  case  as 
a  proof  of  the  weakness  of  Government. 
Now,  it  appears  to  me,  that  the  modifica- 
tions which  the  Irish  Corporation  Bill 
underwent,  and  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  expressed  so  much 
delight,  were  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
owing  to  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  part  of  this  House,  but 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Ixirds.  The 
fact  is,  that  hon.  Members  opposite  knew 
that  they  had  the  means  of  effectually 
opposing  the  measures  of  the  Government, 
though  supported  by  a  majority  in  this 
House,  because  they  knew  that  they  were 
supported  by  a  majority  in  the  other.  Let 
me  ask — and  it  is  an  important  question, 
before  the  House  comes  to  a  division  on 
the  motion  before  it — on  what  principles 
does  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  propose  to  conduct  the 
Government?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter  asked,  on  what  public 
principle  the  Government  acted?  I,  on 
the  other  hand,  inquire,  on  what  grounds 
does  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ask  the  coq- 
fidence  of  this  House  ?  What  is  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  he  rests  his  opposition  to 
the  Government?  On  looking  back  to 
the  history  of  former  Parliaments,  I  find 
that  the  principles  of  an  opposition,  at 
least,  have  been  clearly  defined  — have 
been  embodied  in  measures  laid  before 
Parliament.  I  find,  also,  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  which 
were  constantly  maintained  by  the  Whigs 
in  opposition,  were  repeatedly  brought 
before  the  House.  What  has  been  the 
course  of  the  present  opposition?  Has 
the  party  opposite,  which  boasts  so  much 
of  their  strength,  introduced  a  single 
popular  measure  into  the  House?  What 
measure  have  they  brought  forward,  during 
the  existence  of  the  present  Government, 
embodying  their  principles  ?  What  mea- 
suie  have  wc  seen  testing  their  sincerity 
in  sympathysing  with  the  wants  of  the 
people  ?  What  measure  testing  their  de- 
sire to  extend  popular  rights,  or  the  sin- 
ceiity  of  their  conversion,  of  which  they 
occasionally  boast,  to  the  principles  of  the 
Reform  Act  ?  They  have  brought  forward 
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no  measure,  with  the  exception  of  the  one 
relating  to  Ireland,  with  respect  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth,  in  , 
opening  this  debate,  was  ominously  silent.  • 
Id  that  respect,  I  think  the  right  hon. ' 
Baronet    exhibited    the  prudence  which 
usually  characterises  hin.     Perhaps  the 
right  hon.   Baronet,  if  left  to   himself,  < 
might  be  able  to  gorern  Ireland;  but  he 
is  associated  with  men,  in  whose  prudence 
and  good  intentions  towards  that  country 
I  can  place  no  confidence.     The  House 
will  recollect  the  Irish  Registration /Bill, 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire,  which  was  sig- 
nificantly termed  the  other  night,  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Durham,  a 
bill  for  the  better  government  of  Ireland. 
That  bill  is  not  likely  to  form  a  ground 
for  inducing  the   House  to  transfer  its 
confidence  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site,  and   yet  that  is  the  only  measure 
which  they   hare  brought  forward  as  a 
party ;  being  the  remedy  which  they  pro- 
pose for  admitted  'evils  prevailing  in  the 
registration  system  in  Ireland,  but  avow- 
edly only  a  partial  remedy  for  those  evils. 
Even  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Exeter  could  not  help  drawing  a  dis- 
tinction between  the   English   and  Irish 
representatives,  although   he    afterwards 
endeavoured    to    retract    what    he    had 
said.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
doubtless,  was  led  into  such  a  train  of 
thought  from  reading  those  analyses  of 
the  divisions  in  this  House  which  con- 
stantly appear  in  the  columns  of  journals 
with  which  he  is  conversant.      We  know 
that  in  these  articles  the  Irish  representa- 
tives are  held  but  as  dust  in  the  balance, 
precisely  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
on  which  the  bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  was  founded 
— a  bill  which,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, would  destroy  the  vitality  of  the 
Reform  Act,  and  convert  representation 
into  nomination.     The  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  the  bill  himself   anticipated 
that  this  would   be  its  effect.      [Lord 
Stanley :    No.]     The  noble  Lord,  cer- 
tainly,   if  not  in  the  discussions  on  his 
own  bill,  in  those  which  took  place  on  the 
Government  bill  on  this  subject,  stated 
his  apprehension,  that  circumstances  in 
Ireland,  as  affecting  the  relation  of  land- 
lords and  tenants,  might  tend  to  destroy 
the  representative  system  in  some  coun- 
ties, and  that  it  might  become  necessary, 
when  this  result  should  have  occurred,  to 


consider  what  measures  would  be  requi- 
site to  meet  the  evil.     I  ask  whether  such 
a  result  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  feel- 
ings which  lead  to  the  analyses  of  the 
divisions  in  this  House,  and  with  the  sen- 
timent  which,  unluckily,  for  his  party, 
escaped  from  the  hon  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  when  he  stated  that  Sir 
Robert  PeeFs  Administration   in    1835, 
had  a  majority  of  the  English  representa- 
tives, as  distinguished  from  those  of  Ire- 
land ?     Are  these  the  principles  on  which 
}Ott  mean  to  maintain  the  union?    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Exeter,  in 
referring  to  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act 
Bill,  asked  why,  if  there  were  to  be  no 
discussion  upon  that  subject,  should  there 
be  any  with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws?     I 
do  not  complain  of  the  spirit  and  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Exeter  alluded  to  that  bill ;  but  I  can- 
not help  expressing  my  deep  regret  at  the 
tone  and  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  referred  to  it.     I 
believe,  that  if  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  another  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  has 
prided  himself,  and  justly  so,  it  is  that  he 
has  cautiously  abstained  from  mixing  up 
party  considerations  with  the  subject  of 
the  New  Poor-law,  and  he  has  always 
endeavoured  to  discuss  it  with  calmness 
and  deliberation.    The  same  line  of  con- 
duct was  not  observed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke,  although  he  was 
one  of  the  authors  of  the  measure,  and 
although   nothing  has    fallen   from    the 
right  hon.  Baronet  since  the  introduction 
of  the  bill   for  the  amendment  of  the 
Poor-law,  which  could  lead  the  House  to 
suppose  that  he  intended  to  withdraw  his 
support  from  it.     I  never  heard  a  syllable 
drop  from  him  to  that  effect,  nor  has  he 
ever  suggested  any  alteration ;  and  yet,  on 
the  present  occasion,  he  brought  down  the 
bill  in  his  pocket,  and  went,  as  it  were  into 
committee  upon  its  clauses,  in  order  that  he 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  heaping  ob- 
loquy upon  those  with  whom  he  was  for- 
merly associated.    But  when  I  am  asked 
why, if  there  is  to  be  no  discussion  about  the 
Poor-law  Act,  there  should  be  any  upon 
the  Corn-laws? — I  answer,  that  the  rea- 
son is  obvious.    The  Poor-law  has  been 
discussed,  over  and  over  again,  in  this 
House.     It  is  not  a  single  discussion  on 
the  Poor-law  that   is  wanted.     The  bill 
for  amending  the  Poor-law  has  been  read 
a  second  time,  and  has  been  long  in  com- 
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miltee,  and  the  opioions  of  most  Members 
are  well  known  respecting  it.  That  law, 
inoreofer,  is  now  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
there  exists  no  intention  of  suffering  its 
provision  to  expire*  Again,  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Corn-laws  will  not  occupy 
more  than  a  few  nights  at  the  utmost; 
whilst  the  committee  upon  the  Poor-law 
Act  Amendment  Bill>  which  had  already 
lasted  several  weeks,  would  probably  have 
extended  through  as  many  more,  and  thus 
have  postponed  till  a  distant  period  of 
the  dissolution,  for  which  hon.  Members 
profess  themselves  so  anxious.  With  re* 
spect  to  the  other  measure  of  the  budget, 
it  is  clear,  from  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
that  he  considered  the  question  of  the 
sugar  duties  to  involve  no  moral  obliga- 
tion. It  is,  in  his  view,  entirely  a  ques- 
tion of  expediency — of  supply ;  and  there 
is  no  reason  why  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
shortly  after  his  accession  to  power,  might 
not  propose  the  same  measure.  On  the 
timber  duties,  I  really  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  the  opinions  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  are.  He  told  the  House 
that  he  would  be  very  explicit;  but  his 
explicitness  consisted  solely  in  saying, 
that  he  would  reserve  his  opinion  until  he 
knew  the  effect  which  the  measure  was 
likely  to  produce  in  the  present  state  of 
Canada.  I  can  quite  understand  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  taking  these  political 
considerations  into  account ;  but  I  cannot 
understand  his  abstaining  from  expressing 
any  opinion  whatever  on  the  question  it- 
self, irrespective  of  such  considerations, 
at  the  very  time  when  he  was  professing 
to  give  an  explicit  statement  of  his  views 
to  the  House.  It  is  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance that,  before  this  present  motion  is 
decided,  the  House  should  understand 
fully  what  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  are  on  the  great  questions  which 
must  engage  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
no  matter  who  is  at  the  head  of  affairs. 
As  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  now  supports  the  same  views 
which,  in  1830,  drove  him  from  power. 
Everyone  knows,  that  it  was  not  the  division 
on  the  civil  list,  which  caused  the  right 
hon*  Baronet  to  retire  from  office  at  that 
time.  It  was  the  feeling  in  the  counties 
on  the  subject  of  Reform,  evinced  by  the 
Yorkshire  election,  ^ the  question  put  to 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  by  Lord  Grey, 
on  this  subject,  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  answer  given  to  it,  which  excited 


such  a  feeling  throughout  the  country,  as 
to  make  it  clear  to  the  right  hon.  Barooei» 
that  the  Government,  of  which  ke  was  « 
Member,  no  longer  possessed  the  ooiifi* 
dence  of  the  country,  and  that  any  fur* 
ther  appeal  to  the  people  would  be  uselese. 
In  accordance  «with  the  principles  whtcb 
he  then  entertained,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposed  the  Reform  Bill,  and  has 
subsequently  opposed  every  popular  mea- 
sure brought  forward  by  the  Government, 
as  long  as  opposition  to  such  measures 
could  be  safely  conducted ;  and  when,  at 
length,  he  has  supported  them,  his  sup* 
port  has  been  given  with  the  object,  io 
which  he  has  unfortunately  been  too  aac* 
cessful,  by  the  help  of  a  majority  in  the 
other  House,  of  reducing  the  value  of 
such  measures,  depriving  them  of  tbeir 
popular  character,  and  rendering  them 
unpalatable  to  the  people*  With  legard 
to  the  budget,  I  fully  admit  that,  as  far 
as  it  has  been  hitherto  discussed,  her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  present  House  of  Coos- 
mons  sufficiently  to  enable  them  to  carry 
the  measures  which  they  have  proposed ; 
but  they  have  a  powerful  minority  in 
favour  of  the  principles  which  they  main- 
tain, and  are  therefore  determined  that 
the  country  should  decide  between  them 
and  the  monopolists  by  whom  they  are 
opposed — should  decide  whether  or  not 
an  effort  should  be  made  to  supply  the 
existing  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  relieve  the  burthens  of 
the  people.  The  House  may  endeavour 
to  prevent  such  an  appeal— it  may  trana- 
fer  its  confidence  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet and  those  associated  with  him — it 
may  follow  up  the  present  resolution^  if 
adopted,  by  an  address  to  the  Crown, 
praying  for  the  dismissal  of  the  present 
Government,  without  any  appeal  to  the 
people  ;«-bttt  let  me  caution  you  to  bo- 
ware  of  forfeiting  that  confidence  which 
the  people  ought  ever  to  repose  in  their 
representatives— to  beware  or  compromis- 
ing the  respect  due  to  this  House;  not,  as 
was  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
by  a  disregard  of  your  own  privileges,  but 
by  a  disregard  of  the  wishes,  and  a  neglect 
of  the  interests,  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people, 

Mr.  Handley :  Sir,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  evening  I  have  no  wish  to  prolong 
the  debate  unnecessarily,  sensible  as  I  am 
of  my  inability  to  command  the  attention 
of  the  House ;  but  it  must  be  obvious  to 
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hoo.  GeDtlemen  thatt  from  the  position  in 
which  1  am  placed  by  this  reBolution,  it  is 
impossible  I  can  allow  the  debate  to  close 
without  addressing  to  them  a  few  observa- 
tions. I  am  the  more  compelled  to  do  so 
in  consequence  of  the  speech  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  closed  the  last  evening's  dis- 
cussion. That  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
thought  fit  to  address  a  lecture  to  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  North  Lincoln* 
shire,  and  myself,  on  the  subject  of  con- 
sistency-^a  lecture  which,  considering  the 
source  from  which  it  came  proved  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  possess  a  degree  of 
modest  assurance  not  often  met  with  in 
this  House.  Tlia  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
reported  to  have  said,  for  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  hearing  him,  that  both  my 
noble  Friend  and  myself  declared  that,  as 
far  as  we  were  concerned^  "  the  Corn 
question  should  never  be  brought  forward 
in  that  House  as  a  Government  measure.*' 
Now,  never  having  intended  to  state  any- 
thing that  could  biear  such  an  interpreta- 
tion, and  believing  that  I  never  had,  I 
carefully  examined  the  reports  of  all  the 
observations  I  had  addressed  to  the  House 
connected  with  this  subject,  and  I  found 
nothing  that  could  possibly  bear  such  a 
construction,  except  that,  when  explaining 
to  the  House  a  misrepresentation  on  the 
part  of  a  morning  paper,  which  asserted 
that,  I  not  only  approved  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  introduced  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws  to  the  House,  but  that  when  the 
time  camo  I  should  be  happy  to  second 
him  in  dealing  with  the  details,  I  certainly 
had  said  that,  so  far  fsora  approving  the 
mode  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  introduced  the  question,  I 
very  much  disapproved  of  it;  and  that,  so 
far  from  assisting  him  in  carrying  out  the 
details,  if  it  depended  on  my  vote,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  have  the 
opportunity  of  considering  it  at  all.  Now> 
is  It  on  words  such  as  these  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  not  scrupled  to  fix  upon 
me  a  pledge  to  join  in  a  vote  of  censure 
and  want  of  confidence  against  that  Go- 
verment  with  which,  with  the  exception  of 
my  vote  upon  the  sugar  duties,  I  have 
constantly  acted  7  Is  it  upon  words  such 
as  these  toat  I  am  to  be  taken  to  have  de- 
clared that,  because  t  differed  with  her 
Maiesty's  Ministers  on  one  point,  I  should 
withdraw  my  confidence  from  them  upon 
all    subjects   in  which   I   had   hitherto 


concurred  ?  Is  it  upon  such  grounds  as 
these  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  the 
other  evening  asked,  if  he  met  a  madman 
in  the  streets,  should  he  not  be  bound  to 
rush  upon  him  and  wrest  the  weapon 
from  him  to  prevent  mischief;  now  coun- 
selled me,  as  it  were,  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  inasmuch  as  it  would  equally  be 
my  duty  to  waylay  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  between  Down- 
ing-street  and  this  House,  and  wrest  from 
him  the  Corn-bill  which  he  proposes  to 
lay  upon  the  table  of  this  House  ?  Is  it 
upon  grounds  such  as  these  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  himself  no  Zephyr,  calls 
upon  the  "  heavy  agriculturists  of  Lincoln- 
shire,'' as  he  is  pleased  to  designate  my 
constituents,  to  eject  me  from  my  seat  ? 
Whether  or  no  they  will  adopt  his  advice 
time  will  show ;  but  if  they  do,  there  is  at 
least  this  marked  distinction  between 
my  case  and  that  which  befel  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  a  former  occasion,  namely, 
that  my  constituents  will  reject  me  because 
I  shall  have  been  true  to  my  principles, 
while  the  honest  grey-coats  of  Cumoer- 
land  dismissed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  be- 
cause he  had  proved  false  to  his. — ^The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  truly  said,  on  the 
former  evening,  that  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  was  not  founded  upon  the  case  of 
a  single  defeat,  but  on  a  succession  of  de- 
feats on  measures  which  they  deemed  es- 
sential. Now,  in  as  much  as  the  su^ar  du- 
ties is  the  only  question  upon  which  the 
Government  has  sustained  a  defeat  in  which 
I  have  assisted,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  has  carried 
back  his  resolution,  even  so  far  as  to  em- 
brace the  Appropriation  Clause  (there  was 
probablv  a  good  reason  for  not  ante-dating 
his  resolution  previous  to  that  period,  see- 
ing it  might  be  extremely  inconvenient  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Pembroke) ;  and  seeing  that 
the  question  of  the  Timber  Duties  and  the 
Corn-laws  had  not  as  vet  been  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  I  am 
more  inclined  to  look  upon  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  a  warning  rather  than  as  an  ex- 
ample. I  am  the  rather  induced  to  adopt  his 
precepts  in  preference  to  his  practice-^ to  fol- 
low his  doctrine  rather  than  imitate  his  acts. 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  have  had  great  sa- 
tisfaction in  finding,  in  that  fertile  source 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Pembroke,  affords  to  all  those  who 
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undertake  the  labour  of  wading  through 
liis  speeches,  of  precedents  and  arguments 
iu  support  of  any  and  every  opinion  which 
they  may  choose  to  profess ;  I  repeat,  I 
have  been  delighted  to  find  a  passage  in  a 
speech  addressed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba> 
ronet  to  his  constituents  at  Carlisle,  on 
January  12th,  1835— and  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  not  plead  the  statute  of 
limitations — so  apposite  to  the  present  oc- 
casion, that  it  is  deserving  of  the  greatest 
attention.    That  speech   is   printed  evi- 
dently by  no  hostile  hand,  and  it  gives 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  reasons  for  not 
accepting  the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  Tamworth,  to  join 
his  Administration.  Of  that  Administration 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  speaks  as  follows :~ 

^  And  I  must  add  this,  that,  in  my  opinion^ 
the  composition  of  that  Ministry  is  as  bad  as 
I  can  well  imagine,  for  it  is  entirely  composed 
of  men  to  whom  and  to  whose  measures  I  have 
been  all  my  life  opposed.'' 

Still,  if  I  recollect  rightly,  that  Ministry 
embraced  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge»  with  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
now  sits  in  close  contact.  It  embraced 
also  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Harwich, 
and  the  right  hon.  and  right  reconciled 
Member  for  East  Kent,  who  a  short  time 
before,  had  indelibly  branded  his  right 
hon.  leader,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
with  the  warning  motto—'*  Nusquamtuta 
Jides.**  But  the  reasons  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
gave  for  not  accepting  office,  were  so 
forcible,  so  sound,  and  clothed  in  language 
■o  much  better  than  I  could  hope  to  fur- 
nish, that  with  the  permission  of  the  House 
I  will  read  them. 

**  I  rejected  Uie  offer,  on  the  ground  of  pub« 
lie  duty,  for  I  could  not  thinlc  that  1  should 
have  been  acting  right,  that  I  should  have  been 
discharging  my  duty  to  my  country,  or  showing 
that  proper  regard  which  I  conceive  due  to  my 
own  character,  if,  because  I  had  differed  from 
my  late  colleagues  upon  one  point,  I  had 
plunged  into  opposition  to  them  upon  all  points 
with  men  against  whom  I  have  struggled  aurtng 
the  whole  of  my  political  life.  Such  conduct  I 
should  have  locked  upon  as  inconsistent  with 
private  honour,  and  it  could  not  have  advanced 
the  public  good.** 

Now,  Sir,  I  well  know  and  readily 
acknowledge  my  great  inferiority  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  both  talent  and  sta- 
tion ;  but  not  to  possess  that  talent  and 
that  station,  together  with  the  glittering 
prospect  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
doubtleai  pictures  to  himself  of  power  and 


place,  would  I  consent  to  sacrifice  that 
private  honour  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet seemed  to  think,  and  I  perfectly 
agree  in  the  sentiment,  was  compromised 
by  the  individual  who  **  differing  from  his 
Friends  upon  one  point,    plunged  into 
opposition  to  them  upon  all  points."  Now, 
Sir,  I  perfectly  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  last  addressed  the   House 
(Sir  George  Grey),  that  the  resolutioa 
before  the  House  implies  two  points ;  it 
calls  upon  me  to  censure  the  Government 
with  whose  measures,  with  one  exception, 
I  have  concurred ;  and  it  at  the  same 
time,  calls  upon  me  to  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth, is  the  person  into  whose  bands  I 
wish  to  see  power  confided.  Now,  Sir,  let 
me  examine  what  degree  of  conSdence  I 
or  my  constituents  are  justified  in  placing 
in  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  even  on  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws,  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  fancies  he  has  been 
so  explicit.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
referred  us  to  his  speech  of  last  year  on 
the    Corn-laws;    he    adds,—"  By  that 
speech  I  am  willing  to  abide."    Now,  Sir, 
I  listened  most  attentively  to  every  word 
of  that  speech,  and  I  remember  conversing 
with  some  hon.  Friends,  who  were  sop- 
porters  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  we 
completely  concurred  in  this,  that  never 
had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  made  a  speech 
so  full  of  reservations,  so  interlardea  with 
''  hots,*'  and  ''  on  the  other  hand,"  and 
**  at  the  same  time  ;**  but  that  there  was 
not  a  word  of  that  speech  which  he  ooukl 
not  unsay,  if  it  suited  the  occasion,  except 
that  he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  express 
his  decided  prediledlion'*  for  aslidingscale." 
and  then,  turning  round  to  his  Friends  for 
their  ever- ready  cheer,  added  that,  **  as  to 
the  details,  of  course  he  reserved  to  him- 
self the  right  of  dealing  with  them  as  be 
might  think  fit."    Talk,  Sir,  of  a  sliding 
scale,  without  the  details ;  why,  it  b  the  de- 
tails that  form  the  whole  pith  and  marrow 
of  the  measure.    It  could  not  be  difficult 
to  furnish  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  a 
sliding  scale  which  would  practically  act 
as  a  low  fixed  duty.     I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  where  did  he  intend 
to  fix  his  pivot  ?  At  70t.,  or  60f .,  or  50t., 
or  40s.  ?    What  is  to  be  the  ratio  of  the 
ascending  and  descending  scales  T— What 
the  vanishing  {loint  ?    On  the  part  of  the 
farmers  of  England,  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  same  definite  information:   It 
must  not  be  forgotten,  in  these  daya  of 
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class  interests,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had,  on  a  recent  occasion,  given  utterance 
to  a  sentiment  which  had  fallen  with  omi- 
nous import  on  the  ears  of  the  farmers ; — 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  a  speech  in  this 
House,  had  said—"  The  prosperity  of  ma- 
nufactures is  a  greater  support  than  any 
Corn  Law!"    1  have  lately  seen,  in  a 
a  series  of  letters  on  the  Corn  Laws, 
in   the  Morning  Post^  written  by  a  gen- 
tleman of  great  acknowledged  commercial 
celebrity,  one  who  I  doubt  not,  would  be 
considered  a  high  authority  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet — I  mean,  Mr.  Gladstone,  a 
near  relation  of  the  hon.  Members   for 
Walsall  and  for  Newark,  who,  taking  the 
same  views  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
reference  so  a  sliding  scale,  suggests  in 
last  Friday's  paper,  possibly  as  a  feeler,  a 
sliding  scale,  of  which  the  pivot  should 
be  lowered  8s.;  that  is,  that  the  altera- 
tion he  would  suggest  in  the  present  law, 
would  be  to  reduce  the  pivot  from  73s.  to 
65s.  per  quarter.    Now,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  a  column  of  figures,  but 
comparing  the   present  scale  with    that 
proposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  taking 
the  present  average  of  wheat  at  63s.  per 
quarter,  the  result  would  be,  that  instead 
of  the  present  duty  of  23s.  8d.,  it  would, 
under  Mr.  Gladstone's  proposition,  be  re- 
duced to  6s.  8d.,  or  Is.  4d,  below  the 
extremely  low  doty  proposed  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers*    Is  this,  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  pivot  which  he  is  dis- 
posed to  adopt  ?    Is  it  to  be  73s.  or  65s., 
or  between  or  below  ?    Before  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  asks  me  for  my  confidence, 
he  is  bound  to  declare  himself  upon  these 
points.     Should  he  not  satisfy  me  upon 
these  matters  of  detail,  I  will  beg  to  ask 
htm  one  plain  and  simple  question — one 
that,  will  be  perfectly  intelligible  out  of 
doors— one  that  admits  of  no  mistake. 
"  Will  he  or  will  he  not  continue  to  the 
farmer  the  amount  of  protection  which  he 
BOW  enjoys  1"    This  will  be  readily  an- 
swered by  a  simple  ''  yes,**  or  "  no.''    At 
all  events,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  does 
not  think  fit  to  favour  me  with  an  answer, 
his  silence  will  furnish  me  with  an  infer- 
ence ;  but  if  he  do  not  answer  it,  farewell 
to  his  claim  to  candour,  which  will  no 
longer  deceive  the  farmers  of  England. 
Let  the  right  hon.   Baronet   show    the 

f  rounds  upon  which  he  claims  their  con- 
dence.  I  ask  no  more  ;  I  am  willing  to 
discuss  this  question  here  or  on  the  bust. 
Dgs  with  the  right  boo.  Baroneti  on  that  | 


plain  intelligible  question.  All  the  peti- 
tions I  have  presented,  and  all  that  I  now 
hold,  including  the  one  emanating  from 
the  largest  meeting  ever  held  in  my  divi- 
sion of  the  country,  attended  as  it  was  by 
gentlemen  of  the  highest  influence  and 
consideration,  contains  this  prayer  and 
this  only — **  That  there  be  no  alteration 
in  the  existing  Corn-laws."  I,  therefore, 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  what  answer  I 
am  to  return  on  his  behalf,  at  all  events, 
to  the  prayer  of  my  constituents  ?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  with  great  professions 
of  candour,  took  credit  in  his  speech,  on 
introducing  his  resolution,  for  having 
never  concealed  his  opinions  on  what  he 
denominated  the  great  constitutional  ques- 
tions of  the  Ballot,  the  extension  of  the 
sufirage,  and  the  duration  of  Parliaments. 
I  do  not  remember,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  committed  himself  (o  an  opinion 
on  the  People's  Charter ;  that  might  pro- 
bably have  been  a  direct  violation  of  the 
treaty  of  Nottingham.  It  might  have 
exhibited  a  further  proof  of  that  time- 
serving alliance  which  was  said  to  have 
been  entered  into  on  that  occasion,  and 
of  which  .the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  so 
much  reason  to  be  proud.  But,  Sir,  are 
there  no  other  questions  involving  my  con- 
sistency, and  on  which  I  have  often  recorded 
my  opinions,  which  I  am  now  called  upon 
to  censure  and  disavow,  if  tempted  by  the 
resolution  with  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet has  baited  his  political  rat-trap? 
Are  there  no  questions  of  the  reform  of 
abuses,  no  questions  involving  the  great 
principles  of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  on 
which  I  have  been  opposed  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  wnich  he  now  calls  upon 
me  to  desert  and  repudiate,  in  favour  of 
his  skeleton  Corn-law,  and  its  unmention- 
able pivot.  Am  f,  because  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  offers  me  this  sliding  scale,  with 
a  mysterious  silence  as  to  its  details— am 
I,  who  voted  for  the  5L  franchise,  in  the 
Irish  Registration  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  preference  to 
the  8/.,  and  who,  if  I  had  had  the  oppor* 
tunity,  would  have  voted  for  the  40s.  iree- 
hold  qualification,  both  because  I  think  it 
more  intelligible  than  the  franchise  founded 
on  '*  solvent  tenant  tests,"  and  ''  bene- 
ficial interests,*'  which,  I  confess,  ex- 
ceeded my  humble  comprehension,  and 
still  more,  because  it,  at  least,  ap- 
proached to  a  nearer  assimilation  to  the 
English  franchise,  to  which  I  think  Ire- 
land entitled^ am  I^  in  a  word,  to  recant 
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ny  support  of  the  bill  of  th«  noble  Lord^ 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  adopt  the 
disfranchising  bill  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  becauset 
forsoolhj  the  right  hon.  Baronet  offers  me 
a  sliding  scale,  with  its  uncalculated  and 
incalculable  details.  My  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  the'  Tower  Ham- 
lets, has  anticipated  me  on  a  topic  near  and 
dear  to  my  heart — a  subject  not  inferior 
to  the  great  question  of  the  Corn-laws  it- 
self— namely,  how  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  to  govern  Ireland  t  That  coun- 
try which,  with  its  centuries  of  misrule, 
forms  the  foulest  blot  on  the  page  of  Eng- 
lish history — that  country,  in  which,  from 
the  period  when  a  Minister  was  to  be 
enricmed— a  favourite  advanced-— a  traitor 
rewarded -^on6scation  formed  the  never- 
failing  source  from  which  the  avarice  of 
their  rulers  was  to  be  satisfied — that  coun- 
try, which,  in  later  days,  had  its  griev- 
ances still  unredressed — how,  I  ask,  does 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  propose  to  govern 
it  ?  As  a  sister  kingdom  or  a  conquered 
province  ?  Is  it  to  be  handed  over  as  a 
land  of  aliens  in  blood,  in  language,  and 
religion,  to  its  bitterest  foes?  [Oh,  oh."} 
Hon.  Members  may  taunt  that  quotation ; 
but  in  my  opinion  the  Irishman,  who  for* 
gets  that  savage  and  insulting  speech,  de- 
serves himself  to  be  forgotten  in  the  hour 
of  his  need.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has,  it  appears  to  me,  framed  his  resolu- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing  Gen- 
tlemen placed  in  my  situation.  His  poll* 
tical  tactics  are  probably  good,  but  I 
cannot  admire  his  gratitude.  On  the 
question  of  the  sugar  duties,  I  gave  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  my  vote,  to  the  proba* 
bly  fatal  defeat  of  my  own  friends.  I  did 
so  on  principle.  I  felt  I  owed  a  duty  to 
my  constituents,  and  to  my  own  consist- 
ency ;  and  I  honestly  disdiarged  it  at  all 
risks.  Sir,  I  have  also  a  duty  I  owe  my* 
self,  not  to  desert  those  principles  which  I 
have  maintained  in  common  with  her 
Majestv's  Ministers,  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Act«*not  to  censure  in  them 
the  measures  I  have  myself  supported.  I 
fear  I  have  already  been  somewhat  trou- 
blesome in  the  many  questions  I  have  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  s  but  I  will  ven* 
ture  to  ask  him  one  more.  Would  he  not 
himself  despise  me  if  I  allowed  myself  to 
fall  into  the  trap  he  has  so  skilfully  set  ? 
If  I  now  quarrelled  on  one  point  with  the 
friends  I  have  so  long  supported,  and 
turned  round  upon  them,  and  on  all  those 


measures,  in  which  I  had  concurred  with 
them;  in  a  word,  if  I  crossed  over  the 
floor  of  this  House,  and  sat  myself  down 
beside  him,  as  a  Tory*  for  the  rest  of  my 
life?  I  beg  pardon,  I  will  not  press  for 
an  answer,  it  might  be  personally  offensive 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  noble  and 
right  hon.  Friends  who  sit  near  him.  I 
am  quite  willing  to  look  upon  them  as  a 
warning,  not  as  an  example.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  turn  round  upon  my  princi- 
ples— I  neither  admire  the  treachery  of  de- 
serting them,  nor  approve  such  acts. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

Municipal  CoaPORATioNs.]  Sir 
/.  y.  Bulhr  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill,  which 
related  to  the  rating  of  municipal  property 
in  or  belonging  to  the  city  of  Exeter. 

Mr.  Diveti  moved,  that  the  bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  three  months. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question: — Ayes93,  Noes^O:  Majority 73, 

LUt  of  the  Atbs. 


A^Court,  Captain 
Aglionby.  U.  A. 
Barine,  rt.  hn.  F,  T. 
Blackburne,  I. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blenoerhassett,  A. 
Boiling,  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bruges,  W.  U.  L. 
Buck.  L.  W. 
Burr,  H. 
Buller,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
Compton,  11.  C. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Cressweli,  C. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncan,  Viscount 
Dundas,  D. 
Eaton^  R.  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
EgertOD,  Sir  P. 
EUiot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ewart,  W. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Fielden,'aW. 
Ferguson,  Sir  IL  A« 
FUmer,  Sir  £. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  li. 
Qoulbum.  rt  hon.  H. 
Grattan,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Greig,  D. 
Handley,  H. 
UaweS|  B. 


Heneage,  E. 
Hobhouse^  T.  B. 
Holmes,   hon.    W. 

A'Courl 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Horsman,  £• 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hurt,  F. 
Irton,  S. 

Jackson,  Mr.  Seijeant 
Jones,  J. 
Kemble,  H. 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
Monypenny,  T.  G. 
Morgan,  C.  M. 
Muskett,  G.  A. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  O.  R. 
Pigot,  right  hon.  D. 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rttshbrooke,  Colonel 
Rutberfurd,  rt.  hn.  A. 
Scarlett,  hon«  J.  Y, 
Seymouri  Loidj 
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Soroenrille,  Sir  W.  M.    Wilbraham*  G. 


Stanley^  hoo.  £.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thesiger,  P. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  W. 
Vivian,,  rt.hn.SirR.H. 


Wilbraham,  hoo.  B. 
Wilmot,SirJ.  £. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  B. 
Wofsley,  liOrd 
Wyae,  T. 


WakWy,  T* 
Walker,  R« 
Westenra,  hon.  II.  R. 

Liii  of  the  Noe8» 
Ainsworth,  P.  Pecbell,  Captain 


TBLLEII9. 

Sutler,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Grimsditch,  T. 


Beamish,  F.  B. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Childen,  J^  W. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Uvans,  W. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Maule,  hon.  F« 
Morrii,  D. 
Parker,  J. 


Salwey,  Colonel 
StansAeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Strutt,  £. 
Thornely,  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TEL*BRS. 

DiTett,  E. 
Follett,  Sir  W. 


Bill  read  a  second  tiiat. 

Copyhold  and  Custom  ah  y  Tbv» 
URE.]  Mr.  Hope  moTed  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Copyhold  and  Customary  Ten- 
ure Bill. 

Mr.  Ooulbum  nu)ved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  as  at  that  late  hour,  it  could 
not  be  properlv  discussed. 

Mr.  Agiionhy  strongly  supported  the 
motion.  The  bill  had  been  twice  com- 
mitted, and  its  provisions  fully  discussed, 
and  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  further 
delajed* 

Mr.  Qamibum  asked  for  a  short  delay, 
on  the  ground  of  the  amount  of  property 
touched  by  the  bill,  and  because  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Ripon>  -who  was  not  in 
his  place,  had  various  objections  to  it| 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  of 
adiournment : — Ayes  17|  Noes  72 :  Ma- 
jority 55. 

List  qf  the  Aybs. 


Boiling,  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £• 
£gerton,  W,  T. 
FeUden^W. 
Filmer/SirK. 
Grimsdiicb,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Serj. 


Jones,  J. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pringle,  A, 
Rushbrooke,  Colonel 

TELLERS. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H* 


Sibthorp,  Colonel 

List  qf  the  Nobs. 
AgUonbyi  H,  A«  Ainswortb,  F« 


Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Beamish,  F.  Bk 
Blackbume,  I. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruges,  W.  H.  L. 
Buller,  C. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Barr,  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  H. 
Compton.  U.  C. 
DiveU,  E. 
Dugdalc,  W.  S. 
Dundas,  D. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Greig,  D. 
Hawes,  B* 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W,  B. 
Hurt,  F. 
Kemble,  H. 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
MaoUan,  D. 
Marshall,  W. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Mlldmay,  P.  St.  J. 
Monypennyi  Tt  G. 

The  question  was  again  put,  that  the 
bill  be  read  a  third  time,  when  it  was 
moved  that  the  House  do  adjourn. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  8,  Noes  57 : 
Majority  49. 

List  of  the  Al[tB. 

Brotherton,  J. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 


Morgan,  C.  M. 
Morris,  D. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Parker,  R.  T 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Philips,  M. 
Pigot,  rt.  hon.  D. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rutherfurd,  rt.  hii«  A. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Sumley,  hon.  £.  J. 
Stansaeld,  W.  B.  C. 
Strutt,  £« 
Thornely,  T. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  W. 
Vivian,  rtihn.SifR.H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R, 
Watburton^  U. 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Williams^  W. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouse,  B. 
Wood,  G.  W, 
Wood,  B. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

tELLCRS. 

Hope,  G.  W. 
Stewart,  J. 


Perceval,  Colonel 
Rushbrooke,  Colonel 


Goulburn,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Packe,  C.  W. 

List  of  the  Nobs. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 


TELLBRS. 

Mackentie,  W.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 


Aplionby.  H.  A.^ 
Ainswortn,  P. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruges,  W.  U.  L, 
Buller,  C. 
Bttller^Sir  J.  Y. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Divett,  E. 
Dundas,  D. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Evans,  W. 
I  Ewart,  W. 


Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hope,  hon.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes.  W.  B. 
Hurt,  F, 
Jones,  J. 
Kemble,  H» 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Marshall)  W, 
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Maule,  hoa.  F. 
Morris,  D. 
NorreySy  Sir  D.  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Philips,  M. 
Pigot,  rt.  hn.  D. 
Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
RuUierfurd,  rt,  bn.  A. 
Saliwey,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smiih,  R.  V. 
SomerTille,SirW.M. 
Stanley,  hon.  £•  J. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 


Strutt,  E. 
Thornely,  T. 
Trotter,  J, 

Vivian,  rt.hn.SirR.H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Westenra,  hon.  U.  R. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
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It  was  ultimately  arranged,  that  the 
third  reading  should  be  postponed  until 
the  following  evening. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  3,  1841. 

BliiroTiB.]  Sakb  Read  •  flrrt  time :— Seiran  t  MiHtia 
Ballota  Suipomioa;  Turnpike  Roadii  Court  Houmi 
(Irelaad)  t  Stamp  Dutia i  Law  Prooeediogit  Madliouaef 
(SeoUand)  {  Qidnaiioe  Sunrej. 

FatitloDB  prewnted.  By  the  Duke  of  WelUagtoo,  the  Earl 
of  Winchllsea*  the  Earl  of  Warwick*  Lord  Beaumont,  the 
Earl  of  Harewood,  the  Duke  of  Buodeugh,  and  otter 
noble  Lordst  flram  Somenet,  Notfolkf  Hampihire,  Can- 
terbury, Warwiduhire,  OxfbRiihire>  Lineolnahire,  North- 
amptonahize,  and  other  pIaoea»  agaiiiat  Alteration  of  the 
Caf»>)»wt.— By  the  Earl  of  Roaebery,  Eail  FittwilUam, 
the  Earl  of  LIdifleld,  Laid  Portmn.  and  other  noble 
Lords,  from  Sttrling.  Great  Yarmovth,  Dundee,  HaatingB, 
Straod,  Birmingham,  and  other  plaeei,  fbr  a  Repeal  of 
tile  Gom-lawB. — By  the  Duke  of  Rutland,  from  Leicea- 
ter  in  favour  of  Chuidi  Batai.— By  Lord  Portman,  from 
a  place  in  Staflbrdahire,  fixr  the  Abolition  of  Church 
Ratea. 

Arms  (Ireland).]  Viscount  Dun- 
cannm  having  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  considering  the  objections  of  the 
Commons  to  the  amendments  made  by 
their  Lordships  in  this  bill,  briefly  stated 
the  import  of  those  amendments  to  be 
this— that  by  the  insertion  of  the  word 
**  and"  for  **  or,''  it  rendered  it  neoessarv 
to  apply  for  a  license  to  keep  arms,  both 
to  the  clerk  of  petty  sessions,  and  to  the 
quarter  sessions  also.  This  it  was  con- 
sidered would  lead  to  great  inconvenience 
and  unnecessary  annoyance,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  had,  consequently, 
refused  to  concur  in  these  amendments. 
What  he  had  now  to  do  was  to  move  that 
their  Lordships  should  not  insist  upon 
their  amendments. 

The  Earl  of  Charlewlle  said  that  al- 
though he  believed,  from  information  he 
had  received,  that  the  precaution  proposed 
b]f  the  amendments  was  a  very  necessary 


one,  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland,  yet 
he  should  not  press  their  Lordships  to  ad- 
here to  those  amendments,  on  the  present 
occasion,  as  their  so  doing  might  lead  to 
the  loss  of  the  bill. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Jews'  Declaration.]  The  Marquees 
of  Bute,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
this  bill,  said  that  its  object  was  to  enable 
persons  belonging  to  the  Jewish  persua- 
sion to  hold  those  municipal  offices  to 
which  they  might  be  elected  by  their  feJ- 
low-citizens.  Before  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Bill,  Jews  were  not  excluded 
from  the  office  of  commissioner  of  light- 
ing, paving,  &c.,  in  the  different  boroughs, 
but  by  a  clause  in  that  bill  they  were  ex- 
cluded from  all  the  town  council.  Now» 
the  duties  which  a  commissioner  had  to 
perform  were  the  same  as  those  of  a  town 
councillor,  and  therefore  he  was  quite  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  any  distinction  was 
made ;  but  he  thought  he  could  put  the 
case  of  the  Jews  on  a  higher  ground. 
They  were  all  aware  that  many  of  the 
Dissenters  in  this  country  not  only  refused 
to  pay  church  rates  but  also  to  pay  tithes. 
But  the  Jews  had  always  behaved  in  a 
very  different  manner  towards  the  Estab* 
lished  Church ;  and,  if  the  question  were 
between  the  Jews  and  the  Dissenters,  he 
should  say  that  the  Jews  had  on  that 
ground  a  prior  claim  to  the  indulgence  of 
Parliament.  The  present  state  of  the  law 
was  such  that  it  could  be  evaded  by  any 
of  these  parties  at  any  time,  and  on  those 
grounds,  therefore,  he  moved  that  the  bill 
be  read  a  second  time. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  said 
that  it  was  always  with  pain  he  opposed 
any  measure  the  object  of  which  was  to 
relieve  any  portion  of  her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects from  oisabilities  under  *  which  they 
laboured.  The  noble  Mafquess  had  made 
use  of  one  argument  to  which  he  (the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  must  say  he 
attached  no  weight.  The  noble  Marquess 
said  that,  whilst  many  Dissenters  were  vio- 
lent in  their  attacks  on  the  Established 
Church,  no  such  violence  had  been  ex- 
hibited by  the  Jews.  He  fully  admitted 
that.  Some  Dissenters  might  have  used 
strong,  he  might  say  offensive,  expressions 
towards  the  Establishment,  but  they  were 
Christians,  and  it  was  not  the  feelings  or 
character  of  individuals  on  a  question  of 
this  sort  to  which  he  would  refer,  but  the 
opinions  which  they  professedly  held.   He 
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said  nothing  against  the  character  of  the 
Jews  as  a  nation — his  objection  was  only 
to  their  religion — a  religion  which  was  es- 
sentially and  decidedly  hostile  to  the  faiih 
of  Christ,  and  which  was  founded  on  the 
supposition  that  that  faith  was  a  tissue  of 
fraud  and  imposture.  This  was  a  first 
attempt,  but  if  successful  it  would  tend  to 
the  admission  of  Jews  to  Parliament,  and, 
if  they  took  part  in  framing  and  adminis- 
teiing  our  laws,  we  should  no  longer  be  an 
exclusifely  Christian  country.  He  enter- 
tained no  uncharitable  feelings  towards 
the  Jews.  It  would  be  unchristian  in  him 
to  do  so,  and  he  would  be  happy  to  see  all 
the  Powers  of  Europe  uniting  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  both  Jews  and  Christians 
in  the  Ottoman  dominions.  This  bill 
might  satisfy  the  ambitious  view  of  a  few 
individuals,  but  it  could  not  increase  the 
comfort  or  happiness  of  the  great  portion 
of  the  Jewish  people.  For  these  reasons 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  propose  that  this 
bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

The  Marquess  of  Bute  said  that  his 
motive  in  supporting  this  measure  was  cer- 
tainly not  to  gratify  the  ambitious  views 
of  any  individuals,  but  from  a  sincere  con- 
viction that  the  Jewish  people  ought  to  be 
relieved  from  the  stigma  now  attached 
to  them. 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents 
Present  25 ;  Proxies  23  :  -48.  Not  Con- 
tents  Present  23  ;  Proxies  24  :-^47.  Ma- 
jority 1. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursdatff  June  3,  1841. 

M rNVTMO    Bilb.    Read  a  ftrat time:— Eedaiatdeal  Com- 
miuioii€n.~Refld  a  third  time :— AMciied  Taxet  Com- 


FttiUona  prtacated.  By  Mr.  Childen.  Cokmel  LaqgtoD. 
Mr.  Pease,  Mr.  Evans,  Mr.  Raikes  Cuxrie,  Mr.  ViUien, 
Sir  E.  WUmot,  Sir  R.  HiU,  Mr.  Scholefleld,  Mr.  Wynn 
BlHi,  Mr.  Hume,  and  Kreml  other  hon.  Member*,  from 
Buckingham,  Barnard  Caitle,  Derbyibire,  Stallbrd,  War- 
«iduhlie,  Shropihire,  Birmingham,  Tariout  plaoei  in 
Lelecetenhfape,  and  a  great  many  other  plaoea,  fte  an  Al- 
teration or  Rqpeal  of  the  Com-lAwi. 

cokfidencb  in  the  ministry — 
Adjourned  Debate.  (Fourth  Day).] 
Tlie  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Colquhmm  was  sorry  he  did  not 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  Linculushire  in 
his  place,  for  after  the  phials  of  wrath 
which  he  had  poared  out  upon  his  right 


hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
it  was  impossible  that  he  should  not  advert 
to  his  extraordinary  speech.     Extraordi- 
nary it  appeared  to  him  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, but  more  extraordinary,  be- 
cause, since  he  had  come  into  that  House, 
an  hon.  Friend  had  put  into  his  hand  a 
record  of  the  votes  given  by  that  hon. 
Member  whilst  he  occupied  a  Tory  nomi- 
nation borough.  He  found  this  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  eloquent  on  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land, voting  again  and  again  against  the 
Catholic  claims,  and  there  was  only  one 
speech  of  this  hon.  Gentleman,  who  could 
not  bear  to  tear  himself  from  the  side  of 
the  Reformers— the  only  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire  which  he 
found  recorded  was  a  speech  of  the  28th 
of  February,  1 822,  in  which  he  denounced 
with  the  utmost  cpntempt  the  measure  of 
Parliamentary   reform.      Then  this  hon. 
Gentleman  said  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
— *'  You  have  been  true  to  party,  but  false 
to  principle.''    Yes ;    it  was  true,  that 
there  were  men  who  did   abandon  the 
emoluments  of  place,  and  the  connections 
which  grew  out  of  it,  when  a  high  and 
imperious  principle  demanded  the  sacri- 
fice.    He  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
what  he  thought  of  those  who,  on  a  very 
vital  question,  proved  true  to  party,  and  a 
party  to  which  they  had  very  recently  at- 
tached themselves,  but  false  to  their  prin- 
ciples ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  in  that 
earnest  and  eloquent  speech  which  be  de- 
livered last  night  had  said,  that  party  con- 
nections were  of  the  greatest  value  in  or- 
der to  carry  great  principles.     But  what 
should  they  say  of  those  hon.  Members 
who,  when  their  most  valuable  principles 
were,  by  their  own  confessions,  assailed 
by  the  Government,  still  continued  their 
support  to  Government  ?    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Handley)  was 
very  anxious  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn- 
laws.    He  would  not  enter  into  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  fears  upon  the  question.    He 
did  not  think  the  revision  of  the  Corn- 
laws  was  at  all  unadvisable ;    but  he  waa 
surprised  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
clared, that  according  to  the  great  princi- 
l^ies  ol'  hit*  political  creed,  be  would  rap- 
port the  Qoveroment  on  a  motion  of  vote 
of  confidence  in  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  said  last  night 
he  put  himself  forward  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  heavy  agricultural  party  of  the 
county  of  Lincoln.  He  did  not  know  wfae- 
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ther  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aualified  to 
be  such,  but  it  did  strike  him  that  he  was 
better  qualified  to  serve  in  a  squadron 
which  some  long^  time  ago  was  called  by  a 
very  curious  name,  the  squadrone  volantes 
who  figured  in  the  Scotch  Parliament  at 
the  time  of  the  union.  They  were  at  the 
same  time  friends  of  both  parties,  giving 
their  votes  on  an  emergency  when  the  ba- 
lance of  parties  required  it«^giving  their 
votes  sometimes  to  one  party  and  some- 
times to  another,  securing  the  confidence 
of  neither ;  welcomed  by  both  when  they 
came  to  them,  but  trusted  by  none,  and  at 
last,  when  the  emergency  had  passed 
away  that  made  the  assistance  looked  for, 
distrusted  by  all,  condemned  by  the  pub- 
lic, and  repudiated  by  both  parties.  He 
did  not  see  the  Judge  Advocate  in  his 
place.  He  turned  to  his*  speech  with 
great  aatisfaction,  because  it  was  a  speech 
characterised  by  honesty  of  intention  and 
by  great  ability ;  but  he  confessed,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  put  forward 
some  opinions  which  rather  surprised  him. 
When  nis  right  hon.  Friend  said  he  wanted 
to  know  what  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Conservative  side  of  the  House 
aought  fbr  the  public  confidence — what 
measures  they  had  brought  forward  which 
seemed  deserving  of  such  confidence — 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  put  forward 
auch  questions,  he  (Mr.  Colauhoun)  was 
indeed  surprised.  He  thougnt  it  a  most 
extraordinary  question  to  put  to  an  oppo- 
sition, and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wotild  read  the  annals  of  parliamentary 
warfare,  he  would  find,  that  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  opposition  to  tell  on  what 
f^rotinds  they  claimed  public  confidence. 
But  he  (Mr.  Colqnhoun)  would  briefly  re- 
fer k>  some  of  the  measures  which  he  had 
paMed  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
opposition  side  of  the  House.  When  the 
Jainaica  Bill  was  brought  forward,  was  it 
not  (he  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tam worth,  who  had  concocted  it? 
Was  not  the  Canada  Bill,  was  not  the 
ElMtions  Committee  Bill,  was  hot  the 
IHih  Tithe  Bill,  was  not  the  Irish  Muni- 
tn'pal  Bill,  passed  through  the  instrament- 
amy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet?  He 
confessed,  that  one  proposition  laid  down 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  surprised  him.  He 
said,  that  the  proposition  which  they 
maintained  was,  that  a  Government  una- 
ble to  proceed  mtth  measures  which  they 
deemed  important  for  the  |niblic  interest 
sbouhi  resign  upon  the  first  defeat.     He 
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Mr.  Colquhoun)  looked  across  the  Houae, 
or  he  thought  he  must  find  there  a  Go- 
vernment just  entered  upon  office,  but  in- 
stead of  that  he  found  a  Government  that 
had  been  in  office  sii  years,  and  bad 
brought  forward  measures  on  which  the 
House  had  expressed  their  opinion,  yet 
they  were  told  they  were  unable  to  pro- 
nounce whether  the  Government  were  or 
were  not  worthy  of  the  confidence  of 
that  House.  But  the  next  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  if 
they  could  not  carry  measures  necessary 
for  the  public  service,  it  was  their  duty  to 
resign  or  dissolve.  If  that  was  true  in 
1841  it  was  true  also  in  preceding  years. 
Why,  then,  did  not  Government  act  upon 
it  in  1838,  when  a  great  measure  affecting 
the  Irish  Church  was  negatived?  Why 
did  they  not  act  upon  it  in  1 839,  when 
they  were  defeated  on  the  Canada  and 
Jamaica  measures?  Why  did  they  not 
act  upon  it  in  1840,  when  they  were 
twelve  times  soundly  beaten  on  most  im- 
portant question  ?  Why  did  they  not,  on 
these  occasions,  resign  their  offices,  or  ap- 
peal to  the  country?  Oh,  but  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  said,  this  was  a  special  case; 
it  was  a  special  case  of  finance ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Colquhoiin)  was  afraid  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  special  case  would  have  been 
made  a  general  one.  For,  after  all  their 
beatings,  on  f^uestions,  too.  of  the  utmost 
importance,  their  motto  still  seemed  to  be^ 
"  Tu  pulsas  ego  vapulo  ionium^  which 
he  would  freely  translate  thus, — **  Thpash 
us  as  you  will,  expose  us  as  you  please, 
roll  us  in  the  dirt,  trample  under  foot  our 
measures,  expose  us  to  the  contempt  and 
obloquy  of  the  country  as  you  may,  only 
leave  us  office  ;  we  will  cling  to  it  even 
without  power ;  for  it  we  will  abandon  all 
our  principles,  and  trust  you  to  manage 
the  policv  of  the  country."  His  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Judge  Advocate,  tailed  very 
loudlv  last  night  about  a  dissolution,  and 
stated,  that  they  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  prepared  for  a  dissolution.  It  was 
true,  that  on  that  side  of  the  House  they 
had  dared  her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment to  a  dissolution,  but  until  the  present 
time  they  had  feared  to  meet  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  had  referred  to  the 
precedent  of  Mr.  Pitt.  He  could  recol- 
lect the  tinie  when  the  ex-Meml>er  for 
Westminster  would  have  denounced  Mr. 
Pitt.     But  BOW  such  was  the  nakedness 
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of  his  argument,  that  he  was  obliged  to 
refer  to  Mr.  Pitt's  words.  He  would  now 
allude  to  the  statements  of  the  man  of 
very  diflferent  principles  to  Mr.  Pitt ;  he 
alluded  to  M.  Fox.  After  quoting  from 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Fox,  in  1784,  the  hon. 
Member  begged  to  ask  whether,  upon  the 
showing  of  Mr.  Fox,  the  present  Minis- 
ters were  justified  in  keeping  their  places 
ever  since  1838,  fVom  which  time  they 
had  been  unable  to  pass  any  one  approved 
measure.  He  would  ask  them  whethar 
they  considered  such  tenacity  to  office  was 
consistent  with  their  duty ;  if  they  could 
not  conduct  the  business  of  the  country 
in  that  House  it  was  their  dutv  to  appeal 
to  the  people,  either  by  a  dissolution,  or  in 
some  other  manner.  But  in  all  these  re« 
ferences  to  the  times  and  conduct  of  Mf. 
Pitt,  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  Minister's 
situation  was  very  different  from  that  of 
her  Majesty's  Government.  Mr.  Pitt  was 
possessed  of  the  undoubted  confidence  of 
the  Crown,  and  he  believed  he  had  that  of 
the  people,  and  in  that  belief  he  was  fully 
justified,  for  when  a  general  election  took 
place,  he  was  supported  by  a  large  ma- 
jority. Now,  had  the  Ministers  possessed, 
did  they  believe  they  possessed  the  coq- 
fidence  of  the  people  since  the  year  1838? 
No;  in  defiance  of  the  well-known  opin* 
ions  of  the  people  out  of  doors,  and  in 
the  faoe  of  those  in  that  House,  whose 
confidence  they  did  not  possess,  they 
maintained  their  places.  He  would  ask 
in  what  more  dangerous  position  eooU 
they  place  the  Crown.  They  maintained 
office  without  the  power  of  carrying  a 
single  measure  which  they  deemed  essen- 
tial to  the  welfare  of  the  country.  Now, 
although  he  was  well  aware,  that  the 
loyalty  of  the  people  was  not  to  be  shaken; 
that  it  was  inoomitable,  still  he  contended, 
that  they  were  placing  the  Crown  in  a 
most  dangerous  and  most  difficult  position. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  had  been  indignant 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  tha  Member 
for  Tamworth,  because  he  had  called  the 
Government  an  oscillating  one;  and  he 
said,  was  it  an  oscillating  Government 
which  had  carried  so  many  measures 
which  he  enumerated  ?  The  policy  pur« 
sued  by  the  Government  was,  that  of 
throwing  themselves  to  the  right  and  then 
to  the  left,  in  order  to  adjust  the  tmlance 
of  power.  That  was  their  only  resourct, 
under  the  very  skilful  guidance  of  the 
noble    Lord.    The   Government,  for  in- 


stance, appealed  at  one  time  to  the  sym- 
pathies of  such  men  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury  and  others,  sincere  flriends 
of  the  Church,  and  at  another  time  to 
Gentlemen,  such  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  and  others,  who  advocated  the 
voluntary  system.  Now  how,  he  would 
ask,  could  any  straightford  Ministry  con« 
tinue  to  follow  up  such  a  line  of  policy  ? 
In  1836  the  noble  Lord  opposite  sup- 
ported some  Church  and  Conservative 
measures,  and  the  noble  Lord  then  op« 
posed  the  motion  for  expelling  the  Bishops 
from  the  House  of  Lords.  A  similar 
course  was  pursued  in  1837  and  1838.  In 
1839  the  scheme  of  national  education 
was  brought  forward  for  the  purpose  of 
redressing  the  balance.  It  was  the  same 
on  subjects  of  general  policy.  In  1836, 
the  Canada  question  was  deferred,  from 
an  apprehension  of  displeasing  the  extreme 
Liberal  party ;  but  in  1838,  certain  mea- 
sures were  adopted  in  regard  to  Canada, 
which  led  to  a  defection  in  the  Ministerial 
ranks.  In  1839,  however,  when  the  Govern- 
ment, who  had  l>een  defeated  on  the  Ja- 
maica question,  again  returned  to  power, 
they  thought  it  proper  to  take  some  step 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  extreme 
party,  and  the  ballot  was  accordingly 
made  an  open  question.  That  system  of 
compromise  went  on.  In  1840,  preoisely 
the  same  system  was  pursued.  Tnere  was 
a  declaration  by  the  hon.  Under-Secretary 
of  State,  of  attachment  to  the  Scotch 
Church,  which  was  re-echoed  by  the  Lord 
Advocate,  but  when  a  proposition  was 
brought  forward  to  support  the  Church, 
down  came  the  voluntary  principle  men 
and  the  Dissenters,  declaring,  that  if  such 
a  measure  were  proposed  they  would 
withdraw  their  support  from  the  Govern- 
ment, and  thus  everything  was  obliged  (o 
yield  to  the  system  of  compromise  ?  How 
bad  it  affected  their  finance  ?  The  samo 
system  had  obliged  them  to  pass 
the  penny  postage-*a  good  measure  in 
itself,  but  brought  forward  at  a  time  when 
they  were  in  circumstances  of  great  dif&- 
culty,  and  when  there  was  no  justifieatioo 
for  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Reading  had  said,  that  it  was  not  mate- 
rial to  the  question  in  what  state  the 
finance  of  the  country  were  left  in  tha 
hands  of  the  Government.  Now,  he 
thought,  that  most  material  to  the  oon- 
sideration  of  the  questbn  of  whether  tlie 
Government  possess  the  confidence  of 
thai  House.   If  they  received  the  finances 
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in  a  floariahing  condition,  and  left  a 
bankrupt  Excheqaer— if  they  bad  a  sur- 
plus of  a  million  in  1836,  and  ended  with 
a  surplus  expenditure  in,  he  hoped,  their 
last  year  of  office,  of  1,800,000Z.  did  not 
this  justify  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence. 
There  was  another  proceeding  in  which 
he  thought  the  Government  was  not  justi- 
fied. They  had  been  cutting  and  carving 
out  commissions,  with  what  object  he  did 
not  know.  He  could  not  tell  the  amount, 
but  upwards  of  800,000/.  had  been  doled 
out  among  800  Baronets,  Majors  in  the 
army,  ex-M.P's.,  lawyers  of  six  years' 
standing,  and  other  claimants  for  services 
rendered,  in  the  shape  of  new  commis- 
sions and  appointments  at  home  and  in 
the  colonies,  in  order  to  stop  the  mouths 
of  clamorous  partisans.     Then,  with  re- 

fard  to  the  foreign  policy  pursued  by  her 
lajesty's  Government,  had  that  been  con- 
ducted in  a  manner  beneficial  to  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  this  country?  Com- 
plaints had  been  lodged  against  tlie  Go- 
vernment on  the  score  of  their  foreign 
policy,  not  merely  by  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  but  by 
Liberal  Members,  by  the  hon.  Members 
for  Lambeth,  for  Manchester,  Lancaster, 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  others.  Upon 
all  these  grounds,  he  must  say,  that  he 
possessed  no  confidence  in  her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  therefore  he  felt  bound 
to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  It  was  clear,  that  they 
had  no  power  to  carry  any  one  measure 
which  they  brought  forward.  But,  find- 
ing that  they  were  in  a  falling  state,  they 
had  all  at  once  become  the  clamorous 
advocates  of  principles  which  they  had 
hitherto  neglected  to  enforce.  He  called 
upon  boa.  Gentlemen  who  occupied  the 
opposite  benches,  to  bring  to  an  end  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  which  was  most 
dangerous  and  unsatbfactory,  no  business 
being  done,  no  practical  legislation  being 
brought  forward,  and  none  of  those 
schemes  of  reform  and  amendment  being 
submitted  to  the  House  which  were  said 
to  be  so  necessary  for  the  public  good. 
Let  an  appeal  then  be  made  to  the  coun- 
try, so  that  a  Government  may  be  estab- 
lished possessing  sufficient  strength  and 
ability  to  execute  the  public  business  of 
the  oounUy.  That  such  would  be  the 
case  he  had  very  little  doubt,  for  of  the 
Dfesent  Government  he  might  say,  as  Mr. 
Burke  once  said— 

<< Malsdnimstration  has   ran   its  course; 


there  is  not  a  move  left  on  the  boards  the 
Government  is  checkmated." 

Mr.  O'ConneU  said,  he  had  three  groundi 
of  complaint  against  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  In  the  first  place, 
he  had  not  read  the  resolution  before  the 
House ;  in  the  second  place,  he  had  taken 
an  unfair  liberty  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire,  who  was  absent;  and, 
thirdly,  he  had  totally  concealed  his  real 
antipathy  to  the  present  Ministry.    The 
hon.  Member  could  not  have  read  the 
resolution,   because  there  was  not  one 
word  in  it  about  the  confidence  of  the 
country ;  it  spoke  only  of  the  confidence 
of  the  House ;  and  there  was  a  great  dif« 
ference  between   the  two  points.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  taken  a 
leaf  out  of  the  book  of  the  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln,  for,  like  him,  he  had 
spoken  of  commission  after  commission, 
exactly  as  the  gallant  Member  was  in  the 
habit  of  doing.     But  as  to  the  sincerity  of 
the  motives  of  the  hon.  Member  in  Uios 
attacking  the  Government,  he  believed  it 
to  be  grounded  in  the  fact,  that  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  had  thrown  off  the  shackles 
of  bigotry,  and  had  endeavoured  to  re- 
spect the  religious  feelings  of  all  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  to  do  full  justice  to 
them.    The  hon.  Member  had  attacked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  in  strong 
terms,  accusing  him  of  inconsistency.    If 
bis  recollection  did  not  deceive  him,  there 
was  once  a  Member  for  Kilmarnock,  who 
advocated  the  Reform  Bill,  and  appeared 
favourable  to  Radicalism ;  yet  he  was  now 
found  on  the  opposite  benches,  the  ardent 
friend  of  that  party  wbich  was  opposed  to 
the  Reform  Bill  througbout.     Was  the 
hon.  Member,  then,  the  person  to  charge 
others  with  political  inconsistency  ?    If  he 
were  not  mistaken,  there  were  still  greater 
chargesjalleeed  against  thehon.  Gentleman, 
but  upon  that  be  would  not  enter  on  the 
present  occasion.  There  was  an  attempt  by 
the  varimted  party  opposite  to  seize  tbe 
reins  of  Government.    That  was  their  ob* 
ject.    But  the  House  would  not  be  led 
away  by  special  pleading  on  the  histortei 
of  past  Government.     No  attempt  of  the 
kind  had  ever  been  made  with  greaur 
political  courage.    He  believed  it  bad  the 
full  merit  of  gf^nt  political  courage;  be 
would  not  caU  it  a  noUe  daring,  becaute 
the  purity  of  that  daring  would  depend 
upon  the  object  of  the  attempt,  aod  tlie 
manner  of  executing  it.    Tbe  qoestion 
before  the  House  should  be  debated  upoa 
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the  claims  of  the  present  Opposition  to 
hold  the  reins  of  Government.  The  Op- 
position had  to  establish^  that  their  prin- 
ciples were  those  upon  which  the  Admi- 
nistration of  the  country  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted, and  those  which  the  House  ought 
to  sanction.  But  they  had  been  exceed- 
ingly cautious  upon  that  head.  They  had 
not  told  the  House  what  they  would  do 
for  the  country  if  they  got  into  power; 
they  had  totally  refrained  from  committing 
themselves  to  any  system  of  political  go- 
vernment for  this  country.  Not  one  word 
had  dropped  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  show  the  way  in  which  he  intended  to 
administer  the  affairs  of  the  country,  or 
how  he  would  alter  the  present  foreign 
policy;  he  was  totally  silent  upon  that 
subject.  Not  one  word  had  been  spoken 
throughout  the  debate  by  any  single 
Member  of  the  Opposition  which  would 
tend  to  give  the  slightest  information 
upon  that  important  (question.  Neither 
had  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  from  the  Opposition 
benches,  succeeded  in  impeaching  any 
one  of  the  proceedings  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  [Heart  hear.]  Could  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Oppositionbencheshave 
done  better  with  regard  to  foreign  policy  ? 
Could  they  have  been  more  successful  in 
China  and  in  India?  Could  they  have 
established  a  better  system  of  colonial  go- 
vernment? Peace  and  tranquillity  reigned 
in  all  the  colonies,  and  the  great  and  ma- 
jestic experiment  of  liberating  800,000 
human  beings  had  succeeded  beyond  the 
most  sanguine  expectations  of  its  warmest 
promoters.  At  home  many  abuses  had  been 
rectiBed,  many  grievances  ameliorated,  and 
many  useful  measures  of  essential  benefit 
to  the  country  carried  into  operation  by  the 
present  Government.  He,  therefore,  felt 
bound  to  support  them,  and  he  called 
upon  the  House  to  support  them.  What 
was  there  to  call  for  a  change  of  the  Ad- 
ministration ?  It  was  not  to  be  found  in 
the  foreign  policy,  nor  in  the  colonial 
policy,  nor  in  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  England ;  nor,  above  all,  was 
there  to  be  found  in  the  administration  of 
the  affairs  of  Ireland  any  reason  for  a 
change  of  the  Ministry.  In  England,  her 
Majesty's  Government  had  maintained 
order  and  peace  in  the  time  of  turbulence 
and  public  commotion.  They  had  vindi- 
-cated  the  law,  they  had  punished  the 
delinquents,  they  had  established  public 
tranquillity,  and  removed  even  the  slight- 
V0L.LVI1I.    {2£J} 


est  apprehension  of  its  being  disturbed. 
That  had  been  their  policy  in  England. 
What  had  been  their  policy  in  Ireland  ? 
Were  he  to  describe  it  in  one  word,  he 
should  say,  that  they  had  done  justice  to 
the  country  as  far  as  they  could.  He 
knew  there  were  those  who  would  heap 
iniquity  upon  the  country,  and  they  were 
the  first  to  sneer  at  the  notion  of  justice 
being  done  to  it.  Yes,  he  would  defy 
any  man  to  look  at  home,  and  to  look  at 
Ireland,  and  to  point  out  any  period  dur« 
ing  which  any  Government  had  conducted 
itself  towards  that  country  as  the  present 
Administration  had.  When  was  there  a 
period  when  the  interests  of  party  had  not 
been  preferred  to  those  of  the  people, 
when  faction  did  not  prosper  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  country,  and  when  the  rights 
of  the  few  were  not  maintained  to  the 
neglect  of  those  of  the  many  ?  But  there 
was  no  such  instance  in  the  history  of  the 
present  Administration,  though  they  had 
not  been  able,  indeed,  to  effect  all  they 
would  have  done.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last,  notwithstanding  his  care 
to  avoid  touching  upon  the  mode  in  which 
the  Opposition  would  wish  to  govern  Ire- 
land, let  slip  an  expression  which  was  a 
sufficient  key  to  it.  He  said,  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Bill  had  been  corrected 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tamworth,  and  his  party.  That  was 
the  way  they  would  act  towards  Ireland, 
depriving  the  people  of  the  franchise,  and 
limiting  their  municipal  and  national 
rights,  and,  under  the  pretence  of  per- 
fecting legislation,  inflict  additional  abuses. 
But  did  they  think  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  submit  to  such  insults  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  might  have  corrected  the 
Municipal  Reform  Bill,  but  it  was  in  an 
adverse  sense.  The  correction,  as  it  was 
called,  marked  the  disposition  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  his  party 
would  govern  Ireland,  if  they  were  in 
power.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  de« 
clared,  that  the  Government  did  not  pos- 
sess a  majority  in  that  House.  They  did 
possess  a  majority  once<  But  how  had 
they  lost  it  ?  Had  they  not  lost  it  by 
liberal  candidates  being  beaten  at  the 
several  isolated  elections  which  had  taken 
place  of  late  ?  And  did  not  everyone 
know,  that  in  every  one  of  those  cases  the 
most  palpable  and  disgraceful  bribery  had 
been  exercised  to  produce  the  result  [No.] 
He  repeated  the  accusation,  and  he  would 
assert,  moreover^  that  other  instrumental- 
2M 
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ities  had  been  brought  into  operation  to 
procure  the  return  of  Members  to  strengthen 
the  ranlcs  oF  the  Opposition.  That  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  called  a  proof  of 
public  confidence  was  a  proof  only  of  the 
corruption  of  the  constituencies  and  the 
degradation  of  public  morals.  If  the 
franchise  were  extended,  and  the  ballot 
given  to  the  electors^  that  bribery  and 
corruption^  which  was  now  so  rife,  would 
be  at  an  end.  But  what  chance  had  the 
country,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  came 
into  power  of  obtaining  an  extension  of 
the  franchise,  or  the  protection  of  the 
ballot  ?  What  measures  that  would  bene* 
fit  tiie  country  were  likely  to  come  from 
them  ?  They  would  make  the  franchise 
noore  restricted,  if  they  could,  and  they 
certainly  would  take  care  to  withhold  the 
ballot.  If  this  country  had  nothing  to 
expect  from  them  what  would  be  the  state 
of  Ireland  ?  The  plausible  hypocrisy  of 
legislation  would  be  of  no  avail  there ; 
the  people  of  Ireland  Vi^ere  convinced  of 
the  wickedness  of  that  faction  which  had 
so  long  oppressed  them,  and  of  the  per- 
nicious impolicy  of  their  measures.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  no  reason  to 
boast  of  the  success  of  his  Irish  measures. 
He  had  prophesied  to  the  nOble  Lord 
som^  years  ago,  that  the  tithe  rent  charge 
would  double  the  amount  of  disturbance 
In  Ireland,  and  now  he  could  tell  him, 
that  discontent  ot)  that  subject  was  spread- 
ing far  and  wide.  Within  the  last  fbw 
yearSj  there  had  beeh  f^wer  agrarian  out- 
rages in  Ireland,  than  at  any  former  pe- 
riod of  its  history,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  the  landlords  atid  in-coming  ten. 
ants,  finding  themselves  in  a  state  of  se-* 
curity,  clearances  had  been  going  on  in 
every  quarter,  wretches  had  been  ejected 
ToTil  thsic^cottages  and  small  holding!), 
and  numbed  of  them  driven  out  of  the 
country  or  reduced  to  Itarve  in  the  ditches. 
These  horrors  had  accumulated  till  the  hi- 
deous reaction  of  crime  had  created  terror 
on  the  other  side.  Within  the  last  fort* 
night,  two  of  the  most  horrid  murders  eter 
known  in  Ireland,  had  been  committed 
flrom  this  cause.  They  had  not  been 
committed  on  unpopular  persons,  who 
had  taken  a  decided  part  aeainst  the  inter- 
etts  or  feelings  of  the  people.  No,  on  the 
contrary,  the  unfortunate  objects  of  them 
had  been  decided  supporters  df  popular 
principles -t-he  alluded  to  the  cases  of  Mr. 
Hail  and  Mr.  Butler  Bryan.  If  the  party 
opposite  came  Into  power,  and  the  magis- 


trates and  the  bench  were  filled  ap  with 
decided  partisans,  with  partisan  juries  to 
beck  them — if  the  people  saw  every  place 
of  authority  occupied  by  their  enemies — 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might  treat  his 
assertion  with  lightneM  or  scorn — bet  the 
conseqiiences  whioh  would  ensue  bad 
already  been  written  in  characters  of 
blood  in  the  history  of  Ireland,  and  would 
again  be  written  in  still  darker  charactert, 
if  the  Government  were  changed  to  unli- 
mited despotism.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel)  bad  been  five 
years  Secretary  for*  Ireland,  and  had  had 
some  experience  in  the  system  which  his 
party  pursued  in  that  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet*s  predecessor  had  re- 
pealed the  Insurrection  Act  on  the 
ground  of  the  Increased  tranquillity 
of  the  country,  but  he  was  not  two 
years  in  office  till  he  came  down  to 
the  House  and  asked  for  three  coerdon 
bills,  the  Peace  Preservation  Bill,  the 
Assaults  Punishment  Bill|  and  the  Inser- 
rection  Act.  The^e  bills  were  enfbreed 
during  by  far  the  greater  part  of  the  time, 
that  the  right  boh.  Baronet  was  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  the  liberties  of  the  people 
were  annulled.  Twenty  counties  were  In 
a  Itate  of  disturbance  when  the  Hght  hen. 
BarOnet  had  applied  for  those  acta, 
after  having  proclaimed  himself  the 
champion  of  Orttngelsm ;  he  was  the  first 
man  who  had  become  the  eulogist  of  the 
Orangemen.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  frat 
fond  of  looking  into  Haniard:  iP  he  would 
would  ref^r  to  the  debate  of  18th  Joly» 
1814,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  woold  see, 
that  he  had  given  a  historical  account  of 
the  rise  and  progress  of  Orangeisin,  whieh 
must  have  arisen  fVom  misapprehension  on 
his  part,  fbr  it  was  a  grosi  misapprehen- 
sion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  ended  hia 
speech  with  these  words  t*— ^ 

*'  So  far  from  the  Orange  Societv  tieing  lia- 
ble to  the  imputations  cast  upon  (hem,  iheir 
only  fkelt  was  the  exaberanee  of  leyeky.** 

Wat  this,  then,  the  man  to  whom  was  to 
be  entrusted  the  Government  of  Ireland  ? 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  recollected 
that  the  Orange  societies  had  been  con- 
demned by  an  unanimous  tote  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  could  he  still  believe 
that  their  Only  ftiutt  was  an  exuberance  of 
loyalty.  He  rememtiered  the  right  hon. 
BaronetV  administration  while  he  was  Se- 
cfetary  fbr  Irelatld.  What  was  the  state 
of  the  country  at  that  time  ?  Wat  theve 
any  man  appointed  tb  the  lAagtstfiey,  or 
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efl|««  of  any  kiiidt  who  bad  not  th6  shib- 
boleth  of  the  Orange  party  ?  No.  Every 
office  wae  Ailed  by  the  members  of  one 
ehareh»  and  by  adherents  of  the  Oo?em- 
meat  of  the  day.  Then  it  ^as,  that,  while 
going  circuiti  the  Attorney-general  ordered 
the  Chief  Justice  to  call  the  country  gen- 
tlemen into  his  private  chamber,  and  to 
argue  with  them  against  Catholic  emanci- 
pation. During  that  period,  the  whole  of 
the  county  magistracy  was  selected  from 
the  ranks  of  the  Orangemen,  What  step 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  take  when  he 
formed  a  yeomanry-  corps  in  Ireland  ? 
Out  of  the  32,000  which  constituted  that 
body,  19,000  were  drawn  out  of  the  pro* 
vinde  of  Ulster*  What  had  been  the  con- 
sequences ?  Scarcely  a  year  passed,  up 
to  1829,  in  which  several  persons  had  not 
been  shot  at  the  annual  Orange  demon* 
strations  x  sometimes  four,  and  never  less 
than  two  persons,  fell  annually  victims  to 
that  horrible  society.  The  same  spirit 
was  still  in  existence.  The  House  would 
be  surprised  to  hear^  that  the  Orangemen 
in  the  north  of  Ireland  had  opposed  the 
temperance  movement^they  had  ttirown 
stones  and  broken  the  windows  of  the 
Htiuse  in  which  men  who  had  taken  the 
temperance  pledge  bad  assembled  to  pass 
the  evening  in  sobriety.  The  Catholie 
urdbbishop  of  jhe  diocese,  Dr.  Croly,  had 
wai-ned  Father  Matthew  not  to  visit  it 
until  he  knew  whether  the  Orange  flarty 
li^tild  tolerate  the  temperance  movemeaC 
Then  again  with  respect  to  the  eonduet  of 
the  Judges  appointed  by  a  Tory  Govarn- 
meitt  and  those  appointed  by  the  present 
administration.  He  believed  thai  neither 
Sir  Michael  O'Loghlenf  nor  Baron  Brady, 
apfMiinled  by  the  present  tfinlstersi  had 
ever  attended  political  meetings.  There 
were  jadgeit  botrever,  io  the  north  of  ire- 
land  who  had  not  been  so  free  f^om  the 
spirit  of  party.  Some  Of  these  Judges  had 
remainea  too  long  on  the  beneh.  One  of 
them  bad  not  gone  circuit  for  these  three 
or  four  years ;  and  though  upwards  of 
eighty  years  of  age*  he  would  not  leave 
the  bench,  test  some  lawyer  favourable  to 
the  polidy  of  the  present  Government 
should  be  appditiied  to  his  situation. 
Wliat  signified  all  the  pretences  Of  gentle- 
men opposite  in  fkvonr  of  governing  Ire- 
land fairly^  When  ihey  fbund  that  the 
persons  whom  they  had  appointed  as 
Judges  wet^  men  who  had  not  scrupled  to 
say.  that  the  oexh  of  a  Catholic  was  not 
enttlted  to  the  same  weight  as  the  oath  of 


a  Protestant  ?-—  that  the  doctrine  of 
Maynooth  was,  that  no  regard  was  to  be 
paid  to  the  sanctity  of  an  oath  ?  What 
benefit,  he  would  ask,  would  ever  Ireland 
derive  from  a  Government  who  could  ap- 
point to  Irish  judicial  situations  persona 
who  ventured  to  make  assertions  of  this 
nature?  Was  that  House  prepared  to 
inflict  an  evil  of  that  description  on  the 
people  of  Ireland  ?  They  had  been  told 
that  there  was  no  reason  to  apprehend 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  inflict 
such  an  evil.  But  he  would  like  to  know 
how  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  expect 
to  be  supported  by  his  party,  if  he  did  not 
in  his  turn  support  his  party  by  acceding 
to  their  views.  Whatever  might  be  the 
feelings  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  this 
respect,  he  did  not  think  that  the  spirit  of 
his  party  could  be  restrained  whenever 
they  had  the  power  from  acting  on  the 
policy  which  they  had  formerly  pursued 
towards  Ireland.  They  had  now  been  out 
of  place  ten  years— they  had  been  atript 
of  power  and  plunder  during  that  period  \ 
but  this  had  only  served  to  increase  their 
malignity  towards  the  people  of  Ireland, 
whose  representatives  had  beeo  the  mean* 
of  keeping  them  so  long  oUt  of  office^  and 
there  was  now  a  greater  disposition  on  the 
part  of  Gentlemen  opposite  to  harass  the 
people  of  Ireland  than  had  ever  before 
existed.  Sdifefal  Members  in  the  oourae 
of  the  debate  had  alluded  to  the  union  of 
the  Toriee  and  Chartists.  It  was  true  that 
hon«  Gentlemen  opposite  bad  the  Chartists 
with  them  Just  now.  Some  said  that 
that  they  had  come  forward  voluntarily  to 
support  the  Conservatives,  while  others 
thought  that  some  substantial  induce^ 
ments  had  been  held  out  for  their  support* 
He  had  seen  a  prorlamation  issued  by 
their  leader,  Mr.  O'Connor,  from  his 
prison-housei  calling  on  the  Chartists  to 
support  the  Tories,  and  be  did  not  deny 
that  they  had  done  so.  But  how  long 
would  the  connection  subsist  should 
Gentlemen  opposite  come  into  power? 
Power  was  always  unpopular,  and  when 
the  Chartists  fbund  that  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  opposed  to  every  one 
of  the  principles  for  which  they  con- 
tended, did  they  imagine  that  there 
would  be  no  disappointment,  no  heart- 
burnings  on  their  part?  Might  not  ex- 
treme measures  be  ealled  for,  might  not 
their  allies  demand  untaxed  bread ;  if  so, 
did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  flatter  them- 
selves with  the  hope  that  they  should  be 
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able  to  control  the  power  with  whom  they 
were  now  leagued.  During  the  recent 
agitation  of  the  Chartists  in  England,  and 
the  disturbances  in  which  it  ended,  he 
begged  to  remind  the  House  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  scorned  their  assist- 
ance and  refused  their  aid.  The  trades- 
men and  operatives  of  Ireland  expelled 
their  leaders ;  they  said  to  them,. '*  You 
are  physical  force  men,  and  we  will  have 
nothing  to  say  to  you."  Ireland  threw  off 
the  Chartists,  and  the  Tories  of  England 
had  courted  and  received  their  aid.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  could,  per- 
haps, throw  some  light  on  this  alliance, 
for  he  had  certainly,  on  a  recent  occasion, 
obtained  their  support.  Ireland  scorned 
them,  but  Gentlemen  opposite  had  wel- 
comed them  with  courteous  tones.  What 
the  consequence  of  their  alliance  might  be 
he  did  not  like  to  contemplate.  If  disap- 
pointment should  arise,  and  disturbances 
again  occur,  would  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  ever  venture  to  reduce 
by  10,000,  the  troops  in  Ireland?  Would  he 
not,  on  the  contrary,  be  obliged  to  send 
over  bis  tens  of  thousands  to  that  unhappy 
country?  Now,  in  regard  to  the  recent 
measures  of  Government;  they  proposed 
to  increase  the  revenue,  and  to  relieve  the 
distresses  of  the  country  by  lessening 
taxation.  How  did  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite meet  that  proposal  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  said,  let  things  go 
on  as  they  have  done.  Did  they  mean  to 
diminish  taxation?  Did  they  insist  on 
keeping  up  the  price  of  bread  to  the 
wretched  artisan,  in  order  that  the  aristo- 
cracy might  command  the  luxuries  of 
life?  A  noble  Lord,  in  another  place,  had 
denounced  the  proposal  of  Government, 
because  it  would  impose  a  tax  on  bread. 
The  people  would  never  bear  it,  said  the 
noble  Lord.  Heaven  help  the  noble 
Lord  I  He  appeared  to  be  a  person  of  only 
one  idea.  His  Lordship  did  not  seem  to 
consider  the  protecting  duty  a  tax  which 
went  into  the  pockets  of  the  landlord,  but 
could  only  conceive  that  to  be  a  tax  which 
was  paid  into  the  public  treasury.  Did 
Gentlemen  opposite,  then,  object  to  mea- 
sures which  had  for  their  object  the  re- 
lief of  the  existing  distress?  Would  they 
come  forward  as  an  administration,  and 
insist  that  the  present  system  should  be 
continued  ? — that  the  people  of  England 
should  rest  content  with  less  bread  than 
they  were  entitled  to  ?  If  this  country  ad- 
mitted foreign  corn,  foreigners  would  be 


obliged  to  take  some  articles  in  exchange, 
and  the  condition  of  all  classes  would 
thereby  be  benefitted.  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  then,  refuse  to  enlarge  the 
markets  for  the  manufactures  of  this 
country?  Did  they  refuse  cheap  bread 
and  the  opportunity  to  the  working  classes 
of  obtaining  high  wages?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  not  consent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  slave- grown  sugar.  They  had 
arrived  at  a  delicate  period  of  their  poli- 
tical existence.  They  had  discovered  that 
they  were  the  great  advocates  of  anti- 
slavery,  without  ever  having  known  of  this 
before.  They  had  been  slumbering  hitherto, 
but  now  they  were  awake.  He  had  never, 
however,  received  any  encouragement  from 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  he  had  proposed 
to  admit  foreign  sugar  not  the  produce  ot 
slave  labour.  Gentlemen  seemed  amused 
at  what  he  had  stated,  but  he  would  take 
a  wider  range.  Had  they  ever  given  the 
slightest  hope  that  they  would  consent  to 
the  reduction  of  any  of  those  unproductive 
duties  which  increased  so  enormously  the 
price  of  various  articles  so  necessary  to 
the  comfort  of  the  people  ?  The  present 
Grovernment  were  ready  to  diminish  taxa- 
tion, and  thereby  to  increase  the  revenue. 
They  were  ready  to  give  cheap  bread,  and 
to  lessen  the  duties  on  other  articles  of 
great  importance  to  the  coi^suroer.  They 
were  ready  to  enlarge  the  market  for  the 
produce  of  this  country,  in  the  hope  that 
by  doing  so  they  would  benefit  all  classes 
of  the  community.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  declare  to  the  world  the 
principles  on  which  he  meant  to  carry  on 
his  administration.  How  would  he  govern 
Ireland  ?  After  the  recent  attempts  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  to  narrow  the  franchise  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
might  find  this  no  easy  task.  It  was  all 
very  well  for  Gentlemen  opposite  to  say, 
that  was  not  the  measure  of  the  right  hoii. 
Baronet.  It  was  all  very  well  for  them  to 
put  the  right  hon.  Baronet  forward  as  the 
decoy  duck ;  but  they  knew  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  succumb  to 
their  party  views,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Mrmber  for  North  Lancashire  was  ready 
to  their  hands,  if  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Baronet 
failed,  the  noble  Lord  might  succeed ;  he 
was  the  sweetener  of  their  cup  of  life ;  he 
was  the  man  who  would  redeem  any  fail- 
ings in  his  leader,  and  lead  his  followers  to 
the  temple  of  peace  and  tranquillity  ;  yes, 
he  congratulated  them  on  their  resources, 
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but  let  them  beware— the  patience  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  was  nearly  exhausted ; 
ihey  had  a  prospect  of  relief  so  long  as 
the  present  administration  remained  in 
office,  but  they  had  no  hope  if  Gentlemen 
opposite  came  into  power,  and  that  which 
they  endured  in  the  period  of  expectation 
became  insuflTerable  in  moments  of  de- 
spair. He  had,  therefore,  endeavoured  to 
do  his  duty.  He  protested  against  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  believ- 
ing that  Ministers  had  done  much  to  tran- 
quillize Ireland,  and  to  maintain  the  honour 
of  this  country  in  the  estimation  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  Lindsay  observed,  that  he  felt  that 
he  had  scarcely  a  right  to  intrude  any  ob- 
servations of  his  own  upon  the  House  at 
that  moment,  but  the  fact  was,  he  had 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  offering  an  apology 
to  the  House  for  having  so  loudly  ex- 
pressed his  denial  of  the  accusation  of 
bribery  which  had  been  made  against 
those  who  had  been  successful  in  the  re- 
cent elections  against  the  Government. 
He  begged  to  repeat  this  denial — and  to 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  that  he  had  been  altogether  mis- 
informed upon  that  subject.  He  would 
only  add  that,  so  far  as  the  borough  with 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  connected 
was  concerned,*  he  believed  he  had  had 
the  satisfaction  of  being  returned  by  the 
unbought  suflTiages  of  honest  and  inde- 
pendent electors^and  it  was  a  source  of 
peculiar  pleasure  to  him  that  one  of  the 
6rst  votes  he  had  been  called  upon  to  give, 
would  be  in  support  of  the  resolutions  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson:  Sir,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  who  has 
just  resumed  his  seat,  commenced  his 
speech  by  making  three  charges  against 
my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  fbr  Kilmar- 
nock (Mr.  Coiquhoan) ;  the  first  of  which 
was,  that  my  hon.  Friend  had  not  read  the 
resolution  now  before  the  House.  I  con- 
fess. Sir,  it  does  appear  to  me  somewhat 
strange,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
should  have  preferred  such  a  charge 
against  my  hon.  Friend,  who,  throughout 
his  speech,  did  apply  himself  most  ably, 
to  the  question  under  discussion,  whilst 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  not,  in 
his  rambling  and  discursive  speech,  of  an 
hour's  duration,  addressed  himself  for  a 
single  moment,  to  either  of  the  proposi- 
tions involved  in  the  resolution  now  before 


the  House.     [Oh!  from  Mr.  O'Connell]. 
Why  !  Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
be  pleased  to  point  out  the  single  sentence 
in  his  speech,  in  which  he  combated  the 
first  proposition  involved  in  the  resolution 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth ;    namely,  '*  that 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  sufficiently 
possess   the  confidence  of  the    House  of 
Commons,  to  enable  them  to  carry  through 
the  House,  measures  which  they  deem  of 
essential  importance  to   the   public  wel- 
fare ?"  This  proposition  has  not  even  been 
denied  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin ;    nor  has  any  Gentleman  at 
this  side  of  the  House,  throughout  this 
protracted  debate  (with  one  single  excep- 
tion), ventured  to  deny  it.     Nay,  its  truth 
has   been  admitted  by  them  all.     Well  I 
but  will  the  hon,  and  learned  Member  tell 
me,  what  portion  of  his  speech  applied  to 
the  second  branch  of  the  question;  viz. 
*'  that  the  continuance  of  those  Ministers 
in  office  under  such  circumstances,  is  at  va- 
riance with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  ?*' 
Sir,  I  must  in  the  next  place,  complain  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  for  the  un- 
fair manner  in  which  he  dealt  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Univer* 
sity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn).     Was 
it  usual  or  parliamentary  conduct  for  the 
hon.  Member  wilfully  to  repeat  a  misre- 
presentation  of  what  had    fallen  during 
the  debate  from  another  hon.  Member, 
sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  ? 
and  that  too,  after  the  explanation  of  my 
righi  hon  Friend  ;  and  after  another  hon.  - 
Member  had  apologised  for  misunderstand- 
ing, and  consequently  mis-statingwhat  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
Next  amongst  his  various  irrelevant  topics 
the    hon.   and    learned   Gentleman    has 
spoken  about  the  motion,  of  which  he  has 
given  notice,  for  the  admission  of  foreign 
sugar  into  this  country,  not  the  production 
of  slave  labour.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  stands  in  rather  an  awkward  posi- 
tion on  this  question,  for  he  has  committed 
himself  at  various  meetings,  as  the  un- 
compromising advocate  for  the  abolition 
of  slavery.    Then  a  motion  was  brought 
forward  by  Ministers,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  encouraging  the  slave-trade, 
when   the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
anxious  to  maintain  the  Ministers  in  their 
places,  and  yet  wishing  to  make  it  appear, 
that  he  was  consistent   in   opposing  the 
slave-trade,    he,    good-natured,   simple- 
minded  man,  said  he  would  propose  i^ 
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claoie  ID  commiite,  by  which  «i{;ar,  Ihe 
growth  of  free  labour  only,  should  be  ad- 
mitted into  this  country.  Why*  did  not 
the  hon.  and  learned  GentlemaOf  at  the 
very  moment  he  gave  that  notice,  know 
that  this  country  was  bound  by  treaty, 
under  circumstances  by  which  sugar,  the 
growth  of  slave  labour^  could  noi  be  ex- 
cluded ?  Nay,  was  he  not  told  that  such 
was  the  fact  and  the  state  of  the  law  at 
the  very  time  he  gave  his  notice  ?  And 
where  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
mao  when  the  House  went  into  Committee 
on  the  Sttg^r  Duties'  Bill,  and  when  that 
question  was  under  discussion  ?  Was  he 
in  his  place  ready  to  propose  his  clause 
in  committee,  or  was  he  at  Manchester 
leading  on  his  peaceful  Temperance  So- 
ciety*men  to  the  battle  with  the  Chartists, 
thus  giving  the  good  people  of  Manchester 
a  sample  of  our  Irish  tranquillity  ?  But  it 
would  be  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
to  no  purpose,  to  follow  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  through  his  dexterous 
conlrivances  for  setting  himself  up  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  said,  that  if  a 
Conservative  Government  were  to  exist  in 
Ireland,  there  would  be  nothing  but  bi- 
gotry and  intolerance  in  that  country.  1 
do  not  believe,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  obtain  credit  for  this 
assertion,  even  with  his  own  party.  The 
present  Government  has  been  very  much 
praised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, for  its  even-handed  justice  in  Ire- 
land; but  what  was  it?  I  will  take  a 
specimen  with  respect  to  the  appointment 
of  magistrates,  a  topic  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred. 
The  Government  pretended  to  set  its  face 
againat  the  Repeal  of  the  Legislative 
Union.  The  noble  Lord,  the  present  Lord* 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  came  forward  and 
made  a  set  speech  upon  that  subject.  He 
declared,  that  the  course  he  should  pur- 
sue was,  to  dispense  the  patronage  and 
favour  of  the  Government,  so  as  to  ex- 
clude all  who  took  any  part  in  the  repeal 
agitation.  But  with  what  sincerity  has 
this  declaration  been  acted  upon  ?  The 
Repeal  Association  was  established  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dublin  himself.  That  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  who  was  the  founder 
of  ihe  association,  was  at  the  time  he 
formed  the  society  a  magistrate  of  Ireland. 
Has  he  been  removed  from  the  commis* 
aion?     Tbert  were  many  other  magis- 


trates  and  deputy^lieutenants  of  counties 
who  are  repealers:  have  any  of  them  been  re- 
moved by  this  honest  Government  ?  What 
will  the  bouse  think  of  there  being  no  lees 
than  six  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, sitting  on  the  opposite  Benches, 
magistrates,  and  some  of  them  holding 
higher  offices  under  the  Government,  who 
are  members  of  the  Repeal  AssociatioQ  ? 
In  the  list  now  in  my  band  are,  Brsl,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself; 
then  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of 
Mayo  (Mr.  D.  Browne),  who  was  deputy- 
lieutenant  and  justice  of  the  peace  for  that 
county  ;  he  was  admitted  a  member  of  the 
Repeal  Association  on  the  8th  of  June  last 
year.  Next  comes  the  Member  for  the  bo* 
rough  of  Sligo,  (Mr.  Somers)ajusticeof  Ihe 
peace;  then  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Meath  (Mr.  H.  Grattan),  also  a  justice  of 
the  peace;  then  the  Member  for  Bonis  (Mr. 
Bridgeman)  a  justice  of  the  peaces  an4 
then  the  Member  for  the  county  of  Gal- 
way,  who  is  a  justice  of  the  peace  and  a 
deputy-lieutenant  for  that  county.  Tbeac 
six  Members  all  belong  to  the  Repeal 
Association,  and  not  one  of  them  baa 
been  removed.  These  Gentlemen  ap- 
pear to  have  been  respectively  admitted 
on  the  8th  of  June,  25th  of  August,  28th 
of  September,  and  26th  October,  1840. 
Besides  these,  there  were  Lord  French, 
a  deputy-lieutenant  and  justice  of  the 
peace,  and  Mr.  Thomas  French,  Mr. 
Arabin,  Mr.  Dillon  O'Brien,  Mr.  Browne, 
Mr.  Fogarty,  and  several  other  Gentle- 
men, justices  of  the  peace,  Mr,  Valen- 
tine  0*Connor  Blake,  and  Sir  M,  D. 
Bellew,  both  deputy -lieutenants  and 
justices  of  the  peace,  not  one  of  whom 
has  been  removed  Irom  bis  position, 
although  thev  are  all  admitted  repeal- 
ers.  And  this  is  the  way  in  which 
even-handed  justice  is  administered  ia 
Ireland  ?  But  what  has  been  the  eoorm 
pursued  towards  the  Conservatives?  A 
gallant  Friend  of  mine,  the  Member  for 
the  county  of  Armagh  (Colonel  Vemer), 
has  been  removed  from  the  oommissioD  it 
the  peace,  because  he  was  present  at  % 
dinner  in  the  county  of  Armagh,  while  a 
certain  toast  was  given.  Another  hon* 
Friend  of  mine  (Colonel  Blacker)  waa 
removed  from  the  offico  of  justice  of  dm 
peace,  because  his  lady  happened  to  wear 
some  part  of  her  dress,  supposed  to  bt 
of  an  orange  colour.  I  would  ask,  la 
this  the  impartiality  and  even-handed 
justioa  of  which  the  boo,  and  Icarsod 
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Gentleman  makes  so  great  a  boast  ?  On 
the  contrary,  I  must  assert,  that  there 
never  was  a  more  partial,  a  more  one- 
sided, or  a  more  mischievous  course  of 
government  adopted  in  any  pountry,  than 
that  which  was  adopted  by  her  Majesty's 
present  Ministers  towards  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  eulogised 
the  Government  for  their  purity,  and 
freedom  from  corruption  at  elections, 
while  ha  stigmatised  tbo  Conservatives  aa 
being  the  patrons  of  bribery,  and  of  every 
species  of  corruption.  Does  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  expect  the  House  to 
believe  him  ?  Does  he  believe  his  state- 
ments himself?  Are  there  not  the  most 
damning  proofs  against  him  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House?  Are  there  not  reports  of  com- 
mittees against  him?  What  was  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  candidate  at  the  recent 
election  for  the  borough  of  St,  Alban's  ? 
Was  that  all  purity  and  abstinence  from 
corruption?  what  was  the  tenor  of  the 
petition  presented'  to  this  House  last 
night  from  the  borough  of  Nottingham? 
But  to  come  a  little  nearer  home,  I  can 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  I 
am  aware  of  the  proceedings  of  this  pure 
Administration  at  the  present  time  in 
Ireland.  I  know  perfectly  well  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  efforts  made  to  obtain  a 
liberal  colleague  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  City  of  Dublin,  i  am 
well  informed  of  the  manner  in  which 
they  are  employing  the  present  inter- 
regnum of  Government  throughout  the 
country,  especially  in  Ireland.  I  know 
full  well  for  example  the  means  now  em- 
ployed to  warp  some  of  the  Conservative 
electors  of  fiandoq  from  their  principles, 
and  if  possible^  to  dislodge  me  from  my 
seat  as  representative  of  that  borough. 
But  I  defy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  acconoplish  that  object;  I  care 
not  what  unscrupulous  means  are  employ- 
ed for  the  purpose,  nor  should  I  desire 
any  thing  better  than  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  put  forth  his 
whole  strength  and  the  influence  of  his 
Government  also,  together  with  his  own, 
to  unseat  me.  It  is  true  I  represent  a 
constituency  composed  of  humble  men 
— men  in  moderate  circumstances,  but 
I  know  full  well  that  they  are  men 
whom  the  whole  patronage  and  wealth 
of  the  Government  cannot  bribe  to 
desert  their  principles.  Whv  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  party 
bavo  actually  sant  a  Radical  agent  to 


Bandon  to  induce  the  electors  to  vote 
against  me,  and  have  authorised  that  per- 
son to  tell  them  that  if  they  would  do  so 
there  would  be  plenty  of  offices  and  ap- 
pointments for  tneir  sons  and  relations* 
And  these  are  the  advocates  of  purity  of 
election  ?  These  are  the  men  with  clean 
hands,  who  get  up  to  denounce  bribery 
and  corruption.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  landlords  of  Ira- 
land,  and  ascribed  the  state  of  that  coun* 
try  to  the  severity  with  which  the  tenantry 
are  treated  by  the  landlords.  Without 
replying  to  this  general  charge  brought 
against  the  landlor<)s  of  Ireland,  I  will 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther it  becomes  him  to  make  such  charges? 
I  have  understood  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  rather  a  harsh  land- 
lord himself.  [Mr.  0*Connell  said  it  is 
utterly  untrue.]  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  never  distrain  any  of  his  te- 
nants in  the  month  of  April  for  rent  due 
on  the  25ib  March  preceding?  [Mr. 
0*ConneU:  Not  to  my  knowledge.]  Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say f that 
he  had  never  distrained  his  tenantry  in 
the  county  of  Kerry,  in  April,  for  rent 
due  in  March  ?  Will  he  say  that  ?  As  far  aa 
i  am  concerned,  I  can  tell  the  House  that  I 
have  been  credibly  assured  that  such  is  the 
fact ;  and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man cannot  in  his  place,  deny  it,  ought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  come 
down  to  that  House  and  presume  to  at- 
tack the  landlords  of  Ireland  ?  Nothing 
can  be  more  unfounded,  more  unwar- 
rantable, or  more  unjust  to  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  than  to  attribute  the  present 
state  of  that  country  to  any  conduct  they 
have  adopted.  No;  it  is  not  the  con- 
duct of  the  landlords,  it  is  the  conduct 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ireland, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  officials  at  the 
Castle  in  Dublin,  that  the  present  disor- 
ganized state  of  the  country  is  to  be 
attributed  —  a  state  in  which  there  Is 
neither  security  for  li^e  or  property.  When 
a  representation  is  made  to  the  autho- 
rities at  the  Castle  by  the  magistrates  and 
gentry  of  the  county  of  Tipperary  of  the 
disturbed  state  of  that  county,  what  ia 
their  response  ?  Instead  of  the  Govern- 
ment condemning,  and  that  in  the  strong- 
est terms,  the  conduct  of  the  people,  the 
gentlemen  who  make  the  representation 
to  the  Government  are  treated  with 
some  very  nice  ready  cut  and  dried  sen- 
tences, anout  property  having  its  duties 
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as  well  as  its  rights.     It  is  this  species 
of  conduct  which  has  tended  to  produce 
the   present  state  of  things  in   Ireland. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  got  up  in  the  repeal  association, 
and  pronounces  what    is    totally  incon- 
sistent with  all  ideas  of  property  in  any 
country,    what    can   be    expected   from 
those  who    regard    his   opinion   as    the 
law,  and    adopt  it    for    their  guidance? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  proposes 
what  he  calls  a  plan  for  giving  a  Bxity 
to  tenures: — that  no  landlord  should  ex- 
ercise the  rights  of  property  at  all,  unless 
he  call  in  a  jury  to  determine  in  what 
way  the  landlord  is  to  manage  his  own 
property.    Does  holding  forth  such  doc- 
trine as  this  entitle  the  hon.  and  learn 
Gentleman  to  arraign  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  for  their    conduct,  and    accuse 
them  of  causing  the  present  state  of  things 
in  that  ill-fated  country  ?     Why,  two  foul 
murders  have  been  perpetrated  in  Ireland 
within  the  last  week  or  ten  days.    The 
victims  were  most    quiet   and  excellent 
gentlemen,  both  differed  in  politics  from 
ine  ;   but  I  happened  to  know  one  of 
them,  the  other  I  did  not  know.     Why 
were  those  murders  perpetrated  ?  Because 
one  of  the  unhappy  gentlemen  had  had 
the  audacity  to  go  on  his  own  land,  for 
the  purpose  of  appropriating  some  portion 
of  it  which  had  been  in  possession  of  a 
tenant  to  his  own  use — he  meant  the  case 
of  Mr.  Hall.     What  other  was  the  as- 
signable motive  for  the  commission  of  this 
crime.     May  I  not  with  justice  sav  that  it 
was  because  the  people  had  heard  that  an 
honourable  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
ranked  high  at  the  Irish  bar,  and  who  was 
known  to  possess  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  the  law  of  the  land,  and  great  influence 
with  the  ignorant  people,  had  propounded 
the  doctrine  that  no  tenant  ou^ht  to  be 
removed  from  his  holding?     What  was 
the  cause  of  the  tragedy  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Boiler  Bryan,  a  gentleman  of  ex- 
tremely liberal  opinions  ?     He  bought  the 
palace  and  demesne  land  of  a  suppressed 
bishopric,  and  the  former  holders  resented 
the  act.    Thus  were  the  poor  Irish  led  to 
conclude,  from  the  authority  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  every  land- 
lord who  presumed  to  let  his  own  land, 
taking  it  from  one  to  give  it  to  another, 
ought  to  be  visited  with  severe  punish- 
ment.   The  end  of  all  is,  that  the  country 
has  got  into  such  a  state  of  disorganiza* 
tioa  that  no  man  can  assort  hi«  righti. 


And  this  is  the  state  of  things  that  is  to 
continue ;  and  the  Hoose  is  invoked  not 
to    desert  the  Government   who  suffers 
these  things  to  take  place,  and  which  ne- 
ver interferes  with  the  mischievous  pro- 
ceedings of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. I  have  hitherto  followed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  through  the 
somewhat    indirect    topics    to  which   he 
has  referred.     I  will  now,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House  offer  a  very  few  observations 
and  they  shall  be  brief  indeed  upon  the 
important  question  under  consideratiooy 
which  has,  1  feel  been  well  nigh  exhausted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary 
at  War  (Mr.  Macaulay)  resorted  to  a  very 
ingenious   argument.      He  said,  that  he 
admitted,  that  if  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  ceased  to  possess  the  confidence 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  they  ought  not 
to  hold  the  reins  of  Government ;  but  the 
want  of  confidence  on   the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  not  to  be  shewn 
by  the    merely  throwing  out  legislative 
measures  proposed  by  the  Government. 
The  first  duty  of  a  Government  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  was  to  administer 
the  laws  as  they  were;   and  if  the  House 
of  Commons  disapproved  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  Government  administered  the 
laws,  then  he  at  once  conceded  the  point, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  retire  from  officeJ    This  is,  no  doubt^  a 
very  specious,  and  ingenious,  but  in  my 
opinion,  it  is  a  merely  plausible  and  not  a 
sound  argument.     Is  it  not  a  most  impor- 
tant part  of  the  duty  of  the  executive  Go- 
vernment to  propound  such  measures  as 
they  deem  essential  to  the  well-being  of 
the  country  ?     Have  I  not  the  authority 
of  the  present  Government  for  that  doc- 
trine ?    Was  it  not  stated  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and   by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  J.  Russell),  on  the  occasion  of  their 
resigning  office  in  May,  1839,  when  they 
were  defeated  on  the  Jamaica  Bill,  that 
the   rejection   of  that    measure  demon* 
strated  that  they  did  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  the   House  of  Commons,  and 
therefore,  they  were  bound  to  retire  from 
the  Government  of  the  country  ?   Was  not 
that  an  obstruction  of  a  legislative  mea« 
sure?     Most  manifestly  it  was.    I  am 
wrong,  however,  in  saying  defeated  on  the 
Jamaica  Bill,  for  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
then  had  a  majority  of  five.    That  they 
then  told  their  royal  mistress  and  told  her 

trulyi  that   such  a  misarabte  mi^ity 
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proved  they  bad  lost  tb6  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  they  could 
therefore  no  longer  carry  on  the  Govern- 
ment with  credit  to  themselves,  or  with 
advantage  to  the  country.  But  have  1 
not  further  the  authority  of  the  present 
Government  for  the  proposition  I  have 
laid  down  ?  Have  I  not  the  admission 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  who  is  now  the 
Ministerial  leader  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  in  1835,  re- 
signed in  consequence  of  the  resolution 
which  the  noble  Lord  moved  and  carried 
against  him,  respecting  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land ;  that  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  on  that  occasion  in  accord. 
aoce  with  the  principles  of  the  British  con- 
stitution ?  Yes,  I  have  all  these  arguments 
to  support  roe  against  the  fine-spun  so- 
]^istry,  the  very  ingenious  device  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
AVar,  the  resorting  to  which  merely  served 
to  show  how  much  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
are  disposed  to  extend  the  term  of  their 
ignominious  existence ;  how  anxious  they 
are  to  eke  out  the  time,  in  order  to  get 
another  quarter's  salary ;  and  with  what 
ingenuity  they  seek  for  every  pretext  to 
stir  up  the  country,  that  they  may  remain 
a  little  longer  in  ofBce.  Then,  with  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  free  trade  in  sugar, 
timber,  and  corn,  I  am  bound  to  give  cre- 
dit to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  when  he  states  in  his  plan, 
that  these  measures  were  not  propounded 
on  the  sudden  without  previous  considera- 
tion, at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
merely  to  ward  off  if  possible  from  his  Go- 
vernment the  blow  inflicted  by  the  recent 
adverse  divisions  of  eleven  ana  twenty-one 
on  the  Irish  Registration  Bill.  But  has 
the  noble  Lord  ventured  to  say,  that  the 
Government,  previous  to  the  meeting  of 
Parliament,  considered  the  question  of  free 
trade  with  a  view  to  bring  forward  any  le- 
gislative measure  respecting  it  this  Session? 
I  do  not  believe  they  did  any  such  thing.  My 
opinion  is,  that  even  now,  they  have  de- 
termined to  suggest  these  measures  because 
they  felt,  that  they  were  in  great  peril  of 
being  driven  from  oifice,  being  in  the  very 
awkward  predicament  of  having  a  majority 
of  the  House  against  them.  They  may, 
finding  the  vessel  in  danger,  have  looked 
out  a-head,  and  seeing  the  likelihood  of 
foul  weather,  have  prepared  for  the  storm. 
In  that  event  it  was  very  desirable  that 
tbey  ihoald  hitvo  ft  few  tabs  to  throw  to 


the  whale.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman taunted  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  with  the  discordant  and  multifari- 
ous materials  of  which  our  party  is  made 
up,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
laughed  at  the  heterogeneous  compound. 
But  I  beg  to  tell  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  whatever  differences  of 
opinion  may  prevail  on  some  points  among 
the  friends  with  whom  I  act,  yet  it  will  be 
found  on  questions  of  principle,  and  of 
governmental  policy  that  they  will  be  com- 
pact and  united  as  one  man.  There  may 
be  divergencies  of  opinion  on  some  ques- 
tions, which,  as  independent  men,  they 
cannot  compromise ;  but  with  respect  to 
the  general  scope  and  policy  of  the  mea- 
sures to  be  propounded  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and 
with  respect  to  his  constitutional  proceed- 
ings, we  have  all  perfect  confidence  in 
them,  and  there  will  be  but  one  feeling 
prevailing  through  the  whole  party.  But 
to  revert  to  the  question  of  free  trade,  is  it 
credible  if  the  Government  had  contem- 
plated so  important  a  measure  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  they  would 
have  omitted  all  allusion  to  it  in  the  speech 
from  the  Throne  ?  Is  there  any  interest 
in  the  country  that  will  not  be  affected  by 
it  ?  It  affects  the  agricultural,  the  manu- 
facturing, the  trading,  and  the  commercial 
interests  of  this  great  empire ;  nay,  it  con- 
cerns the  very  food  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.  Ought  not  the  Government  then 
to  have  called  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  these  important  questions  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  if  in  truth  they 
had  intended  to  call  upon  Parliament  to 
legislate  upon  them?  But  they  did  not  do 
so.  They  propounded  these  measures 
merely  because  they  found  themselves  in 
a  position  in  which  it  was  utterly  impossi- 
ble for  them  to  go  on  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  therefore  to  save 
themselves  from  what  to  them  would  be 
the  worst  of  all  possible  evils — a  resigpna- 
tion  of  office — they  had  resorted  to  these 
subjects  of  agitation,  and  had  at  the  last 
hour  discovered,  that  these  were  the  ques- 
tions by  which  they  would  be  the  most 
likely  to  raise  a  ferment  in  the  country, 
and  be  thereby  enabled  to  retain  what  they 
appeared  to  value  above  all  things  besides, 
namely,  their  places. 

Mr.  0*Connell  believed,  that  strictly 
speaking,  he  had  not  a  right  to  address 
the  House  a  second  time  on  the  same 
qveitioni  but  in  coronoQ  justice  ho  ou^bt 
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to  be  p^noiiled  to  exphiia,  an  attack  har- 
iag  been  made  oo  bioi  perfooallj.  He 
was  boood  to  lay,  6rft»  thai  be  bad  beeo 
very  mocb  anailed  io  every  description  of 
newspsperst  for  everytbiog  but  tbat.  He 
was  never  before  attacked  wiib  regard  to 
bis  coodnct  as  a  landlord*-never  I  In  ibe 
neat  plaoe,  ibere  was  not  a  single  farm  of 
bis  (Mr.  O'ConneU'sX  tbat  was  not  let  at 
from  4#,  to  5$*  an  acre  less  tban  the  adja- 
cent farms  were  let  for,  except  one,  wbicb 
was  tbe  property  of  bis  boo.  Friend  behind 
bim  (Sir  D.  Roche).  Then  be  had  more 
perMOs  living  oo  his  lands*  having  houses 
and  gardens,  paying  no  rent  at  all,  than 
any  other  roan  possessing  four  times  his 
properly.  He  bad  never  turned  out  a 
tenant  by  a  notice  to  quit  for  the  purpose 
of  clenring  the  land.  Whenever  be  bad 
turned  out  a  tenant«  it  was  on  account  of 
periooal  misconduct ;  and  another  person 
would  then  occupy  tbe  land,  and  he  gave 
tbe  outgoing  tenant  a  year's  rent  as  a  6ne 
on  bis  quitting.  Another  charge  made 
against  bim  was,  tbat  he  had  made  a  dis- 
tress on  a  tenant  in  April,  for  rent  due  in 
March.  If  anything  of  the  sort  had  been 
done,  it  was  without  his  knowledge.  There 
neter  was  au  instance  of  his  having  made 
a  distress  in  Ireland. 

Sir  D,  Roche  bore  testimony  to  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
as  a  landlord.  He  had  always  beard  of 
his  being  a  most  forbearing  landlord, 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jachon  asked  where  was 
tbe  DToperty  to  which  tbe  hon.  Member 
alluded  ? 

Sir  Z>.  Roche  said,  that  it  was  the  neat 
property  to  Mr.  O'Connell's  in  tbe  county 
of  &erry. 

Mr.  CConnell  asked  from  whom  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  obtained 
his  information. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jacksoni  be  made  tbe 
statement  on  the  authority  of  a  letter,  and 
be  would  give  tbe  name  of  tlie  writer  on 
anv  proper  occasion. 

Mr.  SUmsy  said,  a  question  bad  been 
«8ked  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Finsbnr^ 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet,  which,  in  his 
opioiop,  well  deserved  an  answer.  He 
would  venture  to  say,  tbat  the  state  of 
tbe  working  classes  in  the  great  cities  and 
manufacturing  towns  of  tbe  country,  was 
so  bad,  as  hardly  to  be  capable  of  exagge- 
ration. He  wished,  therefore,  to  repeat 
tbat  queation,  and  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  what  be  proposed  should  be  done 
with  respect  to  tboie  classes  1   In  bis  opi- 


nioiij  there  was  a  growing  iodiffarenoe  in 
tbe  country  to  both  tbe  two  great  parties 
who  divided  tbe  House.    Toe  qnesiion, 
wbicb  should  mle,  was  of  iufioitely  less 
interest  tban  the  question,  what  should 
be  done  Io  benefit  the  working  classes? 
If  they  could  embody  their  opinions  in 
one  sentence,  it  would  be  '*  a  plague  oo 
both  your  factions.^    Tbe  lower  danes  in 
the  great  towns  bad  been  driven  to  this 
state  of  apathy  by  the  pressure  of  their 
increasing  sufferings ;  and  they  were  look- 
ing merely  to  see  what  practical  remedy 
tbe  House  would  devise  for  the  evils  nn* 
der  which  they  laboured.    Among  other 
things  which  had  added  to  tbe  general 
distress  among  tbe  poorer  classes,  must 
be  reckoned  the  enactment  of  the  Iriab 
Poor-law,   wbicb  in  its  first  effects   bad 
driven  immense  multitudes  out  of  Ireland 
to  take  refuge  in  tbe  great  manufacturing 
towns  of  this  country,  where  they  entered 
into  competition  with,  and  undersold,  tbe 
native  workmen.    In  his  opinion,  a  great 
deal  of  this  misery  arose  from  n^lecting  to 
enforce  the  existing  laws,  and  from  the 
want  of  changes  in  tbe  laws  corresponding 
to  the  great  changes  in  tbe  constitution  of 
society  which  had  lately  taken  place,  and 
from  ignorance  of  the  real  state  of  tbe 
population.    If,  then,  a  change  of  parties 
merely  were  to  take  place,  the  great  body 
of  the  people  would  care  little  for  it ;  their 
care  was  which  of  these  parties  was  likely 
to  do  the  best  for  the  improvement  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  community.    In  sup* 
porting  the  Government  on  this  occasion, 
he  did  not  feel  that  he  should  be  incon- 
sistent, because  he  should  only  be  voting 
as  he  bad  always  voted,  having  alwavs 
considered  the  present  Government  the 
most  likely  to  effect  the  object  ho  had 
stated.    At  any  rate,  if  tbe  present  state 
of  things  were  allowed  to  go  on  much 
longer,  it  would  be  impossible  to  rule  this 
country  without  constant  outbreaks,  with- 
out crime  increasing,  and  the  gaols  fuller. 
At  present  the  increase  of  crime  was  most 
alarming,  and  the  increase  in  tbe  con* 
sumption  of  spirits,  which  was  always  a 
test  of  tbe  moral  state  of  tbe  populatioo^ 
was  very  great«    If  it  were  asked,  wbal 
did  he  propose,  be  would  say,  tbat  nothiog 
was  a  greater  evil  tban  the  eveo-balancea 
state  of  parties,  and,  attached,  as  he  was 
to  the  present  Government,  he  should  far 
prefer  seeing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
oflke  and  able  to  form  such  a  Govero- 
ment  u  would  cvry  measnies  for  tte 
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amelioration  of  that  frightful  condition  of 
the  lower  classea.  This  be  firmly  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  desirous  to 
effect,  and  would  be  glad  to  see.  It  ought 
to  be  remembered  y  that  whereas  some 
years  ago  the  proportion  of  the  agricultu- 
ral to  the  manufacturing  population  was 
two  to  one ;  that  proportion  was  now  just 
reversed,  and  the  commercial  and  manu- 
facturing classes  were  to  the  agricultural 
as  two  to  one.  These  persons  were  all 
subject  to  the  fluctuations  of  trade,  and 
one  very  great  evil  was  the  neglect  to 
give  them  such  an  education  as  would 
flt  them  to  meet  these  fluctuations  when 
they  occurred.  Among  the  humbler  classes 
nine-tenths  of  their  income  went  in  food. 
The  price  of  this  had  varied  within  a  short 
time  100  per  cent.  Could  there  be  a 
greater  evil  to  one  who  was  liable  to  all 
the  fluctuations  of  demand  for  labour,  and 
all  the  fluctuations  in  the  amount  of  wages 
— to  be  liable,  moreover,  to  fluctuations 
of  100  per  cent,  in  the  price  of  his  food  ? 
It  was,  therefore,  most  important,  that, 
before  the  close  of  this  debate,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  he  believed  was  wil- 
ling to  do  something,  should  tell  the 
House  what  it  was  that  be  would  do.  He 
implored  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
power  came  into  his  hands,  to  employ  it, 
not  to  aggrandise  his  friends,  but  to  im* 
prove  the  condition  of  the  lower  orders. 
This  was  incumbent  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House,  not  only  for 
the  sake  of  their  individual  comfort — not 
only  for  their  own  happiness,  but  it  was 
incumbent  upon  Hhemi  he  verily  believed, 
for  the  sake  of  the  safety  of  the  realm. 

The  Earl  of  DarUngian  was  anxious  to 
address  the  House«  in  consequence  of  the 
speech  of  the  ban.  Member  for  Lincoln^ 
(Mr.  Handley)  op  the  previous  evening. 
He  confessed,  that  be  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  that  hon.  Member^  with  pain 
and  surprises  for  he  had  known  him  for 
many  years.  He  was  besides  a  neighbour 
of  the  hoD.  Member's,  and  one  of  his  eon^ 
stituents.  Though  he  had  the  misfortune 
to  difier  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
coln, in  poUtioSj  he  did  not  complain  of 
him  in  that  respect,  for  he  did  not  com- 
nbin  of  any  person  expressing  the  opinions 
be  enteitain^,  provided  he  expressed  them 
in  a  fair  and  straightforward  manner.  Up 
to  last  nighty  he  had  looked  upon  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Lincoln,  as  one  of 
the  most  upright  uid  straightforward  Mem- 
hm  of  that  fioiw*    But  Uf  oxperiettce  of 


what  had  occurred  last  night,  had  altei^d 
his  opinion.  He  had  given  his  hon.  Friend 
notice  that  he  intended  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  speech  he  had  ddiveied* 
His  hon.  Friend  bad  been  in  the  Houee 
in  the  course  of  the  evening,  but  had  gone 
away.  However,  having  given  him  notice, 
as  he  had  not  thought  fit ,  to  remain,  lie 
was  not  on  that  acx^ount  to  be  debarred  the 
opportunity  of  making  tho«e  observations 
which  he  bad  intended  to  make.  Thoae 
who  knew  him  knew  that  he  was  not  the 
person  tliat  would  wish  to  say  anytliing 
behind  a  man's  ba«k  which  he  would  not 
prefer  to  sayj  in  bis  presenoe.  He  had 
already  stated,  that  he  had  beietofora  con- 
sidered his  hon.  Friend  to  be  one  of  the 
most  straiffhtforward  Mepibers  of  that 
House,  whys  t;hen,  should  that  hon. 
Member,  in  aa  evil  hour,  and  by  one  sin- 
gle act  of  tergiversation,  have  abandoned 
those  constituents  whom  he  had  always 
before  defended  in  a  manly  manner  ?  At 
the  time  that  he  made  his  extraoidioary 
speech  he  did  not  oflTer  any  pretext,  or 
even  the  shadow  of  an  excuse,  tor  the  con- 
duct he  had  thought  lit  to  pursue.  In  the 
first  instance,  he  commenced  his  speech  by 
answering  some  remarks  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pembrdi^, 
whose  speech,  the  hon.  Member  confessed, 
he  had  not  heard,  but  had  read  it  in  the 
newspaper  reports.  The  hon.  Member  in« 
dulged  in  a  number  of  remarks  on  that 
speech,  and  quoted  besides  the  speeches  of 
other  eminent  statesmen— speeches  made 
ten  years  ago-«-to  prove  that  they  were  in- 
consistent with  what  they  professed  at  pre- 
sent* Whether  that  were  the  case  or  not 
he  did  not  pretend  to  say.  He  was  not 
the  defender  of  inconsistency,  if  such  there 
was,  in  the  conduct  of  those  who  were  so 
mudi  better  able  to  defend  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  bad  raked 
up  the  speeches  of  eminent  statesmen  de- 
livered at  former  periods,  and  had  enhumd 
upon  the  inconsistency  which  they  euii* 
bited.  He  had  no  hesitation  to  say,  that 
inconsistency  was  a  most  dangerous  text  to 
go  on  in  that  House.  If  they  were  to  look 
to  the  conduct  of  eminent  statesmen  who 
for  a  coiurse  of  twenty  or  thirty  years  had 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  public  affiiirs^  it 
would  be  difficult  to  expect  that  some  part 
of  their  conduct  would  not  be  inconsistent 
with  another.  But  what  he  complained  of 
was,  that  when  the  hon.  Membcsr  was  en« 
larging  on  his  text  of  inconsistency,  the 
hon.  Member  had  confined  his  observations 
to  one  side  of  th^  House^  whilst  he  might 
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have  found  an  example  of  inconsistency  in 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  and  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afikirs.     The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
was  Member  for  Huntingdonshire  in  1821, 
and  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire, 
never  hear  of  a  letter  written  by  that  noble 
Lord  whilst  he  was  Member  for  Hunting- 
donshire, in  defence  of  the  interests  of  Bri- 
tish agriculture,  and  in  support  of  its  pro- 
tection from  foreign  competition  ?  He  would 
ask,  was  the  measure  now  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  for  the  annihilation  of  the 
landed  interest    in   conformity   with  the 
principles  which  ;he  then  avowed?     The 
same  year  the  noble  Lord  produced  an 
essay  on  the  Reform  Bill,  and  he  would 
ask,  was  the  Reform  Bill  brought  forward 
in  1831,  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
of  that  essay  ?    He  did  not  mention  this  for 
the  purpose  of  complaint,  for  as  he  had 
said,  looking  to  men  who  had  been  twenty 
or  thirty  years  in  public  life,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  find  any  in  whom  some  incon- 
sistency might  not  be  discovered ;  but  what 
he  complained  of  was,  that  it  was  not  fair 
to  single  out  one  or  two  persons  as  the  ob- 
jects of  a  charge  of  this  kind.     He  would 
ask,  what  was  the  hon.  Member's  inten- 
tion in  making  this  speech?     He  might 
answer,  that  as  he  had  given  up  his  consti- 
tuents, and  as  it  was  his  last  dying  speech, 
he  might  as  well  indulge  his  inclination  in 
eiving  his  support  to  those  Ministers  whom 
he  usually  supported.     But  could  the  hon. 
Member  say,  that  he  was  influenced  by  a 
sense  of  right.    The  persons  by  whom  that 
hon.  Member  was  returned  are  a  set  of 
yeomen,  the  most  independent  in  the  coun- 
ty, and  by  these  alone  was  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber returned,  and  every  one  must  know 
that  the  very  existence  of  those  who  re- 
turned the  hon.  Member— or  their  utter 
rain— depended  on  the  success  or  failure  of 
the  measure  now  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government     He  should,  therefore,  have 
thought  that  gratitude  alone  would  have 
induced  that  hon.  Member  to  have  sup- 
ported his  constituents,  who  had  given  him 
80  kind,  80  disinterested,  and  so  truly  inde- 
pendent a  support.     When  he  heard  the 
hon.  Member's  speech  last  night,  he  could 
not  imagine  that  he  was  the  same  man 
whom  he  had  heard  speak  in  the  debate  on 
the  sugar  duties,  and  who,  on  that  occa- 
sion, censured  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  strongest  terms.    On  that  oc- 
casion the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say, 
that  he  doubted  whether  a  fixed  duty 


would  be  any  protection,  or  whether  it 
would  not  be  worse  than  no  protection  at 
all,  and  so  thoroughly  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber conceive  their  whole  financial  measures 
to  be  founded  on  the  same  principle  that 
he  felt  bound  to  protest  against  them,  and 
to  declare,  that  if  it  depended  on  him  the 
Ministers  should  never  bring  them  forward. 
He  gave  it  to  be  understood  that  in  conse- 
quence of  their  Corn-law  proposition  he 
would  abandon  her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  repeated  the  same  thing 
at  an  agricultural  meeting  held  shortly 
after,   and  subsequently  at  a  meeting  in 
Lincolnshire,  a  letter  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  read  in  which  he  said,  that  what- 
ever course    the  Government  pursued— - 
whatever  measures  they  brought  forward, 
he  must  now  abandon  them.     After  the 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  these  opinions, 
he  would  ask,  what  public  act  had  the  Go- 
vernment since  performed  to  re-call  the 
confidence  of  the  hon.  Member?     If  they 
had  performed  no  public  act  to  re-call  his 
confidence,  had  they  performed  any  private 
act;     For  he  trusted,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  course  he  had  taken,  acted  from 
pure  and  not  from  interested  motives.    He 
had  a  right  to  put  this  question,  and  he 
asked  any  hon.  Member  on  the  opposite 
benches  to  get  up  and  say,  what  was  the 
public  act  of  the  Government  which  has 
since  entitled  them  to  the  confidence  of  the 
hon.  Member.  What  was  the  charge  which 
he  brought  against  the  hon.  Member?     It 
was  this,  that  in  the  defence  of  his  consti- 
tuents he  thouffht  proper  to  assert,  that  in 
the  measures  the  Government  had  brought 
forward  they  had  forfeited  his  confidence, 
and  he  now  saw  him  come  forward  to  re- 
tract his  words,  and  place  confidence  in 
them.     Was  it  not  most  extraordinary  that 
a  gentleman  who  had  acted  in  this  way 
should  have  gone  through  a  long  speech 
without  having  thought  it  necessary  to 
enter  into  any  defence  of  his  conduct  The 
reason  was,  that  he  had  no  excuse  to  offer, 
and  the  only  excuse  he  pretended  to  offer 
was,  that  he  looked  upon  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam  worth,  as  no 
better  friend  to  the  agriculturist  than  the 
noble  Lord  opposite.  But  let  it  be  observed, 
that  the  same  hon.  Member  had  only  a 
week  before  stated,  that  he  believed  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  the  ruin  of  the  agriculturist     During 
last  Session  he  had  been  present  during 
two  debates  on  the  Corn-laws,   and  on 
both  those  occasions  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworthi  had  made  two 


1081 


Adjourned  Debate  {Junb  3} 


C fourth  Day). 


1083 


of  the  aUest  speeches  in  defence  of  the  ex* 
isting  Corn-laws.  After  that,  how  could 
the  hon.  Member  suppose  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  was  not  more  a  friend  to  the 
aencultural  interest  than  the  noble  Lord. 
He  was  never  more  astonished  in  his  life 
than  to  see  the  hon.  Member  have  the  face  to 
make  that  assertion.  The  hon.  Member  went 
on  to  quote  a  passage  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet*  from  which  he  argued 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  an  inten- 
tion to  alter  the  existing  scale,  and  he  asked 
him  to  state  whether  he  would  place  the 
turning  point  of  the  scale  at  70^.,  at  60^., 
at  AOs;  or  at  305.  Now  he  was  present  on 
both  the  occasions  he  referred  to,  and  he 
always  understood  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  say,  that  he  would  resist  the  subversion 
of  the  existing  Corn-laws.  But  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  recollect  that  the  present 
Corn-law  was  still  in  force,  and  what 
eround  had  he  to  suppose,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  consent  to  a  change 
that  would  subvert  the  present  system. 
He  had  already  said,  that  up  to  his  speech 
last  night,  whenever  the  interests  of  his 
constituents  wefe  concerned,  there  was  not 
a  more  able  and  determined  defen^pr  of 
their  right  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Lin- 
colnshire. Hitherto,  when  the  question  of 
the  Corn-laws  had  been  brought  forward 
by  independent  Members  of  the  House, 
when  the  question  could  not  have  the 
same  weight,  he  had  given  it  his  opposi- 
tion. But  when  it  was  brought  forward 
by  the  Government,  and  when  the  inter- 
ests of  the  Government  were  put  in  com- 
petition with  the  success  of  the  measure, 
the  hon.  Member  defended  the  Government 
and  abandoned  the  Corn-laws.  With  re< 
pect  to  the  question  before  the  House,  in 
February,  1840,  when  a  similar  motion 
was  brought  forward  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Devonshire,  he  had  sup- 
ported it.  Nothing  since  had  occurred  to 
alter  his  opinion,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
give  his  vote  in  support  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  resolution. 

Sir  Charles  Grey  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Shropshire  having 
given  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Handley)  notice 
to  attend,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
obey  their  summons,  and  as  they  did  not 
appear,  they  were  determined  that  punish- 
ment should  be  inflicted  in  his  absence,  and 
certainly  they  had  not  spared  him.  But 
among  the  terms  that  were  applied  to  him, 
the  charge  of  "  tergiversation  and  want  of 


straightforwardness/'  was  among  the  last 
that  ought  to  have  been  so  applied;  he 
merited  neither  the  one  report  nor  the 
other.  The  ground  on  which  he  had 
placed  his  present  vote  was  so  dear  as  to 
leave  the  noble  Lord  without  any  excuse 
for  insinuations  that  he  had  been  actuated 
by  anything  like  a  private  motive.  That 
accusation,  he  thought,  whatever  else 
might  have  been  uttered  in  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  Member,  might  have  been  spared. 
The  ground  selected  by  the  hon.  Gentle, 
man  the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire, 
on  Which  he,  and  others  who  acted  with 
him,  intended  to  rest  their  votes  upon  the 
present  occasion,  was  to  be  found  stated  in 
the  hon.  Member's  speech.  He  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  as  a  question  that  might  be 
easily  answered,  and  might  be  answered  in 
one  word — ^he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  inform  him,  and  those  interested  in 
the  subject  of  com,  whether  his  present 
view  was  to  continue  the  existing  protec- 
tion to  the  agricultural  interest  ?  In  the 
coming  discussions  on  the  Corn- laws  it  was 
hardly  possible  that  the  House  should  not 
have  an  answer  to  that  question,  but  up  to 
the  present  moment  nothing  had  been  inti- 
mated by  which  they  could  gather  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinions.  For  as  to  the 
vague  declaration  of  a  sliding  scale,  a  letter 
had  been  recently  published  in  the  public 
newspapers,  by  a  near  relative  of  one  of 
the  supporters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  which  it  was  said  that  he  was  an 
advocate  of  a  sliding  scale,  but  he  proposed 
so  to  alter  it  that  the  duty  levied  would  be 
actually  lower  than  the  Ss,  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord.  He  asked,  then,  whether  it 
was  not  an  intelligible  ground  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire, 
and  for  the  noble  Lord  who  was  his  col- 
league, to  put  themselves  on  when  they 
said — "  We  are  asked  to  turn  out  the  Mi- 
nisters with  whom  we  have  this  sole 
ground  of  difference,  to  bring  in  another 
party,  at  the  head  of  which  stands  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  merely  tells  us 
that  he  is  for  a  sliding  scale,  without  8ay« 
ing  what  that  scale  is  to  be ;  whilst  feelers 
are  thrown  out  by  his  supporters  that  his 
sliding  sciile  may  be  so  arranged  as  to  leave 
less  protection  to  the  agricultural  interests 
than  that  propcxfed  by  Ae  noble  Lord,  and 
we  decline  to  withhold  our  confidence  from 
our  own  Friends  in  other  matters  and  give 
it  to  hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite,  without 
knowing  anything  of  their  intentions.  The 
course  which  the  debate  had  taken  that 
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night  wns  indeed  a  strange  one;  it  had 
oonsijited  only  of  attacks  upon  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memher  for  North  Liticoln- 
shire,  and  upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin ;  he  had 
not  heard  anything  addressed  to  the  qiies- 
tlon  really  before  the  House.  To  that  he 
would  shortly  apply  himself.  Me  confessed 
that  he  should  regret  not  to  see  at  all  times 
a  powerful  opposition  in  that  House,  hut 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  present  opposition  had  greatly  crippled 
the  party  which  he  led.  It  was  believed 
by  the  people  of  this  country  that  it  was 
against  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  that 
any  Ministers  should  remain  in  office 
against  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  a  decided 
majority  of  the  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple, fully  and  fairly  expressed ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  been  content 
with  this  feeling ;  he  had  undertaken  the 
critical  and  difficult  task  of  reducing  to  a 
formula  of  words,  to  put  into  writing,  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  this  portion 
of  the  unwritten  law  of  Parliament.  In 
this  he  had  gone  further  than  any  of  his 
predecessors.  The  constitutional  doctrine 
wafl>  that  the  House  should  suggest  to  the 
Crowti  that  the  advisers  of  the  Sovereign 
had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  Hoos^,  and 
it  wal  in  those  t<?rm8  that  the  wish  of  the 
House  for  a  change  of  Minlsiefs  was 
usually  conveyed.  The  right  hoti.  Baro- 
ne||  however,  had  advancea  oile  step  be- 
yond *  he  h34  not  stopped  at  the  mete  fe- 
presctitation  to  the  Sovereign,  tb^t  the  Ad* 
visers  of  the  Crown  had  lost  the  confidence 
of  the  H0US6,  but  he  had  added  thdt  it  WftS 
unconstitutional  in  them  to  remain  id  office. 
h  might  be  the  impression  of  the  ri^t  htm. 
BatDuet  thftt  such  an  address  was  ft  mere 
matter  of  form,  but  coming  tttm  tme 
bnoi^h  of  the  Legislatutp  to  another,  and 
ad^i^ng  this  m^Jor  Proposition  to  the  minof, 
did  not  the  right  non.  Gentleman  consider 
that  if  it  tvere  an  imputation  against  Mi. 
ni^t«n,  that  under  suth  circumstancas  (hey 
remained  in  ofitce,  a  resolntloii  of  this  kind 
would  be  also  an  imputtttitm  againstlite 

Gmm  by  whom  they  trere  fettiined  f  TMs^ 
er^lbfe,  was  n  novel  proceeding,  and  it 
was  treading  ugon  dangerous  ground.  At 
the  beginning  or  the  \^\  B^^on  thetfe  had 
beeh  fn  Vote  of  ifh&  House,  which  amottnted 
to  a  denial  of  the  minor  pftft  t)f  the  motion 
of  the  rl^  hon.  B&ro)iet,  «  ft  mftj<ft1ty 
declared  that  they  would  Ttot  sfty  that  the 
Mit)h;ters  did  not  poisess  iht  confidence  of 
the  House.  Since  thnt  l|m«  wlM  ground 
had  theve  been  fbr  a  change  f    ^lere  had 


been  only  three  gfeat  iaeaMirBB  bratig^ 
forward:  the  Irish  Franchlae  Bill,  the 
Poor-law  Bill,  and  the  present  mat* 
sures  before  them,  the  moat  important 
by  far  of  any  tliat  at  any  period 
within  his  memory,  and  pediaps  within 
the  memory  of  older  Members^  had 
been  introduced  for  practical  l^ialation. 
They  comprised  the  principle  of  flree  ti!ade, 
and  were  the  commencement  of  a  total 
abandonment  of  the  svstem  on  which  the 

m 

commercial  and  financial  relations  of  this 
country  had  been  conducted.  The  princi- 
ple was,  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  it 
was  necessary  to  abandon  monopoW,  atid 
to  find  support  and  employment  for  the 
overteemitig  manufactunng  population  of 
this  country,  by  calling  ifito  existeno^  as 
customers,  the  whole  world ;  placing  only 
upon  tmr  own  produce  such  ft  protection  un 
was  necessary  to  guard  against  tlie  efiht 
which  Some  might  sufier  bv  a  suddeo 
change.  It  was  as  a  part  of  three  gfftat 
measures  that  ft  reduction  of  the  stigar  du- 
ties, from  d3ir.  to  86^.  was  proposed,  that 
one  meftsui^  of  the  reduction  of  the  sugar 
duties  was  selected  fiir  attack  by  hon.  Oeit- 
tlemen  opposite.  A  retolutidn  was  biiMght 
forward  l^  the  noble  Lord  the  Memhef ibr 
Livei*poo],  niost  artfully  worded,  ao  as  to 
preclude  the  n^ce^ty  for  ft  permaaeiil  ofK 
position  of  the  noMe  Lord^a  owe  paifly  Id 
this  very  reductW  The  fescduthm  fMed 
only  oti  temporary  gttnftids.  Wh^  thi^ 
talked  in  eomteon  cottveriMtloa  betwem 
man  and  man,  that  one  Waft  hcit  M^p^red  lo 
ftssent  to  ft  proposal,  !t  was  InWred  lift  n 
matteir  of  course  thftt  hi)  might  bft  Veiy  ftooa 
willing  to  do  What  he  was  not  piepaied  to 
do  at  that  luomettt.  And  il  was  mi  a  r»* 
solution  so  artfulljf  wotded  thfti  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  noW  came  fiotwaxd  With  his 
resolution,  that  it  was  uneonstitutsotml  lo 

Stttit  Ministers  longer  t<^  retldn  office, 
e  knew  not  by  what  ftdvlce  it  was,  that 
the  right  hon.  BanmM  had  been  indiieed 
to  put  suth  ft  resolntioti  Up6n  the  journals. 
He  was  confident,  from  the  Speech  of  the 
hon.  tmi  learned  Melhber  for  Eaeter  (Bir 
Willlajin  Follett)  last  night,  that  he  was 
not  the  adviser,  fer,  if  he  had  advised  it, 
he  would  not  have  directed  the  main  por* 
tion  of  his  argument  to  the  minmr  pi^opod- 
tlon,  and  given  only  a  few  loose  wtwds  tm 
the  mttjOr.  He  Would  ftsk  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  how  of^  the  same  cifcumstancea 
would  occur  M  himjtetf,  tyt  to  any  mher 
Member  in  that  Hoase  under  the  present 
state  of  the  rDpfesentfttlon  P  A  mat 
change  had  Ixsen  efihcled  by  tlie  R&rra 
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Bill  $  that  chiitige  liad  met  his  approval ; 
be  believed,  tbat  the  people  bad  Acre  influ- 
ence in  tbat  Mouse  than  tbey  bad  before, 
altbougb  be  tboucbt  tbat  ther  had  not 
enough;  one  of  tne  greatest  benefits  of 
that  measure  was«  thai  no  minister  could 
now  ride  rough  shod  over  the  people.  To 
prevent  this  It  was  that  be  always  wished 
to  «ee  parties  nicely  balanced  iti  tbat 
Mouse,  BO  as  to  ensure  the  carefbl  conside- 
ration of  every  measure.  It  stopped  party 
legislation,  atid  he  did  not  know  how  the 
interference  of  the  Mouse  could  be  more 
properly  applied,  than  to  cause  the  feelinffs 
of  the  people  to  be  ascertained.  But  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  came  into  office  upon 
the  pnnciple  of  his  present  resolution,  be 
would  be  sure  to  find  it  a  more  slippery 
fbundation  than  even  bis  own  sliding  scale. 
The  constitution  of  this  Mouse  was  so  ma- 
terialljt  altered  that  they  could  not  take  for 
a  precedent  what  bad  occurred  a  century 
and  a-balf,  a  century,  or  even  half  a  cen- 
tury ago.  The  interests  of  the  country 
had  become  so  vast  that  the  Mouse  was  not 
merely  influenced  by  home  considerations. 
Great  and  important  interests  now  found 
representatives  there,  and  be  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  whether,  in  such  a  state 
of  imrlteSy  be  were  to  brine  forward  mea- 
sures in  his  budget  which  should  ptoVd 
distastiftil  to  some  of  the  great  bodies  and 
interests  in  the  city  of  Lonoon — vrbether  he 
was  tiot  conscious  that  upon  any  of  those 
great  atid  important  measures,  he  might 
not  find  himself  startled  by  a  majority 
against  htm  f  and  if,  after  a  deftat  upon 
soeh  a  measure,  the  Opposition  were  to 
come  dtiwn  and  say,  ^*  How  can  you  bold 
office  V  it  would  be  a  situation  in  which  no 
Minister  ought  to  be  placed.  The  right 
hon.  Airtmet  wa^  the  ftrvt  to  pot  upon  the 
journals  tt  the  House  d  prooosition  so  ob- 
jectionable, and  he  would  find  it  not  only  a 
deadly  Weapon  against  bitaiself,  if  be  should 
succeed  to  power,  but  it  would  destroy  the 
power  and  control  of  that  House,  and  Mi- 
nisters would  be  living  under  the  influence 
of  particular  bodies  and  interests,  instead  of 
remahiing  in  offiee  on  the  lawful  and  con- 
stitntionM  will  of  |he  Cfown.  Ftn-  tbe^ 
reason^  even  those  Member  wboeould  Vt)te 
fer  the  flm  part  of  the  resolution,  because 
thev  thought  that  Ministers  bad  lost  the 
eon'flden<«  of  the  House,  Would  And  it  int'* 
pMsiUe  to  vote  Ibr  the  lust  part  of  the  pfn« 
pmAtton.  llie  adoption  of  iiucb  ft  resoln. 
tinn  wonM  not  only  remove  the  present 
Ministry,  but  It  would  with  equal  power 
pttsvent  the  Ofown  for  the  next  three  yeaiv 


from  taking  the  sense  of  the  people  upon 
these  important  measures  j  ana  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  prepared  to  control  the  right  of 
the  Crown  to  ascertain  the  sense  of  the 
people  upon  measures  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  to  stop  tbat  discordance  between 
the  votes  of  the  representatives  and  the 
opinions  of  the  people,  which  could  not 
long  continue  without  the  greatest  danger 
to  the  constitution  ?  He  maintained  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  the  alteration 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  restrictive 
system  upon  commerce  might  be  made  with 
advantage  to  the  country.  The  nianufai*- 
turers  produced  far  more  than  the  con- 
sumers of  Great  Britain  could  take  off  their 
handSy  and  there  were  thousands  of  tbcm» 
who,  if  not  starvins,  were  suffering  worse 
than  starvation,  and  were  exposed  to  mise- 
ries  which  none  could  contemplate  without 
sensations  of  horror.  Under  these  circam- 
stanoes,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  come  fbrward  and  introduce  such  mea- 
sures as  would  remedy,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  evils  which  existed,  and  to  provide 
labour  for  our  population,  and  give  them 
the  means  of  escaping  ttom  those  borrorfe 
to  which  he  bad  alluded.  If,  however, 
tbat  could  not  be  done,  the  effect  woul4 
be,  tbat  those  customers  would  be  shut  out 
fVom  the  markets  of  the  country,  who,  !f 
admitted,  would  give  employment  to  every 
unemployed  man  throughout  the  kin^plom. 
It  wks  incumbent  on  them  to  come  forward 
at  this  moment,  when  it  was  considered 
that  suth  a  course  would  afford  them  the 
means  of  meeting  the  present  deficiency  in 
the  finances  of  Sie  countnr.  He  thought 
that  discussions  should  t^e  place  In  this 
House  upon  the  various  questimis  In  agi- 
tation bdbre  an  appeal  was  made  to  tbe 
country,  in  order  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land might  be  made  aware  of  their  meriti. 
Upon  the  Corn-laws  espeetally  thejf  ought 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  express  an  opinloii 
before  tbe  question  had  undergone  a  fait 
diseusrion.  He  contended  that  all  the  de- 
bates which  had  taken  place  had  not  been 
more  than  sufficient  to  inform  the  people 
upon  the  uoint  at  issue,  and  he  was  the 
more  convinced  of  this  rroni  their  result  i 
but  be  would  say,  tbat  the  opinions  whidt 
had  been  expressed  bv  hon.  Members,  bml 
not  been  formed  upon  a  Inll  consideration 
of  tbe  question  [o  Im^y  It  night  an- 
pear  absurd  and  pmpostermis  that  be  shouM 
^  so,  but  he  Was  certain  that  twelve 
months  would  not  elapse  before  the  greater 

Srt  of  tbe  landlords  of  England,  and  of 
e  Most  enKgntened  agritumtrists  of  tbe 
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woiU,  would  be  coiiTinoed  that  the  safety 
of  their  own  property  and  the  prosperity  of 
this  oountiy  depended  mainly  upon  the  re- 
peal of  the  Com-IawSy  as  weU  as  upon  there 
being  a  repeal  of  every  other  monopoly  or 
restriction  on  trade. 

Mr.  Cumming  Bruce  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Grentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
commenced  his  speech  with  an  alluaon  to  a 
pretty  and  unfortunate  countrywoman  of 
mine  who,  he  said,  had  fallen  into  a 
peccadillo.  Not  being  aware  what  share 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might 
have  had  in  the  transaction  to  which  he 
refers,  but  under  the  influence  of  a  natural 
instinct  of  modesty,  and  actuated  by  feel- 
ings of  commiseration  for  my  fair  and  un- 
fortunate countrywoman,  whom  the  hon. 
Crentleman  seemed  about  to  drag  to  the  bar 
of  this  august  assembly — a  more  formi- 
dable tribunal  than  the  Cutty  Stool,  I 
felt  constrained  to  rise  from  my  place 
and  take  refuge  in  the  library,  and  it  was 
not  till  he  had  nearly  concluded  his  very 
long  speech  that  I  had  sufficiently  recov- 
ered my  composure  to  return  to  my  place. 
The  House  will,  therefore,  not  expect  that 
I  should  reply,  as  doubtless  it  deserved,  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen  tleman. 
When  I  did  return  to  the  House,  I  found 
him  declaiming  on  the  state  of  severe  and 
unparalleled  distress  under  which  the  popu« 
lation  of  our  great  manufacturing  towns 
had  for  the  last  four  years  been  suffering. 
Other  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  previ- 
ously in  this  debate,  and  particularly  the 
Member  for  Shrewsbury,  in  a  speech  which 
did  honour  to  his  eood  and  kindly  feel- 
ings, had  expatiated  on  the  same  topic 
But  did  it  not  occur  to  these  hon.  Gbn. 
tlemen  that  these  distresses,  the  existence  of 
which  I  do  not  deny,  and  which  no  one 
more  deeply  deplores  than  I  do,  have  all 
grown  to  their  present  height  during  the 
]ieriod  for  which  her  M^esty's  present 
Ministers  have  held  office.  I  confess  I  can* 
not  understand  what  argument  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  can  legitimately  draw  from 
those  distresses^  if  they  think  that  Go- 
vernment has  any  influence  in  causing 
or  preventing  distress,  unless  it  be  one  un- 
(avouraUe  to  the  continued  existence  of 
the  present  Government;  and  yet  all  of 
them  have  spoken  in  resistance  of  the  mo- 
tion of  my  nsht  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Tamworu,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
relieve  the  country  from  their  mis-govern, 
roent.  In  this  there  does  seem  to  me  a 
strange  inconsbtency.  They  allow,  in 
terms,  of  the  first  part  of  die  motion  of 


the  right  hon.  Member  fer  Tamwortliy 
that  the  Government  have  no  power  to 
carry  out  legislation  in  this  Uouse,*-that9 
indeed,  seems  allowed  on  all  sides;  hot 
surely,  if  l^^iglatiQn  be  of  any  use  at  aH, 
it  is  of  use  to  secure  the  prosperity  and 
alleviate  the  suflerings  of  the  people  ;  and 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  not  posseadng  snf . 
fidenlly  the  confidence  of  this  House  to 
carry  the  legislative  measures  whidi  th^ 
deem  necessary  to  relieve  them,  are  not  in 
a  state  to  discharge  with  advantage  to 
those  suflering  classes  the  first -duty  of  a 
Government.  Now,  Sir,  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  say,  that  I  have  listened  with 
satisfaction  to  many  of  the  speethes  ddi- 
vered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppont^  — 
speeches  undoubtedly  characterised  by 
great  ability,  but  stiU  more  by  great  in- 
genuity in  mystifying  and  evading  the  real 
question  before  the  House,  and  that  satia- 
raction  has  not  been  diminished  by  their 
having  altc^ther  failed  to  answer  the  ar- 
guments so  convincingly  staled  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  support  of  the  pro- 
position  whidi  he  has  relt  it  his  duty  to 
submit  to  the  House.  I  do  not  say  this  in 
any  disparagement  of  those  q^eeches,  for 
the  arguments  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
were  in  fact  unanswerable,  and  if  anything 
more  was  required  to  establish  the  truth  ol 
his  propositions,  the  speeches  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
and  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Exeter,  amply  supplied  that 
deficiency.  Those  qpeeches  all  remain 
unanswered.  As,  however,  it  seems  the 
pleasure  of  the  House,  at  least  of  the  op- 
posite side  of  it,  to  prolong  the  discussion 
of  a  question,  in  my  view,  sufficiently 
established,  and  as  no  county  Member  for 
Scotland  has  hitherto  taken  part  in  this 
debate;  as,  also,  since  I  had  the  honour 
of  representing  the  counties  which  I 
now  represent,  I  have  never  ventured 
to  intnide  myself  on  your  attention, 
I  trust  I  may  be  excused  for  now 
soliciting  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
I  have  said,  that  the  speech  of  the  rifht 
hon.  baronet,  the  Member  for  Pembnwe» 
was  one  of  those  which  pre-eminently 
proved  the  necessity  of  the  motion  now 
under  our  consideration.  Indeed,  that 
speech  seemed  to  make  a  strong  impcenion 
on  hon.  Gentlemen  opporite*— for  scarce 
one  of  them  has  risen  since  he  spoke,  who 
has  not  betrayed  the  soreness  of  his  feding^ 
by  indulging  in  all  sorts  of  unfounded  and 
acrimonious  personal  attacks  on  my  rmht 
hon.  Friend.     Sir,  he  can  afibrd  to  alfew 
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them    that    gratification^  and    he    need 
feel    no    surprise  that   they    indulge    in 
it.    On  this  he  may  depend,  that  they  will 
never  forgive  him   the  example    of  noble 
and  disinterested  patriotism  which  he  has 
set  them,  of  sacrificing  office  to  principle. 
They  accuse    him    of    having    left    his 
party  and  abandoned  his  principles.     He 
has  done  no  such  thing — ^he  left  bfiice, 
he  abandoned  salary,   but  he  remains  as 
decided  and  as  conscientious  a  Whig  as 
ever  he  was— because  he  so  remained  firm 
to  bis  old  Whig  principles,  he  relinquished 
a  high  and  important  office^  and  for  the 
same  reason  he  subsequently  declined  office 
when  ofiered   to    him  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  tOl 
the  experience  of  the  short,  but  able  and 
distinguished  administration  of  that  right 
hon.    Baronet,    convinced    him    that    he 
could    act   with   him  without  any,     the 
slightest  sacrifice    of  principle.     And  it 
seems  to  me  that  his  conduct,  and  that  of 
his  noble  Friend  who  sits  beside  him,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  has  done  more  to 
restore  the  character  of  public  men  in  pub- 
lic estimation,  than   the  conduct  of  her 
Majesty's  present  Ministers,— and  this  is 
saying  a  ereat    deal,»-has  done  to   im- 
pair it.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
tot  Reading,  who  opened  the  debate  last 
night,  went  over  the  ground  already  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  GentlemaUj  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh,  that  the  absence  of  all 
power    to   carry   on    legislation  in    this 
House  was   no  reason  why  a    ministry 
should  retire  from  office;  and  that  more 
especially  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  as  a  necessary  consequence  of  that 
bill,  parties  were,  and  might  be  expected 
to  be  so  nearly  balanced,  that  a  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  justified  any  longer  in 
requiring  the  aid  of  considerable,  or  indeed 
of  any  majorities  as  a  condition  of  their  re- 
maining m  power.    Now,  I  admit,  that 
the  argument  was  an  ingenious  one,  if  its 
object  was  to  establish  for  her  Majesty's 
present  Ministers  a  right  to  the  perma- 
nent retention   of   office;    but    it  could 
not  be  considered    as   offering  to    their, 
till  of  late,  favorite  measure,  that  tribute  of 
praise  which  it  had  a  right  to  expect  from 
those  who  so  warmly  supported  it ;  and  if 
that  short  and  pithy  question  in  which  an 
illustrions  Duke  in  another  place  is  said,  on 
the  first  blush  of  it,  to  have  concentrated 
his  olgections  to  the  Reform  Bill,  ^*  that  he 
should  like  to  know  how,  if  it  became  law, 
the  king^s  Government  was  to  be  carried 
on,"  were   difficult  of  answer  before^  it 
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has  not  become  of  easier  solution  in 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  the  hon« 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, asree  in  the  justice  of  those  argu- 
ments, tor  I  think  it  was  clearly  established 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffi)lk,  that  since 
the  passing  of  that  bill,  the  Government 
was  for  a  time  supported  by  large  and 
powerful  majorities,  and  that  the  gradual 
and  striking  diminution  of  those  majorities 
till  they  have  now,  notwithstanding  the 
unsparing  use  of  the  power  and  influence 
of  the  Government,  fallen  below  Zero,  is 
fairly  to  be  attributed  to  their  having 
lost  the  confidence  of  Parliament  and 
the  country  Now,  for  myself,  I  must 
confess  that  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  announced  to  the  House 
his  intention  of  moving  the  continuance  of 
the  sugar  duties,  I  for  one,  coming  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  knows,  from  a 
remote  and  inaccessible  province,  was  so 
simple  as  not  to  credit  the  possibility  of  the 
Government  persevering  in  that  intention. 
We  were  then  on  the  eve  of  the  birthday 
of  our  gracious  Queen,  and  it  seemed  to  me 
that  the  announcement  must  have  been  re- 
solved on  with  the  justifiable  view,  of  not 
allowing  that  auspicious  day — alba  sit, 
feUxque  semper — to  be  disturbed  by  the 
anxieties  which  the  resignation  of  the 
Ministry,  and  the  steps  necessary  for  the 
formation  of  a  new  Government  must  have 
occasioned,  i  fancied  that  from  some 
such  motive,  they  had  not  ungracefully  re- 
solved to  submit  for  a  few  days  longer 
to  that  universal  disgust  and  reproba- 
tion, which  the  mere  notion  of  their 
attempting  to  carry  on  the  Government 
after  their  recent  defeats  in  this  House, 
had  not  failed  and  could  not  fail  to  ex- 
cite. Their  tenacity  of  office  which, 
as  they  had  long  ceased  to  exercise  the 
powers  of  Government,  charity  itself  could 
only  attribute  to  their  reluctance  to  part 
with  its  emoluments  had  already  induced 
them  to  persevere  beyond  the  precedents  of 
all  past  example ;  and  it  did  seem  to  me 
incredible,  that  any  set  of  persons,  affecting 
the  character  of  British  Statesmen,  could 
have  made  up  their  minds  to  plunge  yet 
deeper  into  such  an  abyss  of  political  degra- 
dation Q*'  Hear,  hear,"']  It  seems,  however, 
that  I  was  mistaken,  that  there  is  "  in  the 
lowest  depths  a  lower  still  ;'*  and  that  they 
a  Whiff  Government,  as,  with  an  assurance 
unpanuleled,  they  affect  to  call  themselves 
in  defiance  of  the  fact,  open  and  acknow- 
ledged by  themselves  and  by  all  men,  of 
their  having  lost  the  confidence  both  of  this 

aN 


1091 


Comfidencein 


{COMMONS} 


the  MiatMtrf'^ 


109S 


ttid  die  odier  Houfle  of  Parliament,  are  re- 
•olted,  reljing  on  court  favour  alotie,  and 
on  the  alleged  support  of  their  Sovereign^ 
whote  confidence  they  thus  dare  to  atmse 
and  hetray,  still  to  cling  to  office.    And 
they  call  themselves  a  Whig  Government ; 
they  hanging  on  to  power — no,  not  to 
power,  but  to  place,  hy  the  apronstrings  of 
the  Jjidies  of  the  B?d  Chamber— they  call 
themselves    a     Whig    Government!      I, 
Sir,  never   had    any  pretension    to    the 
name   or    character    oif    a    Whig,    but 
I  do  remember,  that  not  many  years  ago, 
h  was   the    designation  of   a  great  and 
respectable  party,  including  in  its  numbers 
many  men  of  highest  character,  of  great 
ability,  of  unquestioned  patriotism.     Are 
any  ftuch  to  be  found  now  in  the  ranks  of 
the  present  Government  ?     ["  Hear  !  from 
the  Ministerial  BenchesJ]    Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  cheer.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  says  there 
are ;  and  I  admit  that  he  is  an  example  of 
the  *'  great  sublime  he  taught.'*    But  they 
are  few  and  far  between— rart  nantes  in 
gwrgUe  vasto^wme  few  such  may  still 
give  them  a  cold,  and  reluctant,  and  occa- 
sional support,  because  it  does  require  no 
ordinary  strength  of  mind  and  force  of 
principle  to  mdce  patriotism  triumph  over 
party ;  but  the  great  majority,  the  leading 
ornaments  of  that  great  party  disavow  and 
contemn  them,  and  are  Joined  to  us,  once 
opposed  to  them,  in  upholding  those  true 
principles  of  the  Constitution  in  Church 
and  State,  against  which  their  whole  offi- 
cial existence  seems  to  me,  to  have  been  one 
continued  attach.    Sir,  that  the  remnant  of 
that  ^reat  party,  having  abandoned  all  its 
principles,  and  been  repudiated  by  all  who 
gave  It  any  daim  to  support,  should  have 
been  enabled  for  the  last  six  years  to  usurp 
the  Government  of  the  country,  is  a  fact 
only  to  be  accounted  for  by  that  weakness 
of  the  body  politic  which  not  unnaturally 
followed    the   moral    and   political  fever 
through  which  it  has  been  the  fkte  of  this 
country  to  pais ;  but  the  state  of  indifier^ 
ence  and  exhaustion  which  followed  the 
great  eridi  to  which  I  allude,  could  not 
nave  resulted  In  the  toleration  of  a  Govern* 
ment  so  incapable,  had  there  not  been 
found  men  contetit  to  maintain  themselves 
in  office  by  every  means  of  unworthy  sub* 
serviency  to  the  wislies  and  desires  of  ex* 
treme  parties  out  of  doors,  and  every  ap- 
pliance of  corrupt  patronage  to  retain  the 
support  of  those  whom  the  chances  of  ex- 
citement had  invested  with  the  power  of 
influencing  the  return  of  Membern  to  this 


Hous^-I  say  not  of  Members  themsdve^ 
for,  of  course.  Gentlemen  opponte  wooUl 
have  scorned  to  profit  from  such  patronage, 
they  being  "all  honourable  men**— hot 
this  system  has  led  to  its  natural  lesdlti, 
and  we  now  find  the  country  placed  in  a 
situation  of  difficulty  and  danger,  bom. 
which  it  is  our  duty,  at  whatever  haaid,  to 
endeavour  to  extricate  it.    Now,  aittoi^  the 
prominent  causes  of  those  difficulties  are  our 
financial  embarrassments;  and  how  have 
they  been  produced?     Why,  m^nly,  that 
hy  their  meddling  incapacity  they  have  in- 
volved us  in  a  constant  interfer^ice  with 
the  internal  concerns  of  foreign  states — 
an  interference  in  violation  o(  all  thdr 
pledges  and  professions,  uncalled  for  hy 
the  honour  or  interests  of  the  country, 
but  not  the  less  causing  a  constani  drani 
on  our  finances  by  the  number  of  "little 
wars'*  in  which  it  has  been  their  plea-> 
sure  to  engage;   while,   by  their   mre. 
gard   and  alMtndonment  of  every  reoog- 
nixed  duty  and  principle  of  Government, 
they  have  encouraged  and  fomented  dia-> 
content  and   disaflfeetion,   both   at  home 
and  in  the  colonies,  thereby  also  calling 
for  the  maintenance   of  encreased  estab* 
Itshments,  and   encreased  charges  on  the 
people.     Now  let  us  look  to  tUs.    In  the 
course  of  this  debate,  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nistersjft  and  generally  all  the   Meffifaefli 
who   have  spoken  from  that  tide  of  the 
House,  hut  more  especially  the  Membef 
for  Meath,  whose  eloquenee  seemed  woutid 
up  to  an  unusual  mtch  bf  fandful  ex« 
travaganoe,  plumed  tnemselvei  on  the  Ian* 
rels  won  for  the  Gotemment,  hy  the  pOb. 
licy  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Semtary  for 
Foreign  Affidra.     In  A  tone  and  spirit  not 
absolutely  disinterested,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  forlreland^seemed  actuated  by  the 
lort  of  feeling  which,  in  my  couatty»  is  et« 
pressed  in  the  pithy  form  of  the  proverb'-^ 
^«  Scratch  me  and  111  scratch  you,'*  while 
the  hon   Member  for  Meath,  hii  eye  ill 
the  while  '*  In  a  fine  frenxy  rollitig,''«^4i 
teal  Irish  frenxy— eloquent,  impasnobed» 
coming  from  the  heart,  crowned  Ifae  statue 
of  the  noble  Lord  with  the  oonqneror'a 
wreath»  and   called  on  08  to  fidl   dowft 
and  worship  it    Now  in  that  eoocert  of 
approbation  I  confiras  mysdf  onaUe   la 
Join*    I  wont  go  back  to  your  tmealled* 
for  and  impolitic  intetfetence  in  the  die* 
pute  between  Holland  ami  Mgitfttit  mil 
of  which,  and  not  rettioteIy»  p^W  the  ne* 
cesMty  for  your   reoent   interfierenee   in 
SyriiH-thottgh  that,  perhaps,  you  ttiay  oon- 
sidcr  as  not  mueh  to  be  uifjed  agalait  h*^ 
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aeeing  that  on  those  operations  you  rest 
yont  main  arguments  of  glorification  *  and 
sedng  that  you  belong  to  that  class  of 
politicians  who  look  back  with  indifference 
on  the  meansj  provided  the  end  helps  to 
keep  you  in  the  saddle— I  will  not  go  back 
to  that  impolitic  interference  farther  than 
to  remark,  that  its  result  has  been  on  the 
one  hand,  to  set  up  the  shadow  of  a  king- 
dom, and  the  reality  of  a  French  province ; 
and  on  the  other,  to  offend  and  alienate  an 
old  and  faithful  ally ;  a  people  sympathiz- 
ing with  England  in  religion,  in  the  love 
of  freedom,  in  the  force  of  her  industrious 
energies,  and  the  associations  of  a  common 
origin.  Nor  will  I  go  back  to  your  in- 
glorious and  unsuccessful  meddling  with 
the  civil  war  in  Spain,  where,  at  the  cost 
of  much  British  treasure,  much  British 
blood,  and  some  sacrifice  of  the  military 
renown  of  British  soldiers,  vou  have  sue- 
ceeded  for  a  time,  in  setting  up  the  des- 
potism of  a  military  adventurer  in  that  dis- 
tracted country.  I  say  not,  whether  against 
Such  difficulties  as  it  encountered,  that  111- 
fkted  legion  could,  by  any  perfection  of 
discipline  and  valout,  by  any  skill  and 
military  talent  of  its  leader^  have  achieved 
less  disastrous  results.  With  that  I  have 
nothing  to  do,  as  I  am  altogether  incom- 
petent to  decidft.  I  speak  merely  of  its 
success ;  and  for  its  want  of  suceess,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AffiiSrs,  who  sanctioned  and  encouraged,  if 
he  did  not  originate  it,  and  not  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer,  the  Member  for  West- 
minster, who,  I  daro  say,  did  all  that  be- 
came a  good  officer  and  brave  man,  is 
justly  responsible.  And  now,  with  respect 
to  your  policy  with  regard  to  Turkey.  It 
ieems  to  me  to  have  l^n  strangely  incon- 
sistent with  that  pursued  not  long  since  by 
previdus  Governments.  I  don't  wish  to 
allude  to  tmt  interference  with  r^ard  to 
Greece,  fkrther  than  to  point  out  this  in- 
consistency. I  would  not  be  understood 
as  offi»ring  any  opinion  in  disparagement 
Of  the  Government  of  Mr.  Canning.  He 
may  well  have  been  seduced  by  the  ^*  magic 
of  a  name,'*  and  I,  who  from  its  blue  seas, 
have  ^  hailed  that  bright  land  of  battle  and 
'Of  song,"  I  who  have  trodden  the  hallowed 
soil  of  that  delicious  "  grave  of  many  me- 
mories/* I  can  sympathise  with  the  gene- 
rous enthusiasm  which  may  have  drawn  a 
veil  over  the  ccmimon-place  realities  of 
present  policy,  and  daasled  Mr.  Canning, 
with  the  bright  halo  of  glorious  recollec- 
tions. But  this  I  must  say,  that  a  people 
more  unlike  those  brave,  capricious,  turbu- 


lent, unjust,  seditious,  liberty-loving,  high« 
souled  Greeks  of  the  olden  time ;  full  of 
genius,  learning,  philosophy,  wisdom  } 
animated  by  the  veiy  soul  of  poetry  and 
the  arts  ;  and  worshippinff  with  passionate 
instinct,  the  spirit  of  the  beautiful  and  the 
grand,  I  never  saw  nor  can  imagine,  than 
are  your  people  of  modem  Greece ;  and  I 
do  not  believe,  that  your  kingdom  of 
Greece  will  be  of  long  endurance,  or  that 
it  will  turn  out  anything  better  than  a 
Uussian  province,  as  difierent  from  ancient 
Greece  as  Themistocles  from  Sir  Edward 
Codrington.  [^Laughter.]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men will  observe,  that  I  merely  indicate  a 
difierence,  I  do  not  wish  to  insinuate  an 
inferiority.  But,  then,  is  it  not  curious, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  that  we  should  then 
have  fought,  and  paid,  and  struggled,  to 
wrest  from  Turkey  her  Grecian  provinces, 
lying  at  the  very  gates  of  Constantinople, 
and  from  which  she  drew  the  best  sailors  of 
her  fieets  and  that  we  should  now  fight 
and  pay  and  struggle  to  restore  to  her,  her 
Syrian  Provinces,  situated  much  more  re- 
motely, and  from  which  I  will  undertake 
to  say,  from  a  pretty  accurate  knowledge 
of  the  various  little  independent  nations 
which  inhabit  them,  the  Druses,  the  Mar- 
onites,  the  Ansaeri,  the  Moutoualis,  the 
Bedouins  of  Samaria,  differing  as  they  do 
in  habitSi  religion,  and  origin— Turkey  will 
derive  little  else  than  the  necessity  of  con- 
tending with  an  6ver-renewing  insurrec* 
tion.  Sut  the  dassio  recollections  of  Greece 
spoke  perhaps  more  powerfully  than  the 
hallowed  memories  of  Jerusalem.  And 
now  a  word  about  your  foreign  policy  with 
regard  to  France,  and  your  settlement  of 
the  Eastern  question,  to  which  I  do  wish 
for  a  moment  to  allude,  as  it  is  that  which 
we  are  told  has  covered  you  with  glory. 
Now  first  as  regards  France.  She  has 
during  your  whole  administration  been 
carrying  on  a  Wat  of  most  unjust  ag^p^es- 
sion  on  the  Southern  shores  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean. The  expedition  against  Algiers, 
for  definite  and  restricted  objects,  took  place 
when  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was  in 
office.  But  that  illustrious  man,  foreseeing, 
with  instinctive  sagacity,  the  immense  pre- 
ponderance in  the  Mediterranean,  which 
France  might  acquire  from  the  conquest 
and  permanent  occupation  of  an  extended 
line  of  coast,  and  of  territories  in  themselves 
of  inexhaustible  richness  and  fertility,  the 
granary  in  fact  of  the  ancient  Roman  em- 
pire, required  and  obtained  a  pledge  that 
no  purpose  was  entertained  of  lasting  con- 
quest, and  that  the  occupation  should  not 
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be  permanent.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that 
such  a  pledge  having  been  required  and 
given,  the  honour,  as  well  as  the  interests, 
of  England,  demanded  that  we  should  call 
for  its  fulfilment.  \iHear^  kear,^  Have 
you  made  any  such  call  ?  Have  you  taken 
any  step  to  put  an  end  to  that  fierce  un- 
just, and  bloody  war  of  extermination  with 
which  France  is  now  devastating  the  fer- 
tile, and,  as  against  France,  unoffending 
provinces  of  Mauritania  and  Numidia.  If 
you  have  not,  you  have  neglected  your  duty 
to  England.  [^Hear,  kear.2  1  can  con- 
ceive  b  it  one  excuse  which  you  may  offer, 
you  may  tell  us  that  this  African  war  proves 
and  will  prove  a  source  of  weakness  and 
exhaustion  to  France.  I  know  it  does  ;  I 
am  persuaded  it  will.  But  wiU  you  really 
dare  to  offer  such  an  excuse  to  Eng- 
land and  to  Europe?  If  you  do,  I  shall 
accuse  you  of  violating  your  duty  to 
humanity.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  I  know  makes  light 
of  humanity.  Like  the  fine  gentleman 
who  was  asked  by  a  beggar  for  a 
half-penny,  he  has  heard  of  the  coin, 
but  never  seen  it  But  I  tell  you,  that 
the  war  now  carried  on  by  France  against 
the  Moors  and  Arabs  in  those  provinces  is 
the  same  in  principle  and  object  as  that 
carried  on  in  other  times  by  the  Spaniards 
in  South  America,  and  at  this  day,  to  their 
shame,  by  the  United  States  of  Nortli  Ame- 
rica against  the  original  tribes  of  the  native 
Indians— a  war  unprovoked— a  war  of  ex- 
termination ;  and  I  say,  that  if  you  have 
taken  no  step  to  arrest  it,  you  have  shrunk 
from  the  performance  of  your  duty  to  hu- 
manity. But  now,  as  to  your  settlement 
of  the  Eastern  question  to  which  you  ap- 
peal in  a  tone  so  confident  and  triumphant. 
That  the  soldiers  and  sailors  of  England 
would  maintain  untarnished  and  with  added 
lustre  the  honour  of  the  British  arms,  es- 
tablished on  a  thousand  fields,  confirmed 
wherever  our  fleets  have  floated  upon  the 
sea,  I,  for  one,  never  doubted ;  but  does  that 
justify  the  policy  which  led  to  the  sacrifice 
of  many  gallant  lives,  to  the  shedding  of 
much  noble  blood,  and  to  no  inconsider- 
able expenditure  of  the  national  treasure. 
The  unprincipled  ambition,  the  restless  and 
reckless  personal  vanity  of  M.  Thiers  did 
seem  at  last  to  render  necessary  some  de- 
cided measures.  But  whose  fault  was  it  ; 
by  whose  procrastination  and  delay  that  the 
ambition  and  personal  vanity  of  M.  Thiers 
found  the  occasion  of  creating  this  neces- 
sity ?  Why,  yours,  and  yours  only — that 
whole  qnestion  by  the  exercise  of  a  common 


discretbn  and  of  the  ordinary  influence  of 
England— though  I  grant  that  your  long 
coquetting  with  treason  and  revolutioa 
wherever  they  showed  themselves  bad  les- 
sened your  influence  in  Europe— but  still 
you  might  by  a  little  energy  in  a  right 
direction  have  settled  that  question  before 
M.  Thiers  wasiheard  of.  And  then^  at 
what  a  risk  to  the  peace  of  Europe  and  the 
world  did  you  at  last  effect  its  settlement  ? 
For  months,  thanks  to  your  policy,  peace 
and  war  hung  trembling  on  the  balance, 
and  we  were  brought  to  the  very  vergQ 
of  a  conflict  which  would  have  shsd^en  the 
order  and  civilization  of  the  world  to  its 
centre.  And  because  a  wise  and  merciful 
Providence  interposed,  as  if  by  miracles,  to 
allay  and  still  that  madness  of  the  people — 
because  M.  Guizot  was  sent  with  his 
"  Motoi  prasstal  componere  fiuclus,"  to  re. 
strain  and  chain  up  the  winds  of  passion  and 
violence  which  you,  by  your  policy,  had  let 
loose,  you  take  credit,  forsooth,  for  the 
wisdom  and  foresight  of  your  course,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  crowns  you 
with  laurel  for  your  settlement  of  the 
Eastern  question.  And  then.  Sir,  I  cannot 
forget,  that  the  power  against  which  you 
have  thought  fit  to  display  your  warlike 
energies  was  a  power  not  unfriendly,  not 
hostile  to  England — that  good-natured  old 
gentleman,  as  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  called  him,  expressed 
to  me,  many  years  ago  his  admiration  and 
love  of  England,  and  his  conviction  of  the  pa- 
ramount importance  to  himself  of  acquiring 
and  retaining  her  favor  and  protection, 
and  certainly  no  British  subject  who 
has  entered  the  territories  over  which 
he  bore  sway  had  ever  any  reason  to 
doubt  the  sincerity  of  such  professions. 
I  therefore  doubt,  as  far  as  the  policy  of 
England  was  concerned,  the  wisdom  at 
such  cost,  and  such  enormous  risk,  of 
driving  him  out  of  Syria.  I  dont  believe 
that  if  he  had  succeeded  in  becoming  an 
important  power,  he  would  have  leant  to 
France  rather  than  England.  I  believe 
the  very  reverse.  I  am  quite  persuaded 
that  the  nominal  possession  of  Syria,  for  it 
is  nothing  more — will  not  add  to  the 
strength  of  Turkey,  or  to  her  power  of  re- 
sisting Russia  when  it  suits  Russia  in  earnest 
to  set  about  swallowing  her  up.  Why  the 
Turks  themselves  believe,  that  this  fate  is 
reserved  for  them.  I  was  shown  in  the 
Mosque  of  St.  Sophia  a  sort  of  fresco, 
which  the  Turks,  who  tolerate  in  their 
temples  no  paintings,  had,  as  they  said, 
repeatedly  endeavoured  to  efface,  but  which 
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always  re-appeared,  and  would  re-appear 
till  the  Christians  returned  again  to  restore 
it  to  its  pristine  honour.  Why  it  is  vain  to 
try  to  uphold  a  power^  as  a  great  power, 
whose  people  have  thus  in  anticipation 
yielded  up  their  capital.  1  fear^  therefore, 
that  your  settlement  will  be  of  short  dura- 
tion,  and  then,  as  regards  the  peace  and 
tranquillity,  and  the  security  to  life  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Syria,  under  the  one  regime 
or  the  other.  Why,  I  say,  and  say  posi- 
tively, and  from  my  own  experience,  that 
the  balance  was  as  100  to  one  in  favour  of 
the  rule  of  Egypt.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  would  give  it  against  Egypt,  be- 
cause he  abominates  a  strong  Government } 
but  I  much  question  whether  the  people  of 
Syria,  liberty  and  freedom  being  alike  out 
of  the  question  in  both  cases,  will  not  be 
losers  by  the  change.  Mind,  I  dont  say 
you  should  have  interfered  to  aid  the  re- 
bellion of  the  Pasha.  1  merely  deny,  that 
you  were  called  on,  either  by  considerations 
of  English  policy  or  considerations  con- 
nected with  the  happiness  of  Syria,  to 
interfere  at  such  cost  and  risk  to  suppress  it. 
If  I  did  not  feel,  that  it  would  be  tres- 
passing too  long  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  I  could  relate  to  them  one  or  two 
little  adventures  which  happened  to  me  in 
Syria  when  the  power  of  the  Sultan  was 
more  established  in  it  than  it  ever  will  be 
again,  and  I  would  leave  to  the  noble 
Lord  to  describe  the  state  in  which  he 
found  it  under  the  domination  of  Egypt, 
and  I  would  leave  the  House  to  decide 
which  was  most  favourable  to  the  peace 
and  prosperity;  of  that  country — liberty,  as 
I  have  before  said,  being  alike  in  both  cases 
of  the  question.  But  i  have  already  de- 
tained the  House  too  long  on  this  matter 
of  the  Eastern  policy  of  the  noble  Lord. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  has  disposed  of  the  question  of 
China,  and  the  noble  Lord  is  welcome  to 
whatever  laurels  he  may  gather  for  the 
disputed  boundary  in  North  America,  and 
to  whatever  credit  he  may  claim  for  his 
prompt  and  effectual  interference  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  M'Leod,  and  so  I  pass 
from  the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble 
Lord.  But  then  its  domestic  administra. 
tion— on  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  peculiarly  prizes  himself — they 
may  have  failed  as  legislators — that,  in  fact, 
seems  admitted,  and  will  not  deny  proving 
the  first  proposition  of  therighthon.  Baronet. 
***  But  look,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
how  we  have  managed  matters  at  home, 
and  executed  the  laws  which   we    found 


in  existence.*'  Now  really  the  boldness 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  astoni^ 
me.  Why,  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for« 
gotten  the  Chartist  insurrection,  and  Chart- 
ist demonstrations,  where  they  did  not 
break  out  into  actual  insurrection,  which 
besides  the  insecurity,  the  alarm,  the 
misery^  which  they  occasioned  in  the  parts 
of  the  country  which  were  more  im- 
mediately the  scenes  of  them,  did 
also,  as  well  as  the  insurrection  in 
Canada,  invited  and  encouraged  by  one 
of  their  roost  favoured  supporters,  oc- 
casion no  small  expense  to  suppress  and 
guard  against  its  recurrence.  But  not  to 
revert  to  a  matter  which  has  been  already 
alluded  to  in  the  debate,  and  which 
I  am  the  more  unwilling  to  do  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord, 
on  whose  eonduct  1  should  reluctantly 
animadvert  when  he  was  not  present  to 
defend  himself;  will  the  House  permit 
me  to  say  a  few  words  on  a  matter  exclu- 
sively referring  to  Scotland,  and  one  of 
paramount  importance  to  that  country. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
took  credit,  as  I  have  said,  for  the  way  in 
which  the  Government  had  administered 
the  existing  laws.  Now,  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  include  in  his  commenda- 
tion the  iidministration  of  the  law  as  con- 
nected with  those  unhappy  dissensions 
which  now  rend  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
Hon.  Members  are  not  perhaps  aware  to 
what  an  extent  the  mind  of  Scotland  is 
distracted  and  agitated  by  those  dissen- 
sions,—dissensions  by  which  the  peace  and 
tranquillity  of  that  part  of  the  empire  is 
exposed  to  considerable  hazard.  Now,  I 
am  not  now  goine  to  enter  into  any  discus- 
sion of  the  relative  merits  of  one  or  the 
other  of  the  parties  in  that  melancholy  dis- 
pute. My  own  mind  has  been  long  and 
fully  made  up  on  the  subject,  and  I  have 
not  scrupled  to  declare  it  on  all  fitting  oc- 
casions ;  but  I  should  be  doing  injustice  to 
both  parties,  if  I  attempted,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  speech  which  has  already  occupied 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  to  state 
the  grounds  on  which  that  opinion  rests.  I 
know  that  English  Members  are  not  so 
informed  regarding  it  as  that  they  should 
now  understand  it  if  stated  in  a  cursory  or 
superficial  way,  and,  therefore,  I  will  not 
enter  into  its  merits  at  all.  But  this  I 
will  say,  that  had  the  law  as  it  exists, 
been  promptly  and  honestly  carried  into 
execution,  those  unhappy  disputes,  which 
threaten  the  Church  with  schism,  and  the 
people  with  the  loss  of  an  establishment^ 
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so  are  promised  us.  But  I  see  in  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  a  source  of 
"wide-spreading  desolation^  involving  im- 
mense classes  of  the  community ;  and  I 
should  like  to  know,  when  that  desolation 
shall  have  swept  over  them,  what  will  be- 
come of  that  home  market  for  the  produc- 
tions of  your  manufacturing  industry,  which 
is  now  its  best  stimulus  and  reward.  I 
trust,  however,  that  the  good  sense  of 
the  country,  and  that  instinct  of  honesty 
which  induces  the  people  of  this  country 
to  treat  as  pirates  those  who  sail  under 
false  colours,  will  reject  not  only  these 
mischievous  proposals,  but  the  still  more 
mischievous  proposers  of  them,  and  thank- 
ing the  House  sincerely  for  the  indulg- 
ence with  which  it  has  listened  to  me, 
I  shall  give  my  cordial  support  to  the 
motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  William  Somerville  had  never  lis- 
tened to  a  more  extraordinary  oration  than 
that  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  one  moment  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  situation  of  the  Moors  in 
Algiers,  in  the  next  he  travelled  to  Jeru- 
salem, and  dwelt  on  the  situation  of  the 
Syrians;  he  next  proceeded  to  France, 
and  after  a  dissertation  on  the  politics  of 
that  country,  he  jumped  round  to  Mehemet 
All  and  Egypt ;  in  the  next  moment,  he 
favoured  the  House  with  a  parallel  be- 
tween Theraistocles  and  Sir  Edward  Cod- 
rington.  The  hon.  Member  then  travelled 
to  China,  and  to  a  number  of  other  places. 
It  was  quite  out  of  the  question  to  follow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  throughout  his  very 
discursive  speech ;  he  should,  therefore, 
proceed  to  make  some  remarks  on  the 
question  immediately  before  the  House. 
He  believed  that  no  representatives  were 
more  interested  in  the  decision  the  House 
should  come  to,  on  this  question  than  the 
Members  from  Ireland,  for  with  that 
country  it  was  almost  a  question  of  life 
and  death.  He  would  not  touch  on  the 
constitutional  part  of  the  question,  as  that 
had  been  dwelt  on  at  length  by  those  who 
could  much  better  handle  it  than  himself. 
They  were  asked  then  to  withdraw  their 
confidence  from  the  Government,  either  in 
confequence  of  acts  which  they  had  com- 
mitted, or  in  anticipation  of  a  part  which 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  about  to  take. 
The  measures  of  the  Government  had  been 
less  touched  on  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
than  he  had  anticipated,  but  the  right  hon. 
Parooet  and  those  who  followed  him  on 
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the  opposite  side  had,  in  their  endeavour  Co 
show  the  weakness  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  pointed  out  how  much  they 
had  been  warped  by  the  exertions  of  the 
party  opposite,  and  that  they  had  been 
unable  to  carry  their  measures  with  hr^ 
majorities.  He  believed  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  parties  in  that  House  and  in 
the  country,  they  were  not  likely  for  some 
time  to  meet  with  a  Government  which 
could  command  a  large  majority,  but 
that,  whatever  administration  was  in  office 
they  would  be  obliged  to  modify  their 
measures  to  a  certain  extent  to  suit  the 
views  of  those  who  were  partially  oppoaed 
to  them.  Fie  could  not  help  complainio^ 
of  the  manner  in  which  his  own  country 
had  been  alluded  to  by  some  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  the  course  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion, and  he  should  always  protest, 
while  he  was  a  Member  of  this  House, 
against  the  manner  in  which  Irish  qaea- 
tions  were  made  mere  stalking-horaes 
for  place.  He  had  always  been  anxious 
to  unite  the  two  countries  in  the  strict- 
est and  most  solid  ties;  and  he  was 
sure  that  this  could  never  be  done  while 
such  a  system  continued.  He  deeply  regret- 
ted the  allusions  which  he  had  heard  made 
to  the  appropriation  question  that  evening, 
and  be  was  sure  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  not  aware  of  the  danger  there  was  in 
twitting  and  taunting  her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters for  abandoning  that  clanse.  Thej 
should  remember  that  it  was  recorded  in 
the  journals  of  the  House,  that  there 
could  be  no  satisfactory  settlement  of  die 
tithe  question,  until  that  principle  was 
adopted  and  acted  upon.  Were  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  sure  that  by  such  allasions 
they  would  not  re-animate  and  re-open 
the  agitation  on  this  question  ?  He  con- 
fessed that,  beyond  his  hope  and  expecta- 
tions, there  was  now  a  state  of  peace  in  that 
country  with  regard  to  this  questbn,  but 
he  feared  and  dreaded  that  those  times 
would  again  occur,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  not  be  rapidly  hastened  by  the  in- 
discreet mode  in  which  the  subject  was 
alluded  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  a  short  time  ago,  had  alloded 
to  this  question,  and  had  dwelt  on  the  in- 
consistency of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  it.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  shoold  be  the 
last  person  in  that  House  to  taunt  any 
hon.  Gentleman  with  inconsistency  on 
this  subject.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked 
of  axoiting  false  hopes  on  this  sobject,  and 
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do  not  benUle  to  call  the  most  recklesB, 
the  most  unwiBOi  the  most  mtachieyous,  pro* 
jeot  ever  submitted  by  eny  government  of 
wbioh  history  gives  us  nn  example.  Sir,  I 
do  Qot  hesitate  to  express  strongly  the  feel- 
ings which  I  strongly  entertain — this  is  no 
time  for  hesitation*  In  my  opinion^  the  sal- 
vation of  tbeoountry  demands  their  expulsion 
from  power*  which  they  use  for  purposes  so 
fraught  with  danger  and  ruin  to  the  State. 
They  are  no  longer  in  the  position  of  con- 
stitutional Ministers.  After  their  repeated 
defeats^  their  remaining  in  office  is  at  va- 
riance with  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution 
—as  though  incapable  of  good,  they  are 
capable^  fatally  capable,  as  their  Corn-law 
proposition  sufficiently  proves,  of  much  evil. 
Defeated  on  the  first  of  their  propositions 
— that  which  the  House  rejected  from  a 
conviction  of  its  tendency  to  revive  the 
slave-trade,  and  increase  the  horrors  of 
slavery — they  come  down  to  the  House  as 
if  nothing  unusual  had  occurred,  and  the 
noble  Lora  quietly  announces  his  intention 
of  proceeding  with  his  attack  on  the  Corn. 
laws.  Does  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer not  persevere  in  his  intention  of  fish- 
ing for  a  Budget  in  the  St.  Lawrence? 
I  could  assure  fami  indeed,  that  he  would 
be  unsuccessful,  that  he  would  have  had 
no  sport^-but  that,  he  may  say,  is  his  af- 
fair not  mine.  What  I  should  complain  of, 
liowever,  is  his  oompelling  us  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  remain  and  carry  his 
empty  basket,  and  I  do  trust,  that  he  may 
be  persuaded,  that  it  is  useless  to  continue 
to  lash  the  water  with  a  line  from  which 
the  hook  has  snapped  off,  and  in  a  stream 
io  troubled,  that  even  if  he  had  one,  the 
neediest  bull  Trout  would  scarce  think  of 
boking  at  it.  Do  you  go  cm  with  your 
Timber  Duties?  No?  Then  you  think  you 
will  6ud  in  the  Corn-laws  a  more  profit- 
able field  of  agitation*  I  warn  you  of  your 
mistake.  I  know  you  will  endeavour  to 
represent  this  as  a  landlord's  question-^but 
at  IS  not  with  the  landlords  only  that  you  will 
have  to  do.  In  the  counties  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent,  there  is  scarce  a 
single  farm  which  is  not  let  on  lease— the 
same  is  the  case  in  Scotland  ^enerallpr*^ 
the  usual  term  of  those  leases  is  for  nine- 
teen years  <^- if  the  landlords  are  to  be 
ruined,  the  tenants  holding  on  such  leases 
will  not  go  scathless.  Relying  on  their 
leases,  many  of  them  at  their  commence- 
ment have  invested  their  capital  on  im. 
provements  to  be  repaid  during,  or  at  the 
expiry  of  their  leases.  Do  you  see  no 
bjustice  to  that  numerous  and  most  useful 


class  in  the  confiscation  of  their  capital 
which  your  duty  of  Ss,  4d*  on  the  quarter 
of  oats  will  efifect  ?  Why  your  protection 
will  scarce  pay  the  freight  of  their  grain 
from  the  shores  of  the  Moray  Firth  to 
London.  You  are  not  aware— how  should 
you  be  aware,  who  for  the  last  four  yean 
have  thought  of  nothing  but  the  retention 
of  office — that  great  eWorts  are  now  mak- 
ing in  Scotland,  by  reclaiming  waste  lands 
by  furrow-draining,  and  the  use  of  the  sub- 
soil plough— an  expensive  operation  per- 
formed generally  at  the  sole  expense  of 
the  tenant -p- to  improve  a  country  less 
favoured  in  soil  and  climate,  than  your 
own.  You  are  aware  that  the  example  of 
those  spirited  efforts  is  re-acting  most  bene- 
ficially on  England.  Do  you  think  it  a 
matter  of  no  importance  in  a  national 
point  of  view,  to  suspend  and  paralyse 
those  exertions,  and  thus  to '  throw  out 
of  employment  vast  masses  of  agricul- 
tural labourers,  to  be  precipitated  on 
your  already  over-peopled  manufacturing 
towns  [HeaVf  hear  .Q.  If  you  would  leave 
us  alone,  we  should  soon  so  increase  the 
amount  of  our  produce,  and  so  diminish  the 
cost  of  its  production  as  to  make  us  indepen- 
dent of  any  thing  beyond  a  very  limited  pro- 
tection, and  while  we  adhered  to  the  fluctua- 
ting scale,  to  assent  to  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion as  regards  the  point  at  which  foreign 
com  might  be  admitted  on  merely  nominal 
duties;  but  by  your  constant  tampering 
with  this  great  question,  you  defer  indefi- 
nitely the  period  at  which  we  could  do  so 
without  great  pressure  on  existing  interests. 
Nor  is  it  only  the  interest  of  the  landlords 
and  tenants  and  agricultural'interest  which 
your  profligate  proposal,  if  carried  out, 
would  bring  into  jeopardy.— You  call  it  a 
class  interest. — Why  the  whole  class  of 
tradesmen  in  our  towns, — ^in  all,  save  the 
great  manufacturing  cities,  would  be  in- 
volved in  the  common  ruin.  Nor  those 
alone*-the  retired  tradesman,  the  indus- 
trious mechanic,  all  those  persons  living 
respectably  on  small  fixed  incomes  through- 
out the  country,  who  have  invested,  as 
they  had  a  right  to  do,  their  capital  on  the 
security  of  land,  in  preference  to  investing 
it  in  gambling  speculatkms  in  foreign 
funds  or  railway  adventures,  would  alike 
suffer,— unless  the  noble  Lord  has  in  re- 
serve some  plan  by  which  the  interest  of 
their  capital  may  be  recovered  from  the 
rentless  estates  of  the  ruined  landlords.-* 
But,  Sir,  J,  shall  not  now  pretend  to 
enter  at  length  into  the  question  of  the 
Com»hiWSiP<-Qther  opportunities  of  doing 
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said,  that  the  wheat  of  Ireland  was  of  a 
worse  quality,  and  that  it  would  be  more 
injoriouf  to  the  agricalturists  than  if  they 
had  not  the  English  market  aeeared  to 
them.  Was  this  an  argument  for  the 
continuance  of  the  system — that  corn  was 
to  be  continued  to  be  brought  to  the 
market  of  this  country  because  it  was  bad| 
and  that  it  must  be  mixed  with  a  better 
oualitVy  and  that  the  people  must  be 
forcea  to  eat  it  at  a  hieh  price?  He  was 
sure  such  a  mode  of  reasoning  could 
have  little  weight  with  any  one.  He  be- 
lieved, that  if  they  got  rid  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  it  would  do  more  than  anything 
else  to  get  rid  of  that  slovenly  system 
of  farming  which  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
existed  in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  He  was 
aware  that  he  stood  nearly  alone  as  an 
Irish  landlord  in  the  opinions  which  be 
entertained  on  the  subject,  but  he  had 
not  adopted  them  for  the  occasion,  for 
ever  since  he  had  bad  a  seat  in  the  House 
he  had  voted  against  ihe  present  system. 
When  he  first  voted  for  the  motion  of  bis 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hamptoui  he  received  several  letters  from 
various  quarters,  many  of  them  anonymous, 
asking  him  whether  he  was  really  mad. 
Several  of  his  bun.  Friends  opposite,  per- 
haps, thought  that  this  opinion  was  not 
far  from  the  mark,  but  he  really  and  sin- 
cerely entertained  the  conviction  that  the 
adoption  of  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  the  highest  degree, 
beneficial  to  both  England  and  Ireland. 
He  had  always  spoken  with  respect  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  of  the  comparative 
moderation  of  his  views;  but  the  truth 
was,  if  he  took  office,  he  would  be  obliged 
to  follow  in  the  wake  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  the 
adoption  of  whose  measures  would  be 
destructive  to  the  peace  of  the  country, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  to  form  a  part  of  the  embryo 
Government  of  the  other  side.  He  heard 
the  other  evening  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  plume  himself  and  those 
with  whom  he  acted  on  the  damage  which 
they  bad  done  to  all  the  bills  which  had 
been  brooght  forward  for  the  imorovement 
of  Ireland.  Wu  this,  he  would  ask,  the 
mode  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in- 
tended  to  recommend  his  party  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  extraordinary 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  for- 
merly entertained  such  extreme  Whiggish 
opinions,  should  now  allude  with  so  mach 


satisfaction  to  the  attempt  which  be  wad 
the  noble  Lord  had  made,  to  add  a  few 
pounds  to  the  value  of  the  franchise*  He 
believed  that  the  country  could  not  be 
governed  on  these  extreme  opinions.  He 
recollected,  with  great  pain,  the  auempu 
made  in  1839  to  get  up  an  extreme  no* 
popery  cry.  He  recollected  that  the  pre- 
sent hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Wood* 
stock  was  selected  as  the  crack  ceodidele 
of  the  day,  to  oppose  the  SoUcitor^eoerel 
at  Newark,  and  who  called  certain  Mem-> 
hers  of  that  House,  popery  Members.  He 
talked  of  a  Member  of  this  descriptkm 
belonging  to  the  Admiralty.  £Crtrs  of 
**  Question.'^]  He  contended  that  it  waa 
to  the  question,  as  it  showed  the  feeling 
that  was  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
admission  of  a  Catholic  to  the  Privy 
Council.  Allusion  was  also  made  to  tble 
disgrace  of  the  Treasury  bench,  and  other 
observations  of  a  similar  character.  He 
could  not  bear  the  use  of  such  laogoage, 
by  a  Gentleman  of  such  standing  with  hie 
party  as  the  boo.  and  learned  Member, 
and  believe  that  a  Government  in  Ireland 
composed  of  Gentlemen  oppodta,  cooid 
be  carried  on  in  a  spirit  of  moderatioii. 
He  did  not  see  bow  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net could  control  his  partizans  who  gave 
him  their  confidence  and  support.  He 
did  not  intend  to  say  anything  oflTeosiveiii 
the  observations  which  be  had  made,  but 
he  thought  it  to  be  the  duty  of  every 
Gentleman  to  state  his  opinions  fairly  and 
openly.  As  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in  that 
House,  he  should  only  look  to  what  he 
regarded  to  be  beneficial  to  the  country, 
and  believing,  as  he  did,  the  measores  of 
the  Government  to  be  beneficial,  he  shouki 
not  shrink  from  supporting  them. 

Captain  Hamilton  would  acknowledge 
the  consistency  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  spoken,  but  he  could  not  agree 
In  that  hon.  Baronet's  views  of  the  Corn* 
laws ;  for  it  did  not  appear  how  low  prices 
for  food  would  increase  the  wages  of  the 
labourer.  That  principle,  at  least,  wouU 
not  be  understood  here.  The  preaant 
question,  however,  was  well  understood  bv 
the  people  of  England.  They  nnderstooa 
the  question  to  be,  whether  ner  Majesty's 
Ministers  deserved  the  confidence  of  tne 
House  of  Commons ;  and  they  knew  that 
on  the  measores  of  the  budget,  Ministera 
certainly  did  not  deserve  that  confidence* 
The  day  had  gone  by  when  mere  forensic 
declamation  would  work  its  way  with  the 
people  of  England.  The  wprkbg  people  of 
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Engkod  r«ad  (ho  «peecbcs  of  Sir  Hobftrt 
Peel  as  well  as  those  of  Lord  John  Russell, 
and  those  other  bon.  Gentlemen  at  the 
Mioisterial  side  of  the  House.  And  what 
was  more  than  that,  the  people  of  Eng- 
land now  understood  what  they  read.  He 
did  noiy  however,  think,  that  the  people 
of  England  did  understand  those  Parlia- 
mentary conventional  rules  by  which  they 
vouid  endeavour,  in  this  House,  to  make 
what  was  black  appear  perfectly  white. 
He  would  ask  whether  such  a  course  of 
conduct  as  had  been  pursued  by  the  noble 
Loid|  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire,  was 
not  calculated  to  stultify  the  promises 
which  had  beeo  previously  made  to  the 
electors  of  Lincolnshire?  He  was  of 
opinion,  that  the  sooner  a  dissolution 
would  come,  the  better  would  it  be  for  the 
country.  [Cheers,]  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  hon*  Gentlemen  opposite  cheer  that 
observation ;  but  he  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  they  would  not  cheer  so  loudly  this 
day  $\x  months.  Much  bad  been  said 
with  respect  to  the  distresses  of  the  coun- 
try. No  man  lamented  more  than  he  did 
such  a  state  of  things;  but, he  would  ask, 
had  not  their  late  embarrassments  in 
America  something  to  do  in  creating  those 
distresses?  And,  above  all  things,  had 
not  the  deplorable  misgovernment  of  this 
country  something  to  dp  in  the  creation  of 
this  distress?  He  predicted  that  this  Minis- 
terial scheme  of  cheap  bread  would  be 
immediately  followed  by  a  proportional 
reduction  in  the  price  of  labour.  He  de- 
niedy  therefore,  that  this  could  be  consi- 
dered as  a  boon  conferred  upon  the  work- 
ing classes.  This  scheme  might  answer 
very  well  for  the  purpose  of  agitation,  but 
in  ao  other  way  could  it  serve  their  pur- 
poses, or  the  interests  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  electors  of  England 
were  represented  in  England.  They  might 
agitate  the  country  upon  the  subject  of 
the  Corp-laws^they  might  put  off  the 
settlement  of  the  roor-law  question — 
they  might  raise  anv  popular  cry  they 
pleased,  out  the  people  of  England  would 
soon  show  them  what  their  opinion  was 
upon  the  motion  now  before  the  House. 
The  people  of  England  would  see  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  had  carried  out  the 
principle  of  self-preservation  too  far,  and 
they  would  see  that  they  had  sacrificed  the 
interests  of  the  country  to  the  selfish  mo- 
tive of  keeping  their  places. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  bad  just  lat  down  9tated  the  question] 


to  be,  whether  that  House  had  confidence 
in  her  Majesty's  Ministers?  but  in  bis 
opinion  that  was  not  the  only  Question ; 
the  other  question  was,  whether  the  House 
had  confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Barooety 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  his  friends 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House?  and 
he  (Mr.  Muntz)  must  say,  that  he  for  one 
had  not  the  slightest  confidence  in  them. 
He  well  remembered  them  in  office  ten 
years  before,  and  did  all  in  his  power  to 
remove  them,  because  they  governed  so 
badly  that  no  one  could  live  in  comfort 
under  them ;  and  he  could  not  find  that 
they  had  the  least  improved  either  in  their 
principles,  their  manners,  or  their  conver* 
sation,  since  that  time.  They  bad  not 
held  out  the  slightest  inducement  to  vote 
them  into  office;  there  was  no  sign  of 
their  intentions  to  repeal  the  Corn-laws^ 
nor  the  Money-laws,  nor  to  do  any  thing 
for  the  relief  of  the  distressed  population^ 
and  therefore  he  could  not  give  the  motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  his  support ; 
but  if  he  would  propose  something  better 
than  had  been  done  by  the  Government, 
he  would  be  the  last  man  to  oppose  him, 
as  he  considered  himself  sent  there  for  the 
good  of  the  country,  and  pot  to  support 
the  party  on  either  side.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Government  had  his  confidence, 
[Heavt  hear] — but  the  reason  they  had 
not  was,  because  they  so  closely  followed 
all  the  principles  and  practices  of  their 
predecessors.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said  that  he  would  not  make  any  bidding 
for  popularity,  and  be  (Mr.  Muntz)  could 
understand  his  feelings  upon  that  subject ; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  tnere  was  a  great  dif- 
ference between  bidding  for  popularity 
and  explaining  the  principles  upon  which 
be  intended  to  carry  on  the  government  of 
a  great  nation,  and  he  thought  the  House 
had  a  right  to  expect  some  declaration 
upon  the  subject.  He  felt  that  the  coun* 
try  was  very  much  in  the  position  of  the 
fox  in  the  fable,  and  as  he  had  not  heard 
one  sentence  which  promised  relief  to  the 
people  by  a  change  of  measures,  he 
thought  they  had  better  keep  the  full  fleas 
which  they  now  bad  upon  them,  than  re- 
move them  to  be  replaced  by  empty  ones, 
he  should,  therefore,  under  such  circum- 
stances, give  his  vote  to  fsvour  of  Ministers. 
Colonel  CtmpMy,  in  rising  to  support 
the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
would  ask  the  House  this  question  ;  if 
the  present  Ministry  had  brought  this 
country  into  its  present  difficnitiei,  and 


1107 


Confidence  im 


{COMMONS} 


tk€  Mimiry — 


1108 


said,  that  the  wheat  of  Ireland  was  of  a 
worse  quality,  and  that  it  would  be  more 
injurious  to  the  agriculturists  than  if  they 
had  not  the  English  market  secured  to 
them.  Was  this  an  argument  for  the 
continuance  of  the  system — that  corn  was  ! 
to  be  continued  to  be  brought  to  the 
market  of  this  country  because  it  was  bad, ' 
and  that  it  must  be  mixed  with  a  better 

?iualitv»  and  that  the  people  must  be 
orcea  to  eat  it  at  a  hieh  price  ?  He  was 
sure  such  a  mode  of  reasoning  could 
have  little  weight  with  any  one.  He  be** 
lieved,  that  if  they  got  rid  of  the  Corn- 
lawSy  it  would  do  more  than  anything 
else  to  get  rid  of  that  slovenly  system 
of  farmmg  which  he  was  sorry  to  sayt 
existed  in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  He  was 
aware  that  he  stood  nearly  alone  as  an 
Irish  landlord  in  the  opinions  which  he 
entertained  on  the  subject,  but.  he  had 
not  adopted  them  for  the  occasion,  for 
ever  since  he  had  had  a  seat  in  the  House 
he  had  voted  against  the  present  system. 
When  he  first  voted  for  the  motion  of  bis 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hamptoui  he  received  several  letters  from 
various  quarters,  many  of  them  anonymous, 
asking  him  whether  he  was  really  mad. 
Several  of  his  hon.  Friends  opposite,  per- 
haps, thought  that  this  opinion  was  not 
far  from  the  mark,  but  he  really  and  sin- 
cerely entertained  the  conviction  that  the 
adoption  of  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  the  highest  degree, 
beneficial  to  both  England  and  Ireland. 
He  bad  always  spoken  with  respect  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  of  the  comparative 
moderation  of  his  views;  but  the  truth 
was,  if  he  took  office,  he  would  be  obliged 
to  follow  in  the  wake  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  the 
adoption  of  whose  measures  would  be 
destructive  to  the  peace  of  the  country, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  to  form  a  part  of  the  embryo 
Government  of  the  other  side.  He  heard 
the  other  evening  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  plume  himself  and  those 
with  whom  he  acted  on  the  damage  which 
they  bed  done  to  all  the  bills  which  had 
been  brought  forward  for  the  imorovement 
of  Ireland.  Was  this,  he  would  ask,  the 
mode  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in- 
tended to  recommend  his  party  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  extraordinary 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  for- 
merly entertained  such  extreme  Whiggish 
opinioosy  should  noy  allude  with  so  much 


satisfaction  to  the  attempt  which  he  aod 
the  noble  Lord  had  made,  to  add  a  few 
pounds  to  the  value  of  the  franchise^  He 
believed  that  the  country  could  not  be 
governed  on  these  extreme  opinions*  He 
recollected,  with  great  pain,  the  attempu 
made  in  1839  to  get  up  an  extreme  oo- 
popery  cry.  He  recollected  that  the  pre- 
sent hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Wood* 
stock  was  selected  as  the  crack  candidate 
of  the  day,  to  oppose  the  Solicitor^eneral 
at  Newark,  ana  who  called  certain  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  popery  Members.  He 
talked  of  a  Member  of  this  descriptwn 
belonging  to  the  Admiralty.  [Cms  of 
**  Question.**]  He  contended  that  it  was 
to  the  question,  as  it  showed  the  feeling 
that  was  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
admission  of  a  Catholic  to  the  Privy 
Council.  Allusion  was  also  made  to  the 
disgrace  of  the  Treasury  bench,  and  other 
observations  of  a  similar  character.  He 
could  not  hear  the  use  of  such  lao^uage, 
by  a  Gentleman  of  such  standing  with  ois 
party  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  oelieve  that  a  Government  ia  Ireland 
composed  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  coold 
be  carried  on  in  a  spirit  of  moderation. 
He  did  not  see  bow  tne  ri|;ht  hon.  Baro- 
net could  control  his  partizans  who  gave 
him  their  confidence  and  support.  He 
did  not  intend  to  say  anything  oflTensivein 
the  observations  which  be  had  made,  but 
he  thought  it  to  be  the  duty  of  every 
Gentleman  to  state  his  opinions  fairly  and 
openly.  As  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in  that 
House,  he  should  only  look  to  what  he 
regarded  to  be  beneficial  to  the  country^ 
and  believing,  as  he  did,  the  measures  of 
the  Government  to  be  beneficial,  he  should 
not  shrink  from  supporting  them. 

Captain  Hamilton  would  acknowledge 
the  consistency  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  spoken,  but  be  could  not  agree 
In  that  hon.  Baronet's  views  of  the  Cora* 
laws ;  for  it  did  not  appear  how  low  prices 
for  food  would  increase  the  wages  of  the 
labourer.  That  principle,  at  least,  would 
not  be  understood  here.  The  preaeDt 
question,  however,  was  well  understood  by 
the  people  of  England.  Thev  understooa 
the  question  to  be,  whether  ner  Majesty^e 
Ministers  deserved  the  confidence  of  tao 
House  of  Commons ;  and  they  knew  that 
on  the  measures  of  the  budget,  Ministert 
certainly  did  not  deserve  that  confidence. 
The  day  had  gone  by  when  mere  forensic 
declamation  would  work  its  way  with  the 
people  of  Eogland.  The  workio^  people  of 
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cheap,  from  want  of  employment.  Much 
distress  now  prevailed  in  the  country,  and 
the  measure  which  Ministers  proposed 
could  not,  by  possibility,  confer  any  be- 
nefit on  the  nation.  The  only  way  in 
which  it  could  benefit  the  manufacturer, 
for  whose  special  service  it  was  intended, 
would  be  by  enabling  him  to  lower  the 
rate  of  wages.  He  thanked  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Radnor)  and  his  noble  Friend, 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam),  who  sat  below  the  noble 
Earl,  for  giving  their  Lordships  an  oppor- 
tunity for  mcidentally  discussing  this  ques- 
tion. He  wished  their  opinions  to  be  re« 
corded  daily,  for  the  purpose  of  refuting 
the  sophistries  which  were  employed  by 
those  who  called  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  of  repelling  the  calumnies 
that  were  directed  against  those  by  whom 
they  were  supported.  He  was  anxious 
that  the  country  should  be  enlightened  as 
to  the  real  merits  of  the  question ;  believ- 
ing that  with  respect  to  it,  as  with  respect 
to  every  other  question,  truth  was  great^ 
and  would  finally  prevail. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  he  also  liked 
discussion,  and  he  hoped  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  bring  this  question  forward. 
He  differed  from  the  noble  Earl  as  to  his 
statement  of  the  prosperity  of  1825,  when 
corn  was  dear,  and  the  distress  of  1835-36^ 
when  corn  was  cheap.  Whether  there  was 
such  prosperity  or  not  in  1^25  he  could 
not  say,  and  ne  wished  to  learn  from  the 
noble  Earl  where  he  arriredatthe  knowledge 
of  its  existence  ?  [Earl  Stanhope  :  In  the 
King's  Speech.]  Well,  where  was  the 
proof  of  the  great  distress  of  the  labourer 
in  1836?  The  landowners  and  farmers 
at  that  time  certainly  cried  out,  and  Par- 
liaroeniary  Committees  were  appointed 
to  investigate  the  subject.  Landowners  were 
examined  before  those  committees,  but 
not  one  single  labourer.  In  1835,  the 
Poor-taw  Amendment  Bill  was  passed, 
(that  bill  which  the  noble  Earl  always  de- 
scribed as  having  ruined  the  labouring 
classes),  but  it  had  not  come  into  opera- 
lion;  so  that  the  noble  Earl  could  not 
attribute  to  that  source  the  distress  of 
which  he  had  spoken.  The  only  inference 
he  could  draw  from  what  the  noble  Earl 
had  stated  was  this,  that  the  consumers 
of  corn  suffered  by  having  corn  cheap ;  a 
doctrine  to  which,  he  believed  the  con 
sumers  would  not  give  their  assent. 

Karl  Fitzwilliam :  The  noble  I<ord  op- 
posite had  said,  that  the  only  way  in  which 
an  alieratioQ  of  the  Corn-laws  would  benefit 


the  manufacturers  was,  by  enabling  them 
to  lower  the  rate  of  wages.  Now,  he  would 
take  leave  to  differ  on  that  point  from  the 
noble  Earl.  The  objection  which  he  felt 
to  the  Corn-laws,  in  a  commercial  point 
of  view,  was,  because  they  had  a  tendency 
to  interrupt  the  intercourse  between  this 
and  other  countries,  and  thus  to  prevent 
the  extensive  dissemination  of  our  manu- 
factures, on  which  the  constant  and  pro- 
fitable employment  of  the  workmen,  in  a 
great  measure,  depended.  Saying  to  other 
nations,  "  We  won't  take  your  corui''  was 
precisely  the  same  thing  as  saying,  "  We 
won't  let  you  have  our  manufactures  ;*' 
since,  by  a  return  in  corn  alone  could 
payment  be  made.  It  was  in  this  man- 
ner that  the  Corn-laws  operated  preju- 
dicially in  a  commercial  point  of  view, 
and  their  removal  would  benefit  the  ma- 
nufacturer, by  extending  the  market  for 
his  industry. 

Earl  Stanhope  said,  the  observation 
which  he  had  made  was  put  forward  by 
those  who  were  most  clamorous  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  doctrine 
was  avowed  by  one  of  them  at  a  public 
meeting.  That  individual  openly  said, 
**  Without  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  we 
shall  never  be  able  to  beat  down  the 
wages  of  the  workman."  With  respect  to 
what  the  noble  Earl  had  said,  relative  to 
the  Committee  of  1836,  he  was  aware 
that  the  fact  was  as  the  noble  Earl  had 
stated.  But  that  did  not  affect  his  argu- 
ment; because  he  was  convinced  that  no 
instance  could  be  pointed  out  in  which, 
while  the  landlord  suffered,  the  labourer 
did  not  suffer  in  the  same  degree ;  and  he 
maintained  that  a  low  price  of  corn  was 
always  accompanied  by  a  low  rate  of 
wages.  With  respect  to  this  question,  the 
present  Government  evinced  the  greatest 
vacillation  and  inconsistency.  Though  not 
a  Chartist,  he  would  rather  be  ruled  by 
the  Chartists  than  by  such  a  Government ; 
for  the  Chartists  were,  at  all  events, 
consistent.  Were  Ministers  prepared  to 
state,  as  they  ooght  to  be,  the  price  at 
which  foreign  corn  could  be  imported  into 
this  country  ?  Could  they  answer  too — 
not  from  the  representations  of  idle  th'eo- 
rists,  or  vain  speculators,  or  persons  calling 
themselves  political  economists — but  from 
information  afforded  by  men  conversant 
with  business,  trade  and  manufactures — 
vkhat  would  be  the  effect  of  a  considerable 
reduction  in  the  price  of  corn  ?  He  could 
inform  the  Government,  that  in  the  year 
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were  unable  to  extricate  it  from  them, 
what  pretence  could  they  have  for  remain- 
ing in  office  and  calling  upon  bon.  Mem- 
bers at  his  side  of  the  House  to  enable 
them  to  get  themselves  out  of  their  diffi- 
culties? The  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
arrogated  to  themselves  the  right  of  re- 
maining in  office  until  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  his  side  of  the  House  stated  the 

• 

particular  course  they  would  pursue  were 
they  entrusted  with  the  reins  of  Govern- 
ment. He  thought,  that  her  Majesty's 
Ministers  could  not  pursue  a  more  dan- 
gerous course  than  the  one  they  were 
following.  It  was  a  course  well  calculated 
to  encourage  the  agitation  in  Ireland  for 
a  repeal  of  the  union.  The  Ministry  ap- 
peared to  make  a  boast  of  having  extin- 
guished slavery  in  thefr  colonies ;  but  he 
thought  they  were  not  entitled  to  any 
credit  for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  as  that 
measure  did  not  originate  with  them.  The 
Ministry  had  thrown  every  branch  of  in- 
dustry and  manufacture  completely  over 
in  deGance  of  their  own  assurances  and 
their  former  pledges  to  the  contrary,  sim- 
ply because  they  bad  been  driven  into 
this  course  by  the  late  divisions  against 
them.  As  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
expressed  it,  they  had  set  on  fire  the 
premises  before  they  left  it.  By  their 
calumnies  and  misrepresentations,  they 
were  driving  the  agricultural  interest 
against  the  manufacturing  classes.  But 
his  party  was  powerful  enough  to  arrest 
them  in  this  course,  which  was  degrading 
in  itself,  and  calculated  to  injure  the  coun- 
try in  every  particular.  While  there  was 
still  a  lower  hell  they  appeared  willing 
to  sink  into  it.  There  was  not  a  lower 
state  of  degradation  that  they  would  not 
be  willing  to  resort  to.  They  had  admin- 
istered the  affairs  of  the  country  in  a 
most  execrable  manner.  They  were 
leaving  it  in  a  state  of  insolvency,  and 
they  were  now  unable  to  get  theselves  out 
of  the  scrape  thev  had  brought  themselves 
into.  They  had  not  even  the  decency  of 
decorating  their  proposed  alterations  with 
common  caution  or  decency. 

Debate  again  adjourned. 

House  adjourned. 
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PetltiODS  picwDted.  By  tlie  Earl  of  AliodeeB,  the  Mar- 
ques of  Bute,  Uie  Dulw  of  Buedeoght  and  the  Kail  of 
Powis,  ftom  Alicrdeen,  Osfoiddiire,  Mclroce,  Huntuy- 
don,  and  other  plaoei,  againit  Mteratian  in  the  Com- 
iawi.— Br  the  Maiqoea  of  Ai^leaea,  the  Matqneai  of 
Normanby.  the  Earl  of  Radnor,  Viioouat  Mdhonme^ 
Earl  Fitxwilliam.  Earl  Stanhope,  and  other  nohfe  Lonia* 
firom  BurtoD-upoD-Trent,  Kingstoo-upoD-HuU,  Uxtaridge, 
Dunstable,  Dcsby,  and  a  great  many  other  pboca,  fgr  a 
Repeal  of  tlie  Con-tawi. 

Corn-Laws  —  Wages  —  Petitions.] 
Lord  Braybrooke  presented  thirty-seven 
petitions  from  places  in  Essex  and  Berk, 
shire,  against  any  alteration  in  the  Com* 
laws.  The  noble  Lord  observed,  that  in 
some  of  the  petitions  it  was  stated,  and  he 
believed  the  statement  to  be  correct,  that 
the  agricultural  labourers  would  rather 
have  dear  bread,  and  fair  wages  to  pay  for 
it,  than  cheap  bread,  with  deteriorated  and 
inferior  wages. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  wished  to  know 
from  his  noble  Friend  what  amount  of 
wages  the  labourers  who  expressed  this 
opinion  were  now  receiving. 

Lord  Braybrooke  said,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  answer  the  question  at  that  mo- 
ment :  but  if  his  noble  Friend  wished  for 
statistical  information,  he  would  be  most 
happy  to  furnish  it  on  a  future  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  as  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  that  in  one  of  the  pe- 
titions a  certain  opinion  was  set  forth »  be 
ought  to  have  possessed  himself  of  in- 
formation as  to  the  situation  of  those  who 
had  signed  it.  When  such  statements 
were  made,  he  always  wished  the  chapter 
and  verse  to  be  pointed  out,  whereby  they 
could  be  verified.  Those  parties,  it  ap- 
peared, expressed  an  opinion  that  high 
wages  always  accompanied  dear  bread, 
and  that  low  wages,  on  the  contrary,  were 
always  the  result  of  cheap  bread.  Now, 
he  should  like  to  know  when  that  state  of 
things  had  occurred  ? 

Earl  Stanhope  said,  he  could  inform  the 
noble  Earl.  If  the  noble  Earl  would  turn 
to  the  King's  Speech  in  1825,  he  would 
find  it  there  stated,  that  the  country  was 
in  a  situation  of  ample  prosperity.  Wheat 
was  then  75s.  the  quarter.  In  1835-36, 
wheat  was  at  36s.  the  quarter,  but  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  nothing  was 
said  about  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
On  the  contrary,  the  agricultural  labourers 
were  in  a  state  of  extreme  want.  He  spoke 
of  the  labourers,  because  he  wished  to 
treat  this  as  a  labourer's,  and  not  as  a 
landlord's,  question.  At  the  time  to  which 
he  last  referred,  1835-36,  the  labourioip 
classes  suffered  severely,  though  corn  was 
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kets  of  Eoglandt  than  in    one  of   the 
fliarkeU  abroad,  if  only  for  this  readod, 
that  the  money  would  then  be  on  the  spot 
to  be  exchanged  for  other  commodities? 
whereas  the  interchange  which  would  go 
on,  between  this  and  a  foreign  country, 
would  be  much  more  remote  and  uncer- 
tain.    But,  he  would  ask,  what  proof  there 
was  that  foreign  countries,  supposing  we 
went  to  their  markets   for  corn,  would 
take  our  manufactures  in  return  t     And, 
even  if  they  did  so,  would  it  not  be  in  the 
shape  of  yarn  and  twist,  and  not  in  our 
articles  of  finished  manufacture  ?     It  stood 
to  reason,  that  foreign  countries,  which 
had  the  same  interest  in  maintaining  their 
local  manufactures,  as  we  had  in  ours, 
would  never  consent  to  throw  out  of  em- 
ploy the  hands  and  the  capital  engaged  in 
manufactures  amongst  them,  and  allow  us 
to  displace  themselves  in  their  own  mar- 
kets in  articltt  of  finished  manufacture. 
There  was  another   point,    alsb,  which 
struck  him  on  Ihis  subject.    Supposing, 
thai  foreign  corn  was  at  an  average  of 
4O5.  B-quarter,  and  British  grown  corn  at 
60i»  a^quarter^  would  it  not  follow,  that 
fbr  every  quarter  of  corn  exchanged  for 
our  manufactures,  the  manufacturer  would 
only  ha?e  disposed  of  40^,  worth  of  his 
goods,  itistead  of  60s.  worth,  being    a 
clear  loss  of  one-third  in  his  market  f    Hd 
l^grettad  Ihtft  attempti  which  had  been 
made  by  those  who  advoeat«d  an  altera- 
tion of  the  Corn-laws,  to  array  the  manu- 
facturers againit  the  agriculturilts,  aS  if 
their  interest!  were  distinct.    This  was 
not  the  course  pursued  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Corn  laws,  who  wished  to  protect 
the  manufacturing  as  well  as  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  being  well  assured,  th&t 
the  one  could  net  prosper  if  the  Other 
languished,  and  that  the  one  could  not 
be   injured    without  the  othar.      Upon 
th^se  grounds  it  was,  that  he  fblt  it  his 
duty  to  support  the  present  Corn-laws, 
and  to  resist  the  attempts  projected  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  fbr  iM\t  alter- 
ation.   It  was  with  much  regret,  that  he, 
having  for  so  short  a  time  enloyed  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  their  Lordships*  House 
felt  himtelf  compelled  to  oppose,  upon 
this  aubject,  a  Government  in  whose  gerie» 
ral  policy  he  concurred.    But  he  opposed 
this  piDposal  to  reduaa  th«  duty  tipon 
cOrtt,  beoiittSe  he  knew,  that  it  would 
aAerwards  only  be  conlidered   the  first 
aiep  to  a  total  .repeal  of  it-*m  meaiurt 
whitA^  in  hia  opinion,  must  be  most  At^ 


structive  to  all  the  best  interests  of  the 
Country. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Earl  of  HarduHcke  presented  up< 
wards  of  eighty  petitions  from  places  in 
Cambridgeshire  against  any  alteration  in 
the  Corn-laws,  one,  he  was  instructed  (o 
state,  was  signed  by  labourers. 

Lord  Godolphin,  having  looked  at  the 
signatures  of  one  of  these  petitions,  said, 
that  it  appeared  to  be  signed  by  persons 
belonging  to  his  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, and  of  whom  he  could  say.  that 
they  were  generally  so  ill-informed,  and 
so  ignorant  of  the  subject,  that  they  would 
say  black  was  white,  if  called  upon  to  do 
so. 

The  £arl  of  Hardwicke  said,  he  was 
astonished  to  hear  a  noble  Lord  rise  up 
in  this  House,  and  declare  of  any  men,  his 
Lordship^s  immediate  neighbours,  thdt 
tliey  were  men  of  such  a  character,  that 
they  would  declare  black  to  be  white, 
whenever  it  might  suit  the  occasion. 

Lord  Oodolpnin  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  think  the  parties  who  had  signed  this 
petition,  were  capable  of  understanding 
anything  about  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Hardivicke  said,  that  it 
was  all  matter  of  assumption  for  the  no- 
ble Lord  to  say,  that  he  believed  thesa 
persons  would  tote  any  way,  upon  any 
given  subject,  to  which  they  were  tnvitea 
even  by  the  noble  Lord  himself,  for  it 
came  to  that  also.  But,  he  believed,  the 
noble  Lord  had  underrated  the  intellectual 
qoaliflOations  of  these  penons.  He  be- 
lieved»  that  the  people  of  the  County  of 
Cambridge  were  keenly  alive  to  all  that 
concerned  their  interests.  Certainly  no 
county  in  England  was  more  distinguished 
for  its  skill  ftnd  improvements  in  agricuU 
tore.  They  had  laid  out  all  their  cabi- 
tal,  and  bestowed  all  their  labour  in  tnh 
laudable  enterprise :  and  he  would  Chal- 
lenge the  noble  Lord  to  point  out  any 
agricdltural  county  in  England,  wheiv 
more  intelligence,  industry,  and  zeal,  had 
been  displayed. 

Earl  ihtunhope  said,  thet  he  was  grieved 
to  hear  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  an 
unfounded  calumny  against  the  labouring 
population.  He  wished  to  esk  the  noble 
Berl(Barl  Pitfewilllam)  a  questton.  He 
saw,  that  an  itinerant  Corn«law  agitator, 
wh«r  bore  what  was  onee  the  cbftum  el 
imiembih  ftOMeti  of  Sidney  Smith,  had 
said,  that  the  efibet  of  a  repeal  of  the 
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183(1,  Mr.  Sauodert  stated,  thdt  wheat 
could  be  imported  from  Hamburgh  at  an 
expeuse  of  os.  or  As.  per  quarter.  If  this 
were  the  fact,  what  would  become  of  the 
whrat  of  Ireland  ?  He  admitted  that  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  would  not  throw 
land  out  of  cultivation,  but  rent  must  be 
paid  in  produce.  A  state  of  barter  would 
necessarily  follow,  and  this  would  be  at- 
tended not  only  with  inconvenience  to  the 
landed  proprietors,  but  with  ruin  to  the 
monied  classes.  He  should  like  to  see 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Melbourne) 
attempt  to  collect  the  revenue  in  kind* 
Would  the  noble  Viscount  pay  the  public 
creditor  in  kind  ?  The  effect  df  the  alter- 
ation would  be  to  introduce  bankruptcy 
amongst  all  classes  of  the  community. 
The  people  were  at  that  moment  suffering 
severely.  Redress  must  be  granted,  and 
soon,  or  it  would  be  extorted  by  force. 
And  did  Ministers  suppose  that  they  were 
throwing  oil  on  the  troubled  waves  of  po- 
pular discontent,  when  they  were,  in  fact, 
taking  measures  that  would  increase  the 
evil  in  a  ten-fold  degree?  Was  it  at  such 
a  time  as  this,  thatthelabourers,  who  would 
unquestionably  be  further  impoverished  by 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  Government, 
were  to  be  insultingly  told,  that  they  must 
rely  on  their  own  resources,  or  bt  left  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  execrable  New 
Poor-law. 

Karl  Dncie  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  in  the  obinion,  that  a  low  price  of 
corn  necessarily  protluced  a  ftill  In  wages. 
He  maintained,  that  in  the  year  1635, 
when  corn  was  low,  tb6  farmers  had  made 
more  than  in  the  three  subsequent  years 
of  high  priees 

Earl  FiUwilliam  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Earl  ooposite  was  very  much  mis- 
taken when  he  stated  ihe  cost  at  which 
corn  might  be  imported  into  this  country. 
From  the  best  information  he  had  been 
able  to  obtain  on  the  subject,  he  believed, 
that,  generally  speaking,  the  cost  of 
(hfjght  and  charges  of  corn  from  the  ports 
of  the  north  of  Europe,  could  not  be  esti> 
mated  at  lei>s  than  9s.  or  lOi.  a  quarter. 
There  was  one  boint  in  the  noble  Earl's 
speech,  which  lie  considered  of  the  great- 
est boslible  Importance.  The  noble  Earl 
iaid,  that  he  did  not  consider  that  an 
importation  of  cheap  corn  would  throw 
the  lands  of  this  country  oot  of  cultiva- 
tion. This  admission  must  afford  a  very 
great  consolation  to  those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  were  disposed  to  object  to  the 


proposal  for  alterine;  the  Oom-laws,  onder 
the  appreheoston,  tnat  it  would  throw  the 
land  and  the  cultivators  of  the  land  out  of 
employ. 

Earl  Stanhope  said,  that  he  had  said, 
that  land  would  not  be  cultivated  for 
rent. 

Earl  FitzwilliatH  satd^  still  this  gratify- 
ing fact  was  admitted,  that  land  would 
continue  to  be  cultivated ;  and  the  pro« 
duce  would,  in  all  probability,  be  as 
abundant  as  ever,  notwithstanding  the 
proposed  alteration,  the  only  difference 
being  that  it  would  not  be  cultivated  for 
rent.  But  he  thought,  that  the  noble 
Earl  was  mistaken  even  upon  this  point, 
and  that  land  would  be  cultivated  fbr 
rent,  though  perhaps  in  some  cases  rents 
would  have  to  suflTer  a  reduction. 

Earl  Stanhope  said,  he  believed  the 
result  would  be  to  prevent  atty  rent  being 
paid,  except  in  kind* 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  the  noble  Earl 
had  made  a  most  extraordinary  discovery, 
but  not  a  more  extraordinary  one  than 
this,  which  had  been  so  often  announced, 
that  if  we  got  corn  fVom  foreign  countrtes, 
we  must  pay  for  it  in  gold.  He  wonld 
allow,  that  when  we  were  not  in  the  habit 
of  obtaining  corn  from  foreign  counlriea 
and  had  only  recourse  to  them  for  an  oc- 
casional supply,  we  might  have  to  pay  in 
gold  for  it;  but  the  case  would  be  very 
different  when  we  were  in  tha  habit  of 
taking  a  supply  of  corn  ftom  forel^ 
states.  This  regular  importation  of  foveigft 
corn  would  lead  to  an  habitual  commer- 
cial intercourse,  which  mutt  result  in  our 
lending  our  manuflictures;  or  bills,  in  ex* 
change  for  the  corn  so  imported. 

Lord  Bedumont  said,  that  as  a  very  re- 
cent Member  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
he  felt,  that  it  savoured  somewhat  of  pre- 
sumption in  him  to  offer  any  observations 
to  their  Lordships  on  this  important  sub^ 
ject ;  but  he  felt,  that  he  should  not  be 
doing  Justice  to  himself  or  the  public  if 
he  abstained  from  expressing  his  sen- 
timents In  regard  to  it.  It  appeared 
to  him,  that  this  must  be  admitted 
to  be  a  fact,  that  for  every  quarter 
of  corn  Imported  from  Dantzic  or  any 
other  fbreign  port,  a  quarter  of  home- 
grown com  must  be  displaced  from  the 
market;  and  when  it  came  to  a  question 
of  preferring  one  market  to  another,  he 
would  ask,  would  it  not  be  more  advan- 
tageous to  the  country. to  pay  for  thsit 
quantity  of  corn  in  any  of  the  corn-nmr- 
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for  the  Colonies,  came  into  the  Housei  it 
might  be  too  late. 

Candia.]  Lord  Teignmouth^  seeing 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  in  his  place,  wished  to  ask  him 
whether  he  had  taken  any  measures,  in 
conformity  with  the  declaration  of  the  Al- 
lied Powers,  to  prevent  the  perpetration 
by  the  Turks,  of  cruelties  on  the  Christian 
inhabitants  of  Candia  ? 

Viscount  Palmersion  did  not  know  to 
what  declaration  the  noble  Lord  alluded, 
but  he  would  state,  that  as  soon  as  her 
Majesty's  Goverment  had  received  inform- 
ation of  the  troubles  in  Candia,  they  had 
dispatched  instructions  to  our  ambassador 
at  Constantinople,  directing  him  to  use 
his  utmost  endeavours  to  prevail  on  the 
Turkish  Government  to  enter  into  some 
arrangement  with  the  Greek  population  of 
Candia,  which,  while  on  the  one  hand  it 
should  be  satisfactory  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment, should,  on  the  other,  give  the 
Greek  population  of  Candia  full  security 
for  their  persons  and  properties ;  and  he 
had  also  been  directed  to  urge  the  Turkish 
Government  not  to  have  recourse  to  mea- 
sures more  severe  than  should  be  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

covfidencb  iv  thb  ministry—- 
Adjourned  Debate  (Fifth  Day).] 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  resump- 
tion of  the  adjourned  debate  being  read, 

Mr.  Skeil  said,  that  the  resolution  pro- 
posed to  the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  Tamwortb,  might 
be,  he  ventured  to  assert,  a  resolution 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
persuaded  to  propose  by  some  of  those 
advisers,  in  whom  he  conceived  the  expe- 
rience of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
have  taught  him,  that  no  very  implicit 
confidence  was  to  be  reposed.  But  that 
resolution  did  not  contain  any  condemn- 
ation of  measures.  There  was  nothing  in 
it  that  would  preclude  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, whenever  the  interests  of  his  coun- 
try and  his  party  might  coincide,  from 
redacing  the  duty  on  slave-grown  sugar, 
or  "from  bringing  his  own  views  upon  the 
corn-laws,  in  conformity  with  those  ex- 
pressed by  Sir  George  Murea^,or  the  right 
non.  George  Dawson.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet— he  would  not  say  with  disingenu- 
ouaness,  for  he  disliked  the  use  of  such 
phrases,  botwithcharacteristic  caution,  had 
taken  especial  care  not  to  encumber  the  mo- 
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tion  with  engagements  from  which  he  might 
find  it  hereafter  embarrassing  to  escape. 
He  thought,  however,  that  that  advantage 
was  countervailed  by  other  considerations, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
find  the  calculation  erroneous  upon  which 
he  had  founded  his  resolution.  The  re- 
solution itself,  of  necessity,  involved  a  com- 
parison between  the  relative  merits  of  the 
two  great  parties,  and  whosoever  gave 
their  vote  in  its  favour,  would  in  effect 
say,  that  not  only  the  right  hon.  Baro* 
net,  the  Member  for  Tamwortb,  but  also 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Kent, 
and,  still  more  strangely,  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Pembroke,  were  more  deserving  of  the 
confidence  of  a  reformed  House  of  Com- 
mons, than  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  and  the  rest  of  those 
by  whom  reform  was  never  abandoned. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamwortb  observed,  that  the  defeats  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  were  rendered  the  more  signal 
by  the  field  upon  which  they  were  sus* 
tained.  The  House  of  Commons,  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  their  own  House 
of  Commons — it  was  constructed  upon  the 
principles  of  that  celebrated  bill,  the  intro* 
duction  of  which  was  confided  to  the  noble 
Lord  in  1831.  That  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  just,  and  the  satire 
was  also  double-edged,  because  it  recalled 
to  the  remembrance  of  all  the  part  played 
by  the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies— 
a  part  which  had  reflected  new  lustre  upon 
the  name  of  Russell— it  reminded  all  of 
the  incalculable  services  performed  to  hia 
country  by  that  noble  Lord ;  and  those 
Gentlemen  upon  the  other  side  called  upon 
the  House  to  pronounce  a  sentence  of  con« 
demnation  upon  the  man  to  whom,  upon 
their  own  admission,  the  existence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  its  reformed  shape, 
was  owing.  It  was  on  that  party  which 
had  governed  this  country  for  ten  years, 
with  the  exception  of  ten  months,  to 
which  he  should  presently  allude,  that  the 
House  was  invited  to  pronounce  its  verdict 
of  distrust;  at  the  same  time  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  invited  the  House  of  Com* 
mens  to  place  his  policy  and  that  of  the 
Whigs  into  the  balance.  Look  back  from 
1841  to  the  1st  of  March,  1831,  the  year 
the  Reform  Bill  was  introduced  into  that 
House,  amidst  those  manifestations  of  tim 
dicule,  to  which  they  were,  perhaps,  too 
20 
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Corn*lftws  would  be  to  lower  tbe  price  of 
corn  to  20s.  a  quarter.  Now,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  he  admitted 
that  to  be  the  fact  ? 

Lord  Godolphin  said,  that  before  his 
noble  Friend  answered  the  noble  Earl's 
question,  he  must  beg  to  state,  that  he 
never  meddled  with  the  political  views  of 
the  labourers ;  but  if  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  which  had  been  taken  by  other 
parties,  he  had  no  doubt  he  could  have 
got  as  many  petitions  the  other  way  as 
those  which  the  noble  Earl  had  presented. 

Earl  FitzwUliam  said,  that  he  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  Corn-law  lecturers.  It 
was  enough  for  him  to  be  responsible  for 
his  own  opinions.  Tbe  gentleman  to 
whom  the  noble  Lord  referred,  must  be 
entirely  mistaken,  when  he  said,  that  corn 
could  be  introduced  at  20s.  a  quarter. 
He  would  recommend  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Hardwicke)  to  call  a  county 
meeting,  and  then  it  would  be  seen  what 
the  opinions  of  the  people  were.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl,  what 
kind  of  ai^ument  was  addressed  to  these 
labourers  to  induce  them  to  sign  these 
petitions  ? 

The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  said,  he  did 
not  know,  but  he  knew,  that  the  opinion 
of  the  labourers  was  this,  that  they  suf- 
fered during  low  prices,  and  that  they 
stated,  they  were  now  very  comfortable. 
That  was  about  as  much  as  they  could  be 
expected  to  know  on  this  important  ques- 
tion. These  petitions  were  handed  to 
him,  as  being  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  with  that  knowledge  he 
presented  them.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl  relative  to 
calling  a  county  meeting,  he  should  ima- 
gine, that  the  great  meeting  last  year  suf- 
ficiently indicated  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try on  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Mauntcashel  said,  he  did 
now  see  what  reason  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site bad  to  quarrel  with  the  petitions  pre- 
sented by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Hardwicke).  It  must  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House,  that  a  few  nights  ago, 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  presented 
a  petition  from  a  parcel  of  women,  all  of 
whom,  with  the  exception  of  five,  put 
marks  in  the  place  of  signatures. 

The  Duke  of  WeUington  said,  that  he 
rose  to  order.  It  was  contrary  to  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  that  a  no- 
ble Lord  should  refer  to  what  had  taken 
place  in  a  former  debate  on  the  subject. 


He,  therefore,  thought,  that  the  noUe 
Earl  might  as  well  wait  until  the  general 
subject  was  brought  under  discussion. 

The  Earl  of  Mountcashel  said,  that  he 
stood  corrected,  but  if  the  two  noble  Earls 
opposite  (the  Earls  of  Radnor  and  Fits- 
William)  persisted  in  discussing  the  ques- 
tion every  night,  he  thought  he  had  a 
right  to  make  some  few  observalioos  in 
reply  to  them. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

Adjourned. 
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Mtwurn.]  BiUa.  RcmI  ifint  time :— New  SooChWalett 
Western  Australi«.~lleul  a  third  time  i^^Tnvotam  Suits  & 
Punishment  of  Deeth  t  Sugur  Duties. 

PetitioM  prasented.  By  Mr.  Neeid,  Mr.  Bdl.  Mr.  Taiki^ 
Sir  E.  Filmer.  Mr.  Daihy.  Mr.  R.  Hill,  Sir  H.  Smitlw 
Lord  C.  Manners,  Mr.  Q.  Dick,  Mr.  Round,  Mr.  W.  Dud- 
conbe,  end  other  lioii.  Members,  ftom  WUtshin^  Nbrtl^ 
umberland,  Ule  of  Ely,  Kent,  Sussex,  Shrapshire,  DcrtiT» 
Cfddiester,  Essex,  and  a  great  many  other  plaoes,  i^alnit 
Alteration  of  the  Com-laws.-^y  Mr.  Bemal,  Mr.  Lmog- 
dale,  Mr.  Holland.  Mr.  W.  Evbm,  Mr.  BraUierton.  Mr. 
F.  Maule,  Mr.  Brie,  Mr.  M.  PhUUps.  Mr.  O^ConsB,  Ms. 
Hutt,  and  other  hon.  Members,  ftwn  Kent,  Bereifey. 
Derby,  LaBoashire,  Oxfbid,  Staflbcdshire,  Budcimcham, 
Hull,  andagrcatnumy  other plaees,  Cora  Repeal  of  tike 
Cocn-lawB. 

Corn-laws.]  Sir  £.  KnaichhuU  ob- 
served, that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  had  a  motion  on  th« 
papers  for  that  night,  relating  to  the  iai« 
portation  of  foreign  corn ;  but  as  the 
motion  could  not,  probably,  come  on 
that  evening,  he  begged  that  some  Mem- 
ber of  her  Majesty's  Government,  in  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord,  would  state 
on  what  day  he  intended  to  bring  the 
question  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  would  be  a  very  great  coo- 
venience  that  they  should  be  informed 
upon  the  subject. 

Viscount  JPa/jii«r</ofisaid,  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  inform  the  House,  before  it 
separated,  of  the  day  on  which  he  would 
bring  forward  his  motion.  He  believed 
it  would  be  Tuesday  next,  but  he  was  not 
quite  sure. 

Sir  E.  Knatchhull  said,  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  furnish  him  with  more 
accurate  information  on  the  subject,  he 
roust  be  content.  He  had  not  asked  the 
question  from  any  uncourteous  motives, 
but  it  was  a  subject  on  the  discussion  of 
which  a  great  deal  of  anxiety  naturally 
prevailed,  and  he  feared  that  if  he  had  to 
wait  until  4he  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
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by  their  support?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  uttered  one  or  two  sentences— senteDces 
stated  that  the  Post-office  measure  be-  that  be  (Mr.  Shiel)  did  not  think  would 
longed  exclusively  to  the  Whigs.  The  have  been  spoken,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  misiaken.  The  had  been  apprised  of  the  fktct  that  the  flag 
Post-office  measure  did  not  belong  exclu-  '  of  England  was  floating  on  the  walls  of 
sively  to  the  Whigs.  It  was  supported  by  Canton.  He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
a  large  portion  of  the  Tories  in '  that  Baronet  would  find  that  as  his  notice  upon 
House ;  it  was  applauded  by  Lord  Ash-  ^  a  former  occasion  was  dropped  in  conse- 
burton,  with  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet '  quence  of  the  results  of  the  Indian  cam- 
ought,  perhaps,  to  have  some  fellow-feel-  paign,  so  the  results  in  China  would  pro- 
ing ;  and  it  passed  the  House  of  Lords —  j  vide  the  best  refutation  to  the  premature 
the  great  Conservative  body  of  the  king-  |  censure  and  sarcasm  cast  upon  that  part 
dom,  as  it  was  called — without  a  division.  {  of  the  policy  of  the  Whig  Ministry.  But 
If  that  measure  were  so  fraught  with  evil  as  j  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  his  friends 
It  had  since  been  described  to  be,  was  it  i  approved  of  the  policy  of  the  Secretary  for 
not  the  duty  of  the  Tory  party  to  arrest  it  |  Foreign  Affairs  m  the  East,  and  especially 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  [*'  CAeers."]]  He  in  Syria,  how  did  it  come  to  pass  that  they 
confesssed  he  was  at  a  loss  to  discover  the  now  passed  it  by  almost  in  total  silence, 
cause  of  the  intimation  conveyed  to  him  i  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
by  that  cheer.  At  all  eventSi  it  could  '  Pembroke  had  hardly  said  a  word  with 
not  be  disputed  that  the  Post-office  j  respect  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
measure  was  supported  in  that  House  by  >  Member  for  Tamworth  merely  glanced  at 
a  large  portion  of  those  Gentlemen  who  it.  Yet  that  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
belongea  to  the  party  commonly  desig-    ^ 


nated  Conservatives.  But  was  that 
measure— was  that  great  commercial  boon 
— to  be  withheld  lest  certain  monopolists 
should  be  in  danger  by  means  of  modifi- 
cations by  which  the  revenue  of  the  coun- 
try, it  was  admitted,  might  be  improved  f 
True  it  was  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  had  of  late  exceeded  the  revenue ; 
but.  mark»  that  excess  had  arisen  from  an 
outlay  for  sustaining  the  -honour  and  in- 
terest of  the  country,  and  he  could  not 
refrain  from  expressmg  his  surprise  thut 
with  reference  to  this  part  of  the  question 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Sir  J.  Graham),  who  was  first 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  under  a  Whig  Go- 
vernment, had  not  availed  himself  of  the 

opportunity  of  referring  to  the  present  .       ,  ^   .         .       ^ 

sUte   of  the  department  with  which  he    P^'e^  that  the  most  ardent  English  Tory  U 

was  long  and  honourably  associated.  The   a^^nSumil- ^  ^^"^ 

right  boo.  Baronet  scarcely  adverted  to 


Government  was  of  the  utmost  impor* 
tance,  almost  of  paramount  importance. 
He  would  endeavour  to  make  some  com« 
pensation  for  the  silence  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  by  quoting  the  opinions 
of  a  man  hostile  to  England,  but  whose 
sense  of  justice  did  not  prevent  his  ofTerinj^ 
the  high  tribute  of  his  approval  of  wisdom 
and  genius.  He  held  in  his  hand  an  ex- 
tract from  a  speech  made  by  one  of  the 
most  eloquent  men  in  the  French  Chamber 
of  Deputies,  M.  Berryer,  who,  speaking  of 
Lord  Palmerston,  said — 

**  Lord  Palmerston  has  achieved  great  things 
for  England  in  a  short  tioM.  The  Mediteiu 
ranean  is  now  again  the  central  point  in  all  the 

great  transactions  of  the  worla.  Lord  Pal- 
merston has  planted  his  standard  there;  he 
has  dona  a  mighty  deed,  and  I  am  not  8ur« 


our  external  policy.  He  thought  that 
the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  would  have  said 
iOmetnin|(  of  the  Indian  campaign,  with 


but  which  he  dropped  as  soon  as  be  heard 
of  the  victorious  progress  of  the  British 
arms  in  the  East.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  felt  that  the  intended  Governor- 
General  of  India  should  not  be  em- 
barrassed by  any  rash  observations  that 
might  be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
by  whom  the  borough  of  Pembroke  was  at 
present  represented.  Upon  the  China 
question  the  right  hon.  Baronet  certainly 


He  supposed  that  M«  Berryer  was  here 
adverting  to  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  for  that  great  soldier  was  too 


respect  to  which  he  had  given  a  notice,    English,  when  the  honour  of  his  country 


wai  concerned,  to  degenerate  into  the 
partisan.  But  how  must  the  man  who 
spoke  these  words,  or  he  should  rather 
say— how  must  every  man  in  Europe  be 
astonished,  if«  after  these  achievements  ia 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  country,  the 
House  of  Commons  should  call  upon  the 
Queen  to  dismiss  fiom  her  councils  a  man 
whom  the  House  might  deprive  of  office, 
but  could  not  deprive  of  famCi  and  in  his 
202 
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prone  to  gife  way ;    and,  in  that  interval, 
what  a  series  of   events  had  occurred — 
events  to  which  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
the   Member  for  North   Lancashire,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Pembrolce,  could  not  look  back  upon  with- 
out feelings  of  admiration,  even  though 
ibey  might  be  mingled  with  feelings  of  re- 
gret. If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tam worth  deserved  praise  for  the 
moderation  of  his  speech,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  other  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Pembroke,  had  made  am- 
ple amends,  in  his  address,  for  any  want 
of  pungency  in  the   first-named  speech. 
He  thought  that  the  expressions  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Pembroke  went  a  little  beyond  the  limits 
of  justice,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ttian  would  see,  on  reference  to  the  most 
clear  proofs,  that  he  was  more  than  mis- 
taken in  attributing  to  the   Government 
eiperiments  in  Parliament  for  the  irritation 
of  the  public  mind,  when  they  resorted  to 
measures  on  which  the  roost  distinguished 
of  the  members  of  the  Government  had 
pronounced  a  distinct  opinion.     He  held 
in  his  hand  a  letter  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  dated  Janu« 
ary  31,   1835,  addressed  to  James  Watts, 
Esq.,  a  gentleman  resident  at  Stroud,  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  set  forth  opinions  on 
the  Corn*law8  exactly  similar  to   those 
which   he  now  entertained.    The  noble 
Lord  in  that  letter  (alluding  to  the  Corn- 
laws)  said  that  he  gave  his  support  to  the 
bill  of  1828,  considering  it  an  improvement 
on  the  prohibitory  system;    but  at  the 
lame  time  in  his  opinion,  a  moderate  fixed 
duty  would  be  more  advantageous  to  the 
aj^riculturist^and  also  to  the  manufacturer ; 
that  it  was  desirable  not  to  alter  too  fre- 
qaently  the  law  by  which  capital  and  great 
interests  were  affected ;   but  it  was  also 
desirable  not  to  maintain  a  system  oF  du* 
ties  which  experience  had  shown  had  a  ten. 
dency  to  raise  the  price  of  food ;    that  he 
gave  this  as  his  individual  opinion,  but 
that  it  was  one  which  he  was  ready  to  sup- 
port l>y  his  vote  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  thought  this  letter  established  the  fact 
that  these  opinions  were  not  hastily  taken 
up  by  the  noble  Lord, the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  and  that  the  imputation  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Sir  James 
Graham)  had  no  foundation.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
seemed  to  lay  that  every  measure  that  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Government , 


when  he  was  a  memt 
well  and  duly  conside 
that  when  the  name  < 
mentioned,  there  was  i 
by  the   noble  Lord  (I 
Member  for   North   L 
right  hon.  Baronet  the 
broke  (Sir J.Graham), 
that  the  policy  of   thi 
the  Melbourne  cabinet  < 
ferent.     But  whose  cab 
noble  Lord  and  his  rig 
retired  from?     Was  it 
Lord  Grey  ?     Did  they 
net  of  Lord  Grey  upon 
Clause?    That  questic 
Baronet  the  Member  ; 
James  Graham)  now  i 
was  the  only  one  upo 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Sti 
the  cabinet  of   Lord  < 
and  the  rest  of   his  Ci 
principle    on    which 
Clause  was  founded, 
ronet  and  the  noble  L 
and  retired  from  the  ci 
sion  was  issued  by   L 
religious  census  of  the 
This  was  the  questic 
noble  Lord  (Lord  St> 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
They  said  they  saw  t 
quence  of  the  issuing 
-—they  saw  at  once 
which  it  rented — they 
priation  question  was  I 
with    the  commission 
went  out.      It  was, 
manifest,  by  a  referent 
— not  to  speeches— t 
and    the    right  hon. 
themselves  ^om  the 
question  with  respect 
the  cabinet  coincided 
right  hon.  Baronet  t\ 
broke  admitted  that 
many  important  meai 
duced  by  the  Whigs 
hon.  Baronet  and  tb 
Member  fbr  Exeter  ( 
took  occasion  to  obi 
sures  were  not  counte 
But  did  the  Whigs 
having  brought  forWa 
prudence,    that    evei 
could  not  complain  oi 
right  hon.  Baronet  er 
ion  of  his  new  Friei 
the  value  of  the  meat 


1 129  Adjourned  Debate  {June  4} 

country  was  then  placed,  which  superseded 
the  necessity  of  his  entering  into  any 
lengthened  description  of  them.  On  the 
12th  November,  J  834,  the  grand  lodge  of 
Ireland  passed  the  following  resolution — 
a  resolution  to  which  he  begged  particu- 
larly to  direct  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire 
(Lord  Stanley),  as  it  contained  a  distinct 
reference  to  him.  It  was  in  these  terms: — 


(Fifth  Day). 


11 30 


"The  Grand  Lodge  congratulated  their 
brethren  in  Tarious  parts  of  Ireland  on  the 
state  of  public  feeling  as  manifested  at  many 
meetings  which  had  taken  place  in  support  of 
the  Protestant  constitution,  and  which  had 
been  most  numerously  attended ;  they  also 
expressed  an  ardent  hope,  that  their  brethren 
in  other  parts  of  the  kingdom  would  speak  out 
and  vindicate  themselves,  proving,  tliat  they 
were  not  what  they  had  been  described — the 
expiring  remnant  of  a  faction." 

There  was  do  doubt,  that  the  King  was 
at  that  time  made  to  believe,  that  what 
was  commonly  called  the  Protestant  spirit 
in  the  country  was  thoroughly  aroused. 
The  King,  availing  himself  of  the  death 
of  Earl  Spencer,  dismissed  his  Minis- 
ters, and  called  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  his  councils.  That  the  country  was 
at  that  time  in  a  state  of  religious  excite- 
ment there  could  be  no  doubt.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  do?  Parliament 
had  sat  for  two  years.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  meet  that  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  shrunk  from  en- 
countering that  Parliament,  &Dd  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  dissolved  it  in  the  midst  of 
the  excitement  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
What  was  the  next  step  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet — what  measures  did  he 
adopt  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  attached 
great  importance  to  the  royal  household  ; 
and  the  Earl  of  Roden,  the  Grand  Master 
of  the  Orangemen  of  Ireland,  was  the  no- 
bleman whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  se- 
lected to  place  in  the  closest  relation  to 
his  Sovereign.  The  House  would  remem- 
ber the  answers  that  were  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn), 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, to  the  addresses  presented  from 
the  various  Orange  lodges.  The  House 
would  remember  the  scenes  that  took 
place  in  the  Dublin  theatre.  Those  scenes 
must  be  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  every 
Member  of  the  House,  and  he  confessed 
he  did  not  think  they  formed  any  just 
ground  for  making  the  right  hon.  Baronet 


(Sir  R.  Peel)  the  depository  of  the  confi- 
denceof  the  Houseof  Commons.  What  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
since  he  had  been  out  of  office.  It  was  quite 
true,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Sir  James 
Graham),  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
voted  in  favour  of  the  English  Municipal 
Bill ;  but  what  course  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  pursue  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Municipal  bill  ?  He  stated,  that  Ireland 
was  placed  under  such  peculiar  circum- 
stances, that  it  was  not  entitled  to  a 
community  of  privileges  with  England. 
England  at  last  forced  him  to  give  way 
upon  the  subject;  but  when  he  did  so^ 
he  still  adhered  to  an  odious  distinction, 
which  established  for  a  poor  country  a 
franchise  twice  as  large  as  that  established 
in  a  country  which  was  regarded  as  the 
richest  in  Europe.  '*  For  these  reasons,*' 
continued  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen, '*  I  think  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  party  which  is  most  deserving  uf 
its  confidence,  is  that  party  by  which 
municipal  reform  was  carried — by  which 
Parliamentary  reform  was  carried  • —  by 
which  slavery  was  abolished — by  which 
the  East  India  trade  was  thrown  open— 
— by  which  the  commerce  of  the  country 
has  been  unshackled^^by  which  a  cheap 
medium  of  transit  for  intellectual  and 
commercial  communications  has  been  af- 
forded— by  which  the  course  of  education 
has  been  promoted — by  which  Ireland  has 
been  conciliated — ^by  which  the  union  of 
the  Canadas  has  been  cemented  and  the 
foundation  of  a  great  empire  laid  in  the 
west— and  by  which  not  only  a  great  ac- 
cession has  been  made  to  the  glory  and 
renown  of  England,  but  by  which  the 
peace  of  the  world  has  been  secured." 

Sir  S.  Canning  said,  that  he  was  anxious 
to  follow  the  example  of  courtesy  pre- 
scribed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  although  he  must  take 
leave  to  say,  that  he  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  general  sin- 
gularly infelicitous  in  the  character  be 
gave  to  any  debate  in  which  he  took  part* 
He  would  not  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intended  any  want  of  courtesy  on 
those  occasions,  but  he  meant  to  say,  that 
he  frequently  indulged  in  personal  ob- 
servations of  a  painful  character  without 
in  the  least  advancing  his  argument  or 
the  cause  he  was  advocating.  He  could 
infer  from  the  argument  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
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Gentleiiuio>  that  be  looked  upon  the  Re- 
form BUI  at  the  most  transceooeot  measure 
of  the  Government  with  which  he  was 
connected ;  and  he  thanked  Heaven  that 
their  misgoveroment  had  led  to  no  greater 
misfortune  to  the  country.     The  event 
that  was  to  send  the  Members  of  that 
House  again  before  their  constituents  was 
now  for  the  first  time  expressly  avowed ; 
and  why  ?  the  (ruth  no  longer  lay  at  the 
bottom  of  the  well.    The  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  began  to  feel  that  they  could 
make  out  no  case  against  the  arguments 
of  his  side  of  the  House.     They  knew 
that  there  was  but  one  constitutional  and 
proper  course  for  them  to  pursue,  and  to 
avoid  that  they  determined  to  adopt  the 
other  alternative  of  a  dissolution,  as  they 
now  explicitly  avowed.      Now  this  an- 
nouncement had  not  been  met  on  his  side 
of  the  House  with  any  outcry — and  why  ? 
because  the  Members  on  that  side  felt  a 
confidence  in  their  cause  and  argument, 
and  that  their  strength  lay  in  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
had  alluded  to  many  of  the  acts  of  the 
present  Government,  and,  amongst  others, 
%o  their  policy  as  regarded  foreign  coun* 
tries.    He  did  not,  by  any  means,  wish  to 
detract  from  the  talents  or  merits  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  conducted   the  foreign 
affairs  of  this  country  at  present,  or  to 
speak  disparagingly  *of  any  of  the  events 
of  the  last  six  months.     He  was  aware  of 
the  difficulty  of  the  noble  Lord's  duties 
and  situation,  for  which  he  made  every 
allowance,  and  he  rejoiced  in  the  success 
of  her  Majesty's  arms ;  but  at  the  same 
time  that  while  he  felt  sure  the  noble 
Lord  had  done  his  best  for  the  good  of 
the  country  and  the  security  of  the  peace 
of  Europe,  he  must  caution  the  House  not 
to  suffer  themselves  to  be  dazzled  by  tem- 
porary successes,  but  look  dispassionately 
to  the  results.    Suffice  for  him  to  say, 
that  he  believed  if  the  noble  Lord  adopted 
a  more  European  instead  of  an  entirely 
English  policy,  the  object  of  his  exertions 
would  have  been  more  complete.    Look 
at  the  excited  state  of  France  at  this 
momenti  and  the  vast  armaments  she  had 
on  foot,  which  produced,  also,  extraordi* 
nary  armaments  on  the  part  of  the  other 
European  powers,  whicn  he  was  appre- 
hensive would  lay  the  seeds  of  future  dis- 
turbances.    He  could  not,  therefore,  look 
back  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  country 
with  that  trinmj^  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  enjoy.     With  re* 


spect  to  China,  was  it  not  now  notorioiif » 
that  after  it  had  been  announced,  that 
every  thing  was  settled  with  that  country, 
the  neeotiations  had  been  tnrned  into  a 
renewal  of  the  war.     The  insurrection  iq 
Canada  had  broken  out  under  the  rule  of 
the  present  Government,  and  if  they  looked 
to  the  domestic  Government  of  the  coun- 
try at  home,  it  could  not  be  forgotten  from 
what  source  the  Chartists  had  first  taken 
their  rise,  and  the  extent  of  mischief  to 
which  they  were  allowed  to  proceed  ttotii 
the  peace  of  the    ooontry  was    pat   to 
hazard,  and   was  only  preserved  by  the 
gallantry  of  a  small  body  of  soldiers  at 
Newport.     The  right    hon.    Gentleman 
asked  if  it  was  not  madnesa  to  call  for  • 
change  of  Government  when  the  cooatry 
was  in  such  a  atate  of  prosperity  as  be 
described.     But  this  was  not  eiaetly  the 
question    before  the  House.      The  real 
question  was  as  expressed  in  the  resolutioo 
of  the  right  hon.  oaronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  namely,  the  incapacity  of  the 
Government  to  carry  any  measures  they 
deemed  necessary  for  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and   that  under    such  circum- 
stances  they  ought  to  retire  from  office. 
If  his  side  of  the  House  had  acquiesced 
in  the  proposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezche(|uer,  or  in  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act,  without  any  attention  to  what  was 
due  to  the  constitution,  they  would,  he 
doubted  nott  have  reason  hereafter  to  re- 
pent  such  a  course.   He  would  avoid  si^« 
mg  anything  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  as 
there  were  so  many  hon.  Gentlemen  pre* 
sent  who  understoo<I  the  situation  and  in- 
terest of  that  country  better  than  he  did ; 
but  if  the  hon.  and  learned  GenUemaOf 
the  Member  for  Dublin,  had  been  in  his 
place,  he  should  have  been  tempted  to 
make  some  observations  on  the  tone  of 
that     hon.    and    learned    Gentlemaa'a 
speeches  in  that  House,  but  as  he  waa 
absent  it  would  be  more  correct  to  ab- 
stain.    He  must,  however,  say,  that  in  the 
cuckoo  note  of  justice  to  Ireland,  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ought  not  to  for* 
get  justice  to  England,  and  jaaiice  to  the 
whole  empire.    And  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  agitating  for  a 
repeal  of  the  Union  and  a  separation  of 
the  two  countries,  he  coold  not  but  aak 
how  it  happened  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  so  close  a  connection  with 
her  Majesty's  Government?     He  coold 
not  reconcile  this  any  more  than  he  ooald 
I  reconcile   the  votes  of  the  Member  for 
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Lmeolnthire  who,  after  declario^  against 
tha  GoverniseDt  a  few  oiehts  ago,  now 
turned  round  to  give  tnem  his  sup- 
port. He  thanked  the  House  for  tne 
attention  with  which  they  had  heard  him, 
as  he  was  but  little  accustomed  to  join  in 
their  debates,  and  should  close  bis  ob- 
servations by  declaring  his  cordial  acqui- 
escence in  the  resolution  before  the  House, 
Mr.  C.  Bullet  said»  the  object  of  the 
right  hon.  faronet  in  the  very  peculiar 
framing  of  the  resolution  which  they  were 
now  discussing,  evidently  had  been  to  get 
a  vote  of  want  of  confiaence  in  the  pre* 
sent  Ministry,  without  subjecting  himself 
to  any  of  the  usual  inconveniences  and 
responsibilities  of  such  a  vote.  The  right 
boo.  Baronet  thought  that  he  might  ayoid 
bringing  under  discussion  the  general 
policy  of  Ministers,  by  assuming  the  fact 
that  It  had  frequently  been  repudiated  by 
the  House,  and  that  he  might  thus  avoid 
what,  above  all  things,  he  shrank  from, 
having  to  state  the  policy  which  he  would 
substitute  for  their  policy,  and  compelling 
the  House,  having  both  befbre  it,  to  say 
which  it  prefers.  But  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  carried  his  resolution  or  not, 
they  might  be  very  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  carry  it  in  the 
way  he  desires.  No  man  In  this  House 
would  be  foolish  enough  to  vote  on  it 
without  reference  to  its  practical  results ; 
or  be  led  away  by  the  assertion  of  past 
exhibitions  of.  want  of  confidence  con- 
tained in  the  first,  or  by  the  abstract  in- 
ference contained  in  the  second  part  of 
tha  resolution,  to  vote  for  turning  out  the 
Ministry  if  he  really  approves  of  its  policy. 
Those  only  can  vote  for  it  who,  preferring 
a  Tory  policy,  think  that  the  maiority  of 
this  House  is  Tory,  and  believe  tnat  it  is 
prepared  to  support  a  Tory  Ministry  ;  and 
unless  the  object  of  those  who  support 
the  motion  were  really  that  we  should 
have  no  Government  at  all,  it  could  only 
succeed  if  the  majority  were  united,  not 
only  in  condemning  the  policy  of  the  pre* 
sent  Ministers,  but  also  in  approving  of 
the  men  and  the  policy  which  would  pre- 
vail on  their  removal.  He  coald  not  but 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  order 
to  eflect  bis  purpose,  had  attempted  to 
establish  constitutional  doctrines  at  once 
new  and  miachievoas.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  depreca- 
ting the  mamtenance  of  a  Ministry  by  the 
fkvoor  of  the  Grown,  in  opposition  to  the 
expressed  will  of  a  majority  of  the  Home 


of  Commons ;  and  in  holding  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  a  Ministry  enjoying  the  confidence 
of  the  Crown  to  guard  its  prerogative  by 
yielding  to  the  first  intimation  of  the  with* 
drawal  of  such  confidence,  and  thus  to 
obviate  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
described  as  ''  the  necessity  of  recurring 
to  the  use  of  extreme  instruments  in  the 
collision  of  antagonist  powers/'  But  if 
the  Ministry  were  of  opinion  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  though  hostile  to  one, 
or  even  more,  of  their  measures,  on  the 
whole  prefer  them  to  any  others— if  they 
were  slow  in  perceiving  ttie  indication  of 
their  own  weakness,  or  in  taking  intima- 
tions of  the  alledged  hostility  of  the  House, 
there  was  no  help  for  it  except  by  the 
House  specifying  in  terms  which  could  not 
be  mis-understood.  Nothing,  he  felt  sure, 
could  be  more  dangerous — nothing  more 
fatal  to  the  prerogatives  of  the  monarchy 
— nothing  more  inconsistent  with  the 
spirit  of  our  constitution-* nothing  more 
destructive  of  the  whole  system  of  the 
^^unfelt  interposition  of  slight  checks," 
so  justly  eulogized  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, tnan  any  attempt  to  define  the  con- 
tingencies in  which  the  rejection  of  its 
measures  ought  to  be  regardfed  by  a  Min* 
istry,  as  a  proof  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
confidence  of  this  House.  And  the  more 
he  consiiered  the  historical  facts  adduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  more  futile 
appeared  his  attempt  to  get  any  such 
definition  from  the  precedents  of  our  his- 
tory. He  had  made  out  to  his  perfect 
satisfaction  that  nothing  like  a  general 
rule  could  be  deduced  from  the  instances 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  mentioned, 
but  that  the  course  taken  by  different 
Ministries  in  those  cases  has  always  de- 
pended on  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  case.  Waipole  resigned  on  a  trivial 
question;  because  that  trivial  defeat  showed 
him  distinctly  that,  in  spite  of  all  the  arts 
he  bad  not  scrupled  to  use,  the  opposition 
remained  compact,  and  that  he  had  lost 
his  majority ;  and  to  Waipole  the  loss  of 
a  certain  majority  was — in  the  heated 
temper  of  men's  minds,  and  the  circum- 
stances of  the  times — a  matter  that  peril- 
led his  life,  or  at  any  rate  his  fortune  and 
liberty,  and  rendered  it  incumbent  on  him 
when  all  hope  of  retaining  power  was 
gone,  to  secure  his  personal  impunity  by 
a  prompt  submission.  Lord  North  retired 
with  an  actual  majority  of  nine  or  ten, 
because  no  man  in  his  senses  would  have 
dreamed  of  carrying  oD|  with  a  bare  ma« 
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jorityy  a  disastrous  and  disgraceful  war 
against  the  general  and  indignant  sense 
of  tbe  country.     Mr.  Addington  also  re- 
tired with  a  majority  in  his  favour,  because 
be  shrunk  from  the  rashness  of  attempt- 
ing to  carry  on  tbe  most  gigantic  war  in 
nvbicb  this  country  was  ever  engaged,  in 
the  face  of  Pitt,  Fox,  and  Wyndham, 
opposing  bis  war  policy.    There  were  cir- 
cumstances in  which  Ministers  required 
to  be  supported  by  the  assurance  that 
there  existed  a  feeling  in  their  favour, 
which  they  might  count  on  in  their  most 
arduous  and  unforeseen  vicissitudes;  and 
they  could  not  encounter  these  vicissitudes 
when  even  under  the  most  favourable  cir- 
cumstances they  were  sure  of  being  op- 
posed by  an  almost  overpowering  force. 
But  now,  look  to  the  defeats,  which,  in 
less  trying  national  exigencies,  or  under 
circumstances  that  left  them  hopes  of  re- 
trieving their  general  majority,  have  been 
experienced  by  Ministers  without  affect- 
ting  their  stability.     Mr.  Pitt,  in  1784, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  1835,  car- 
ried on  an  obstinate  struggle  against  ma- 
jorities, in  the  hope  that  time  would  give 
them  the  means  of  breaking  up  the  hostile 
majority.     Mr.  Pitt  was  gratified  by  suc- 
cess, and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  by  his 
chance  of  it.     Lord  North  did  not  resign 
when  Dunning  carried  his  famous  resolu- 
tion against  the  influence  of  the  Crown. 
Mr.  Pitt  did  not  resign  when,  in  his  first 
Ministry,  he  lost  his  French  commercial 
treaty  and  his  Irish  propositions.     In  his 
second  Ministry,  his  most  attached  personal 
friend,  and  most  distinguished  political 
adherent  was  impeached  by  a  vote  of  this 
House,  which  left  him  in  a  minority.  This 
blow  is  said,  to  have  contributed  to  his 
death,  but   it  did  not  bring  about  his 
resignation.     He  would  not  recount  how 
Lord  Liverpool's  ministry  ushered  into  ex- 
istence with  a  distinct  vote  of  want  of 
confidence,  lost  the  Property  Tax    one 
year,  and  the  Salt  Tax  another,  and  how 
diflTerent  items  of  its  estimates  were  torn 
from  it  in  succession ;  because  he  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
one  important  measure,  of  which  it  expe- 
rienced the  defeat,  and  to  which  little,  if 
any,  allusion  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  these  debates — he  supposed,  because, 
though  its  failure  was  caused  by  the  cer- 
tainty of  defeat  in  this  House,  it  was  never 
exposed  to  an  actual  vote  here.    If  ever 
there  was  a  question,  to  the  success  of 
which  the  personal  honouri  at  well  a«  the 


political  existence  of   a    ministry 
linked— in  which  the  feelings  of  tbe  So* 
vereign  and  the  honour  of  the  Crown  were 
deeply  involved — and  which,  in  its  univor- 
sal  and  strong  influence  on  the  natiooal 
mind,  transcended  every  question  that  had 
been  agitated  within  his  personal  recollec- 
tion— or,  at  any  rate,  any  question  except 
Reform,  it  was  the  Bill  of  Pains  and 
Penalties  against  Queen  Caroline.     Yet, 
after  abandoning  that  measure  in  defeiw 
ence  to  the  strong  minority  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  presumed  majority  in  this 
House,  and  the  general  sense  of  the  comi* 
try.  Lord  Liverpool's  Government  went 
on ;  and  it  was  clear,  that  his  so  doing,  most 
have  been  in  perfect  accordance  with  tlie 
spirit  of  the  Constitution,  because  within 
little  more  than  a  year,  that  Government 
was  strengthened  by  the  accession  of  ao 
less  constitutional  authorities  than    the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montgomeryshire 
and  his  Friends.    And  why  did  such  de- 
feats as  those  he  had  enumerated  prodace 
no  effect  on  the  Ministers  of  the  day,  in 
spite  of  the  importance  of  the  questions 
in  which  they  were  placed  in  minoritiet  ? 
Because  the  House,  while  differiiig  from 
them  even  on  questions  of  such  magoi- 
tude,   nevertheless    generally  sanctioned 
their    measures ;    because,    condemning 
their  course  even  on  such  points,  it  never- 
theless preferred  them  to  any  who  coald 
have  taken   their    places.     He  tbooght, 
indeed,  that  it  might  fairly  be  inferred, 
as  well  from  the  precedents  of  our  history 
as  from  the  common  sense  of  tbe  thing, 
that  whenever  Ministers  have  resigned,  it 
has  not  been  on  account  of  any  particular 
defects,  but  because  from    the  general 
temper  of  the  House,  as  well  as  of  the 
country,  it  was  quite  clear,  that  tbe  pow- 
ers of  the  executive  government  could  no 
longer  be  effectually  wielded  by  the  party 
in  office.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  told 
them,  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  mi- 
nistry resigned  because  it  was  beaten  on 
the  Civil-list.    That  defeat  was  undoabt- 
ediy  the  occasion,  but  it  surely  was  not 
an  adequate  cause  for  such  a  result;  it 
was  hardly  possible  to  conceive  any  qact- 
tion  on  which  a  strong  ministr?  might 
with  a  better  grace  have  vielded  to  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  and  cootinned  in 
office.    But  theDuka  of  Wellington  went 
out  on  that  defeat  because  be  was  not 
strong;  because  never,  in  the  history  of 
the  countrv  was  there  a  ministry  in  whoaa 
weak  bandi  power  was  ao  tlKNOugUy  pa« 
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ralysed — never  a  ministry  more  unpopular 
at  home»  or  less  respected  abroad.  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  went  out,  because, 
at  the  previous  general  election,  the  great 
mass  of  the  really  independent  constitu- 
encies of  the  country  had  declared  against 
him,  and  his  strength,  such  as  it  was, 
consisted  almost  entirely  of  the  Members 
for  the  close  boroughs.  He  went  out,  be- 
cause he  could  neither  keep  the  peace, 
nor  protect  the  property  of  the  country, 
not  against  rebels  and  insurgents,  but 
against  machine-breakers  and  rick-burn- 
ers, and  because  being  as  powerless  with 
regard  to  the  City  pickpockets  as  to  the 
rural  rioters,  he  was  obliged  to  proclaim 
to  the  world,  that  the  King  of  England 
could  not  go  to  dine  at  the  Mansion- 
hou8e»  because  his  Ministers  dared  not, 
for  fear  of  their  lives,  pass  through  Fleet- 
street  at  night.  He  went  out  when  beaten 
on  the  CiviMist,  because  he  wished  to 
afoid  being  beaten  on  the  question  of 
Reform.  His  Government,  in  fact,  had 
testified  its  inefficiency  to  discharge  even 
the  most  ordinary  duties  of  government, 
and  it  was  afraid  that  after  all  its  past 
disgraces,  worse  disaster  was  impending 
over  it.  Now  what  one  of  these  grounds 
for  resignation  was,  it  even  pretended  ex- 
ists in  the  case  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment? It  was  not  the  Ministry  that 
shrank  from  any  impending  discussion, 
and  it  need  not  go  out  of  office  in  order 
to  evade  any  question  which  was  to  be 
brought  on.  Had  any  single  instance 
been  adduced  of  the  laws  not  being  effi- 
ciently administered  owing  to  the  weak- 
ness of  the  Government  since  they  had 
been  in  office  ?  The  present  Government 
had  unhappily  had  to  deal  with  disorders 
as  formidable  as  any  of  its  predecessors, 
and  it  might  on  this  scove  invite  a  con- 
trast with  any  preceding  Government, 
and  point  with  pride  to  the  energy  and 
success  with  which  the  law  had  always 
been  enforced  by  it.  There  had  been 
Chartist  outbreaks,  having  their  origin  in 
a  more  extensive  and  deeply-seated  de- 
sire of  political  change,  and  in  a  more 
formidable  organization  than  ever  before 
existed.  Was  it  possible  to  imagine,  that 
they  could  have  been  suppressed  with 
greater  ease  and  promptitude,  with  more 
hearty  good  will  on  the  part  of  the  pub- 
lic? They  had  had  now  no  rural  disor- 
ders, and  Ireland,  instead  of  being  a 
scene  of  bloodshed  and  confusion,  pre- 
sented  comparatively  little  crime,   and 


scarcely  any  semblance  of  resistance  to 
the  laws.  If  this  state  of  things  pre- 
cluded the  Government  from  any  claim 
to  merit,  on  the  score  of  energetic  repres- 
sion, it  entitled  it  to  the  far  higher  merit 
of  having  put  an  end  to  disorder,  by  re- 
moving the  disposition  to  turbulence.  In- 
deed, the  weakness  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's case  on  this  head  was  pretty  apparent, 
when  he  was  driven  to  sach  a  trumpery 
reproach  as  that  which  he  directed  against 
the  Government  on  account  of  its  being  so 
hard  run  the  other  night  on  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  ;  as  if  there  ever  was  a  Government 
that  was  not  liable  to  be  run  pretty  hard, 
or  even  to  be  occasionally  defeated  on 
chance  divisions  between  eight  and  nine 
o'clock.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  came 
into  office  and  should  continue  to  stay  in 
it  a  whole  Session,  it  was  evident,  that 
there  are  a  great  many  things  which  he 
would  have  to  learn,  and  among  others  he 
would,  perhaps,  find  out  how  very  Radical 
this  House  is  between  the  hours  of  seven 
and  nine.  Whatever  might  be  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  majority  on  great  divisions, 
he  would  be  bound,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  Government  would  be  weak 
enough  every  evening  at  that  time ;  and 
if  resignation  was  to  be  the  consequence 
of  such  weakness,  as  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net says  it  ought  to  be,  he  suspected  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  to  resign 
the  first  month  after  he  was  in.  Take 
again  our  foreign  policy,  the  administra- 
tion of  which  was,  after  all,  the  point 
above  all  others  on  which  the  mere 
strength  and  efficiency  of  a  Government 
was  of  most  importance  without  reference 
to  the  wisdom  of  its  policy.  Whatever 
might  be  men's  individual  opinions  of  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government,  they 
must  all  wish,  that  whatever  it  might  be, 
it  should  be  administered  with  such  vigour 
as  to  make  the  power  of  England  respecta- 
ble in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  He  did  not 
believe  there  ever  was  a  period  in  which 
the  power  of  England  was  more  respected 
throughout  the  world  than  it  was  at  this 
present  moment.  He  himself  happened  to 
differ  from  the  Government  on  the  Eastern 
policy.  He  thought,  that  they  should 
have  aimed  at  different  results  from  those 
which  they  have  obtained.  But  he  was 
bound  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord's  policy 
was  much  more  in  accordance  with  public 
opinion  than  that  which  he  himself  would 
have  fbllowed,  and,  difiering  from  the  po* 
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jority,  a  disastrous  and  disgraceful  war 
against  the  general  and  indignant  sense 
of  the  country.     Mr.  Addington  also  re- 
tired with  a  majority  in  his  favour,  because 
he  shrunk  from  the  rashness  of  attempt- 
ing to  carry  on  the  most  gigantic  war  in 
vhich  this  country  was  ever  engaged,  in 
the  face  of  Pitt,  Fox,   and  Wyndham, 
opposing  his  war  policy.    There  were  cir- 
cumstances in  which  Ministers  required 
to  be  supported  by  the  assurance  that 
there  existed  a  feeling  in  their  favour, 
which  they  might  count  on  in  their  most 
arduous  and  unforeseen  vicissitudes;  and 
they  could  not  encounter  these  vicissitudes 
when  even  under  the  most  favourable  cir- 
cumstances they  were  sure  of  being  op- 
posed by  an  almost  overpowering  force. 
But  now,  look  to  the  defeats,  which,  in 
less  trying  national  exigencies,  or  under 
circumstances  that  left  them  hopes  of  re- 
trieving their  general  majority,  have  been 
experienced  by  Ministers  without  aflfect- 
ting  their  stability.     Mr.  Pitt,  in  1784, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  1835,  car- 
ried on  an  obstinate  struggle  against  ma- 
jorities, in  the  hope  that  time  would  give 
them  the  means  of  breaking  up  the  hostile 
majority.     Mr.  Pitt  was  gratified  by  suc- 
cess, and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  by  his 
chance  of  it.     Lord  North  did  not  resign 
ivhen  Dunning  carried  his  famous  resolu- 
tion against  the  influence  of  the  Crown. 
Mr.  Pitt  did  not  resign  when,  in  his  first 
Ministry,  he  lost  his  French  commercial 
treaty  and  his  Irish  propositions.     In  his 
second  Ministry,  his  most  attached  personal 
friend,  and  most  distinguished  political 
adherent  was  impeached  by  a  vote  of  this 
House,  which  left  him  in  a  minority.  This 
blow  is  said,  to  have  contributed  to  his 
death,  but   it  did  not  bring  about  bis 
resignation.     He  would  not  recount  how 
Lord  Liverpool's  ministry  ushered  into  ex- 
istence with  a  distinct  vote  of  want  of 
confidence,  lost  the  Property  Tax    one 
year,  and  the  Salt  Tax  another,  and  how 
difierent  items  of  its  estimates  were  torn 
from  it  in  succession ;  because  he  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
one  important  measure,  of  which  it  expe- 
rienced the  defeat,  and  to  which  little,  if 
any,  allusion  bad  been  made  in  the  course 
of  these  debates — he  supposed*  because, 
though  its  failure  was  caused  by  the  cer- 
tainty of  defeat  in  this  House,  it  was  never 
exposed  to  an  actual  vote  here.    If  ever 
there  was  a  question,  to  the  success  of 
which  the  personal  honoufi  at  well  as  the  | 


political  existence  of  a  ministry  were 
linked— in  which  the  feelings  of  the  So- 
vereign and  the  honour  of  the  Crown  were 
deeply  involved — and  which,  in  its  oniver- 
sal  and  strong  influence  on  the  national 
mind,  transcended  every  question  that  bad 
been  agitated  within  his  personal  recollec- 
tion— or,  at  any  rate,  any  question  except 
Reform,  it  was  the  Bill  of  Pains  and 
Penalties  against  Queen  Caroline.  Yet, 
after  abandoning  that  measure  in  defer- 
ence to  the  strong  minority  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  presumed  majority  in  this 
House,  and  the  general  sense  of  the  coiin- 
try.  Lord  Liverpool's  Government  went 
on ;  and  it  was  clear,  that  his  so  doing,  moat 
have  been  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Constitution,  because  within 
little  more  than  a  year,  that  Goveroment 
was  strengthened  by  the  accession  of  no 
less  constitutional  autborities  than  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montgomeryshire 
and  his  Friends.  And  why  did  such  de- 
feats as  those  he  had  enumerated  produce 
no  efiect  on  the  Ministers  of  the  day,  in 
spite  of  the  importance  of  the  questions 
in  which  they  were  placed  in  minorities  ? 
Because  the  House,  while  differing  from 
them  even  on  questions  of  such  magni- 
tude, nevertheless  generally  sanctioned 
their  measures ;  because,  condemning 
their  course  even  on  such  points,  it  never- 
theless preferred  them  to  any  who  conld 
have  taken  their  places.  He  thought, 
indeed,  that  it  might  fairly  be  inferred, 
as  well  from  the  precedents  of  our  history 
at  from  the  common  sense  of  the  thing, 
that  whenever  Ministers  have  resigned,  it 
has  not  been  on  account  of  any  particolar 
defects,  but  because  from  the  general 
temper  of  the  House,  as  well  as  of  the 
country,  it  was  quite  clear,  that  the  pow- 
ers of  the  executive  government  could  no 
longer  be  efl*ectually  wielded  by  the  party 
in  office.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  told 
them,  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  mi- 
nistry  resigned  because  it  was  beaten  on 
the  Civil-list.  That  defeat  was  undonbt* 
edly  the  occasion,  but  it  surely  was  not 
an  adequate  cause  for  such  a  result;  it 
was  hardly  possible  to  conceive  any  ques- 
tion on  which  a  strong  ministry  might 
with  a  better  grace  have  vielded  to  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  and  continued  in 
office.  But  the*  Duke  of  Wellington  went 
ont  on  that  defeat  because  be  was  not 
strong;  because  never,  in  the  history  of 
the  couotrv  was  there  a  mioiatry  in  whose 
weak  bands  power  was  to  UMMOugUy  pa« 
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ralysed — never  a  ministry  more  unpopular 
at  home,  or  less  respected  abroad.  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  went  out,  because, 
at  the  previous  general  election,  the  great 
mass  of  the  really  independent  constitu- 
encies of  the  country  had  declared  against 
him,  and  his  strength,  such  as  it  was, 
consisted  almost  entirely  of  the  Members 
for  the  close  boroughs.  He  went  out,  be- 
cause he  could  neither  keep  the  peace, 
nor  protect  the  property  of  the  country, 
not  against  rebels  and  insurgents,  but 
against  machine-breakers  and  rick-burn- 
ers, and  because  being  as  powerless  with 
regard  to  the  City  pickpockets  as  to  the 
rural  rioters,  he  was  obliged  to  proclaim 
to  the  world,  that  the  King  of  England 
could  not  go  to  dine  at  the  Mansion- 
bouse,  because  his  Ministers  dared  not, 
for  fear  of  their  lives,  pass  through  Fleet- 
street  at  night.  He  went  out  when  beaten 
on  the  Civil-list,  because  he  wished  to 
avoid  being  beaten  on  the  question  of 
Reform.  His  Government,  in  fact,  had 
testified  its  inefficiency  to  discharge  even 
the  most  ordinary  duties  of  government, 
and  it  was  afraid  that  after  all  its  past 
disgraces,  worse  disaster  was  impending 
over  it.  Now  what  one  of  these  grounds 
for  resignation  was,  it  even  pretended  ex- 
ists in  the  case  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment P  It  was  not  the  Ministry  that 
shrank  from  any  impending  discussion, 
and  it  need  not  go  out  of  office  in  order 
to  evade  any  question  which  was  to  be 
brought  on.  Had  any  single  instance 
been  adduced  of  the  laws  not  being  effi- 
ciently administered  owing  to  the  weak- 
ness of  the  Government  since  they  had 
been  in  office  ?  The  present  Government 
had  unhappily  had  to  deal  with  disorders 
as  formidable  as  any  of  its  predecessors, 
and  it  might  on  this  scove  invite  a  con- 
trast with  any  preceding  Government, 
and  point  with  pride  to  the  energy  and 
success  with  which  the  law  had  always 
been  enforced  by  it.  There  had  been 
Chartist  outbreaks,  having  their  origin  in 
a  more  extensive  and  deeply-seated  de- 
sire of  political  change,  and  in  a  more 
formidable  organization  than  ever  before 
existed.  Was  it  possible  to  imagine,  that 
they  could  have  been  suppressed  with 
greater  ease  and  promptitude,  with  more 
hearty  good  will  on  the  part  of  the  pub- 
lic? They  had  had  now  no  rural  disor- 
ders, and  Ireland,  instead  of  being  a 
scene  of  bloodshed  and  confusion,  pre- 
i^nted   comparatively  little  crime,   and 


scarcely  any  semblance  of  resistance  to 
the  laws.  If  this  state  of  things  pre- 
cluded the  Government  from  any  claim 
to  merit,  on  the  score  of  energetic  repres- 
sion, it  entitled  it  to  the  far  higher  merit 
of  having  put  an  end  to  disorder,  by  re- 
moving the  disposition  to  turbulence.  In- 
deed, the  weakness  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's case  on  this  head  was  pretty  apparent, 
when  he  was  driven  to  sach  a  trumpery 
reproach  as  that  which  he  directed  against 
the  Government  on  account  of  its  being  so 
hard  run  the  other  night  on  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  ;  as  if  there  ever  was  a  Government 
that  was  not  liable  to  be  run  pretty  hard, 
or  even  to  be  occasionally  defeated  on 
chance  divisions  between  eight  and  nine 
o'clock.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  came 
into  office  and  should  continue  to  stay  in 
it  a  whole  Session,  it  was  evident,  that 
there  are  a  great  many  things  which  he 
would  have  to  learn,  and  among  others  he 
would,  perhaps,  find  out  how  very  Radical 
this  House  is  between  the  hours  of  seven 
and  nine.  Whatever  might  be  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  majoritv  on  great  divisions, 
he  would  be  bound,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  Government  would  be  weak 
enough  every  evening  at  that  time ;  and 
if  resignation  was  to  be  the  consequence 
of  such  weakness,  as  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net says  it  ought  to  be,  he  suspected  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  to  resign 
the  first  month  after  he  was  in.  Take 
again  our  foreign  policy,  the  administra- 
tion of  which  was,  after  all,  the  point 
above  all  others  on  which  the  mere 
strength  and  efficiency  of  a  Government 
was  of  most  importance  without  reference 
to  the  wisdom  of  its  policy.  Whatever 
might  be  men's  individual  opinions  of  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government,  they 
must  all  wish,  that  whatever  it  might  be, 
it  should  be  administered  with  such  vigour 
as  to  make  the  power  of  England  respecta- 
ble in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  He  did  not 
believe  there  ever  was  a  period  in  which 
the  power  of  England  was  more  respected 
throughout  the  world  than  it  was  at  this 
present  moment.  He  himself  happened  to 
differ  from  the  Government  on  the  Eastern 
policy.  He  thought,  that  they  should 
have  aimed  at  different  results  from  those 
which  they  have  obtained.  But  he  was 
bound  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord's  policy 
was  much  more  in  accordance  with  public 
opinion  than  that  which  he  himself  would 
have  followed,  and,  differing  from  the  po* 
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Ij^yt  be  was  the  more  compelled  to  tdmire 
the  extr^Mifdinary  vigonr  wkich  bad  se- 
cured ita  auoceaa,  the  eccurtte  knowledge 
00  whkb  itwaa  foonded— the  akiU  with 
which  the  neceaaary  preparatiooa  were 
madei  and  the  courage  with  which  ima- 
giaed  impoaaibilitiea  and  real  riaks  of  fail- 
ure were  encountered  bv  the  noble  Lord. 
Though  be  atill  wiahed  that  the  energy 
diaplayed  bad  been  directed  to  other  ob-* 
jeeta,  be  could  not  but  feel  prpud  of  the 
effect  which  the  diaplay  of  it  bad  bad  in 
elevating  the  name  and  influence  of  Eng- 
land  among  other  oationa.  He  could  not 
but  contraat  their  preaent  proud  poaition 
with  the  miaerable  figure  that  thia  country 
cut  during  the  Duke  of  Wellingion'a  Mi« 
niatryi  twelfe  yeara  ago,  when  every  Eu- 
ropean power  nreaupied  on  our  internal 
diaaentiona*  ana  wbeUt  in  defiance  of 
every  principle  of  foreign  policy  profeaaed 
by  the  then  Miniatera  both  before  and 
aiace,  we  allowed  Ruaaia  and  France  to 
diaoiember  the  Turkiah  empiret  with  juat 
enough  of  remonalrance  on  our  part  to 
mark  the  impotence  of  our  diaapproval. 
The  right  boo.  Baronet  had  been  able  to 
make  ont  ao  very  little  of  a  caae  of  weak- 
neaa  againat  the  Government  on  the  acore 
of  ira  adminiatrative  acta,  that  be  baa 
wiaely  confined  the  burthen  of  hia  charge 
to  ita  legialative  failurea.  Ita  poaitive  de- 
feata  he  had  been  pleaaed  to  magnify  into 
a  matter  of  very  notorioua  frequency ;  but 
it  did  not  appear,  inapite  of  the  numeroua 
diviaiona  on  which  the  Government  waa 
aaid  to  have  been  beaten,  that  anv  very 

8 real  number  of  ita  meaaurea  haa  been 
iwarted.  The  numeroua  recent  defeata 
with  which  they  were  taunted  all  amounted 
to  the  loH  of  toe  Hiniaterial  bill  for  the 
Iriah  Regiatratioo— a  matter  of  no  great 
practical  importance  in  hia  eyea,  aince  the 
reault  of  the  whole  conteat  waa,  that  no 
change  baa  been  made  in  the  law  on  the 
aobjectt  and  the  attempt  to  diafrancbiae 
the  people  of  Ireland,  under  the  pretence 
of  a  new  ayatem  of  regiatration,  had  been 
defeated*  He  apoke,  of  coovae,  of  eventa 
that  occurred  previoua  to  the  developement 
of  the  new  and  great  commercial  policv 
of  the  Government.  That,  he  confeaaM, 
had  been  ohatructed  moat  effectually  and 
moat  injnriouaW  to  the  beat  intereata  of  the 
country,  and  tne  Government  would  in- 
deed have  been  moat  weak,  and  deaerved 
the  contempt  ita  opponenta  bad  caat  upon 
i|,  had  it  reaolved  to  abandon  auen  a 
•chema  without  fifing   the   country  u 


chance  of  declaring  itaelf  in  ita  favour. 
But  aome  of  the  reproaohea  directed 
againat  the  Government  on  the  acore  of 
ita  legialative  meaaurea  aurpriaed  him 
coming  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
had  been  aatounded  at  bearing  the  right 
Hon.  Baronet  make  it  matter  of  reproach 
that  aome  of  ita  meaaurea  had  been  framed 
with  a  view  of  conciliating  the  oppoaition 
— that  they  bad  been  carried  by  meana  of 
partial  compromiae*— and  that  their  aucceaa 
nad  very  often  depended  on  the  aupport 
they  received  from  the  other  aide  of  the 
Houae,  Tbeae  were  atrange  reproachea 
from  a  Conaervative  politician,  whoahould 
have  looked  on  the  atate  of  tbinga  de- 
acribed  aa  one  which  in  ordinarv  timea  waa. 
by  no  meana  undeairable*  A  Miniitry 
which  did  not  belong  to  either  extreme 
muat  of  neceaaity  occaaionally  depend  for 
aupport  on  different  partiea*  He  could 
not  think  it  undeairable  that  a  Oovernmeut 
ahould  be  obliged  ao  to  depend— 4hat  it 
abould  be  unable  to  ride  rougb-ahod  over 
ita  opponenta  by  the  mere  force  of  a  tyrant 
majority — and  that,  in  carrying  through 
meaaurea  of  great  and  extenaive  change, 
it  ahould  be  forced  to  make  aome  compro* 
miaea  with  exiatiog  intereata,  and  conctli* 
ate  to  a  certain  extent  the  feelinga  of  ita 
opponenta.  The  rotten  borougba  uaad 
aometimea  to  give  a  Ministry  a  m^oritj 
independent  of  popular  feeling,  and  ready 
to  maintain  ita  policy  through  thick  ana 
thin  ;  but  in  a  popularly-choaen  Houae  of 
Commona  you  muat  have  either  auch 
a  atate  of  thioga  aa  the  preaent,  or  any 
great  excitement  and  legislation  must  be 
carried  on  by  means  either  of  compromise 
or  agitation.  He  thought  agitation  a  very 
necessary  thing  aometimea,  but  be  waa 
content  aometimea  to  have  intervale  of 
repose,  and  perioda  of  political  repoae 
were  in  hia  view  neceaaarily  perioda  of 
compromiae.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
who  above  all  things  deprecated  agitation 
and  excitement,  waa  particularly  iocon* 
siatent,  therefore,  in  objecting  to  compr<>* 
miae  and  conciliation ;  but  be  waa  atill 
more  astonished  at  such  an  objection 
coming  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  be- 
cause, if  he  were  called  on  to  deacribe  the 
principlea  that  had  guided  that  right  hoiu 
Baronet  through  his  political  life,  he  ahonki 
aay  it  waa  the  principle  of  conceasion  and 
comproroiae  ;  and  that  hia  ayatem  while 
Minister  had  alwavs  been  that  of  carrying 
into  effect  the  political  views  of  hia  oppo- 
nenta by  meana  of  their  co-operation*  Th^ 
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right  boQ.  Baronet  ceeoied  singularly  for- 
getful of  hit  past  ministerial  career ;  and 
on  the  whole  it  would  not  be  a  very  gra* 
tifying  subject  of  retrospect.  But  be 
oughts  when  be  was  pouring  forth  the 
splendid  bile  of  his  indignation  on  Minis- 
terial  weakness  and  concession^  to  recollect 
his  own  Administration  of  I83d|  when  his 
justification  of  every  measure  proposed  by 
him  was,  that  it  was  precisely  similar  to 
some  proposal  of  Lord  Altborp;  and 
when  his  only  maiority*— that  on  the  malt 
tax— -was  secured  by  our  co-operation.  But 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  and  his  Friends  al- 
ways claimed  for  thai  particular  Adminis« 
tration  aneaemption  from  all  the  ordinary 
rules  of  political  propriety,  and  spoke  of 
it  as  a  great  experiment,  in  the  course  of 
whicby  on  some  ground  which  bad  never 
yet  been  fully  explained,  he  had  a  right 
to  do  what  It  would  be  very  wrong  for 
others  to  do.  So  be  it :  but  did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  pursue  a  different  course  in 
the  Duke  of  Wellington's  Administration, 
of  which  be  was  the  bead  in  that  House  ? 
That  Administration  held  pow^r  during 
three  Sessions  of  Parliament.  What  was 
the  ffreat  legislative  measure  of  the  first 
Session^that  of  1828?  The  repeal  of 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts— carried 
against  him  in  the  first  instance  by  a  ma- 
jority, then  taken  up  by  bim,  and  carried 
through  both  Houses*  What  was  the  great 
measure  of  1829  ?  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion, adopted  by  bim  after  having  his  whole 
life  oppoised  to  it,  and  carried  a^inst  his 
Friends  by  the  aid  of  the  opposition.  Nor 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  his  col- 
leagues hold  up  their  beads  more  proudly 
in  the  Session  of  1830.  The  very  first 
night  of  that  Session  an  amendment  on 
the  Address  was  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Kent,  and  the  Government  was  saved 
from  defeat  solely  by  the  aid  of  stanch 
Members  of  the  Whig  opposition,  who 
voted  with  him  by  the  advice  of  the  lead- 
ers of  their  own  party.  That  Session  was 
a  very  important  one  in  respect  of  its 
financial  policy :  and  by  far  tne  most  im- 
portant division  of  the  Session  was  that 
which  took  place  on  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  proposal  with  respect  to 
the  beer  tax,  of  which  he  thought  the  re- 

E»il  best  for  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
ut  the  landed  Gentlemen  thought  it 
would  be  a  better  thing  for  themselves  to 
repeal  the  malt  tax,  and  so  they  opposed 
the  repeal  gf  the  beer  tax.    On  that  occa*- 


sion  the  Government  again  had  to  depoilid 
on  the  support  of  their  political  oppo^ 
nents :  and  thus  the  one  measure  of  the 
Session  of  1830,  which  gave  the  Govern* 
ment  any  claim  to  popular  gratitudei  was 
carried  by  means  or  the  support  they  re** 
ceived  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  before  he  taunted 
his  successors,  should  sometimes  cast  baek 
a  thought  on  his  own  miniaterial  careers 
and  not  judge  so  uncharitably  of  those 
who  now  oarried  on  their  Government  in 
that  spirit  of  compromise,  and  of  reliance 
on  the  occasional  honesty  of  the  opposite 
party,  on  which  he  himself  used  habitually 
to  lean.  He  did  not.  remind  the  Houae  of 
these  things  in  order  merely  to  annoy  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  by  taunts,  or  to  parry 
his  arguments  by  retorts.  He  admitted 
the  weakness  of  the  Government  in  tbit 
House :  and  he  could  not  but  deplore  the 
mischief  which  such  weakness  undoubt* 
ediy  occasioned*  It  was  not  merely  that» 
being  weak,  the  Government  oouid  not 
carry  those  liberal  measures  which  he 
heartily  desired  to  see  carried ;  but  it  must 
be  admitted  that  this  weakness  prevented 
the  progress  of  many  beneficial  measures 
which  would  interfere  with  the  views  and 
interests  of  no  party.  Without  speaking 
of  measures  which  from  this  cause  have 
been  brought  before  Parliament,  they  must 
all  lament  the  loss  of  such  a  measure  as 
the  County  Courts'  Bill ;  they  must  all  de- 
plore the  risk  which  they  run  of  a  second 
vear  losing  the  bill  for  creating  two  new 
judges  in  Equity;  above  all,  they  must 
lament  the  loss  of  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Bill,  whkdi  the  noble  Lord  was  per- 
fectly right  in  withdrawing  rather  than 
subject  it  to  an  unprincipled  bidding  for 
popularity  on  the  eve  of  a  general  elec- 
tion ;  but  which,  though  it  thus  got  another 
chance,  got  one  which,  after  that  election^ 
would,  he  feared,  be  very  small.  He  re- 
gretted  this  weakness  as  much  as  any  man 
could ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  a  necessary 
consequence  of  the  present  state  of  par* 
ties  in  the  country,  and  he  saw  no  ohanoe 
of  getting  a  better  and  stronger  Govern* 
ment  at  present.  He  could  not  admit*  ixu 
deed,  that  a  strong  Government  was  all 
that  they  had  to  desire.  He  would  no« 
doubtedly  rather  have  a  Government  like 
the  present,  unable  to  carry  good  measurest 
than  one  which  should  be  willing  and  able 
to  carry  bad  ones.  But  taking  the  ques^ 
tion  even  on  the  ground  on  which  the  right 
hon.  BacQnet  bad  placed  it|  be  muit  lUili 
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before  he  consented  to  remofe  the  present 
Government,  make  sure  of  getting  a  better 
in  its  place.  If  be  withdrew  bisconfidence 
from  it  on  the  ground  of  its  not  being 
strong,  he  roast  at  any  rate  know  where  a 
stronger  Government  was  to  come  from. 
He  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  supply  the  country  with  a  strong 
Government.  It  was  with  a  view  to  this, 
that  he  had  reverted  to  his  past  career  as 
a  Minister.  The  weakness  which  marked 
it  was  no  result  of  temporary  causes  or 
accidental  errors.  It  was  the  necessary 
result  of  his  very  principles  of  action — of 
his  wh61«  political  system.  Place  him  in 
power  again,  and  he  could  do  nothing  but 
repeat  the  errors  he  committed  of  old; 
and,  after  a  ministerial  career,  liable  to 
every  reproach  which  he  had  urged  against 
the  present  Government,  bring  it  to  a  close 
as  calamitous  to  himself  and  the  country  as 
that  of  his  former  Administration.  He  in- 
deed wished, considering  the  chances  which 
they  had  of  seeing  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  affairs,  that  he  could  find  in  his 
present  course  aught  that  could  inspire  him 
with  confidence  in  his  administering  the 
Government  in  a  spirit  worthy  of  his  con- 
cession of  Catholic  emancipation.  Look- 
ing on  that  as  the  great  act  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  life,  he  wished  he  could 
say  that  his  subsequent  career  had  proved 
worthy  of  it — had  shown  that  he  rightly 
appreciated  the  wisdom  and  virtue  of  the 
act — and  he  had  thus  elevated  it  into  an 
example  of  political  integrity,  instead  of 
lowering  it  into  that  mere  petty  shift  of 
temporary  expediency,  whicn  it  now  ap« 
peared  to  be.  Had  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
made  that  act  the  foundation  of  a  new 
political  career,  renewed  the  principles 
upon  which  he  previously  acted^  and 
adapted  them  to  that  course  of  events 
which  he  had  already  found  irresistible, 
he  would  now  have  occupied  the  proudest 
and  safest  station  ever  held  bj  public  man. 
But  since  that  period,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's life  had  been  a  servile  repetition 
of  his  former  errors.  Again  he  had  banded 
himself  with  those  from  whom  he  was 
compelled  to  separate  himself  once.  Again 
he  had  enlisted  himself  in  that  course  of 
resistance  to  the  popular  will  which  he 
was  compelled  to  abandon  once.  Again 
he  had,  in  opposition,  linked  himself  to 
principles  impracticable  in  power ;  and,  as 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  was  borne  into 
office  by  a  No-Popery  mob,  he  was  now 
brought  back  to  its  gates  as  the  champion 


of  intolerance  and  monopoly.  This  was 
a  cause  in  which  no  man  could  succeed — 
and  no  majorities  which  his  adherents 
could  imagine  for  him  would  enable  him 
to  struggle  against  the  national  feelings 
and  interests  that  he  was  arraying  against 
himself.  The  stars  in  their  course  fought 
against  him  in  his  warfare  with  the  irre- 
sistible courses  of  human  events,  and  the 
irrepressible  feelings  of  men.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  not  unaware  of  the 
hopelessness  of  the  contest.  When  power 
was  last  within  his  reach,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  confessed  that  he  shrunk  from 
grasping  it  on  account  of  the  difficulties 
that  encumbered  it.  Ireland,  he  then  said, 
was  his  great  difficulty.  All  that  he  had 
done  since  had  been  to  augment  the  dif- 
ficulty of  governing  Ireland — and  if  he 
could  not  now  with  truth  repeat  the  same 
confession,  it  was  only  because  he  had  of 
late  contrived  to  make  England  a  greater 
source  of  difficulties  than  Ireland  itself. 
In  one  respect  he  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  per- 
ceived, in  the  course  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  a  change  that  seemed  to  have 
been  wrought  by  the  recollection  of  the 
course  which  he  was  compelled  to  take 
with  respect  to  the  Catholic  question. 
His  experience  on  that  matter  seemed  to 
have  suggested  to  him  the  inconvenience 
of  pledging  himself  to  particular  measures, 
and  his  aim  of  late  appeared  to  have  been 
to  avail  himself  of  a  party  without  binding 
himself  to  its  policy.  On  every  question  on 
which  he  had  had  to  vote,  his  great  ob- 
ject appeared  to  have  been  to  leave  him- 
self at  liberty  to  vote  the  reverse  hereafter. 
And,  like  the  feudal  Baron  of  old,  while 
appearing  to  strengthen  hisdefences  against 
the  foe,  his  chief  ingenuity  had  been  ex- 
pended in  providing  postern  gates,  and 
subterranean  passages,  to  facilitate  the 
abandonment  of  his  stronghold.  He  knew 
of  no  question  which  the  right  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  had  not  made  a  matter  of  unspeci- 
fied time,  and  unparticularised  details. 
He  boasted  to  the  House  the  other  night 
of  his  eminent  explicitness  on  every  sub- 
ject of  public  interest;  and  his  explicit- 
ness exhausted  itself  so  completely  on  the 
charter,  that  he  told  them  nothing  of  his 
policy  as  to  any  question  about  which 
anybody  expected  that  he  would  have^o 
give  a  practical  vote  during  the  next  ten 
years.  He  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  what  effect  his  explicit  declarations 
had  produced  on  public  expectation.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  so  explicit 
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on  the  subject  of  sugar,  that  he  had  left 
it  perfectly  open  to  himself  to  make  the 
trade  ia  sugar  more  free  than  the  present 
Government  proposed  to  do  after  a  lapse 
of  a  year  or  two,  or  on  the  slightest  dimi- 
nution of  supply  from  our  present  sources. 
He  had  put  the  question  of  the  timber 
duties  on  the  uuknown  contents  of  a  let- 
ter from  the  present  Governor-general  of 
Canada,  without  a  sight  of  which  he  al- 
leged, that  the  human  mind  was  incom- 
petent to  grapple  with  the  principle  of 
the  question ;  and  the  policy  which   he 
might  adopt  in  office,  depended  on  the 
letters  which   his  own  future  Governor- 
general  might  at  the  convenient  moment 
write,  in  order  to  further  whatever  views  | 
he  might  hereafter  wish  to  establish.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  so  explicit 
on  the  Corn-laws,  that  no  man  knew  whe- 
ther his  hinted  alteration  of  that  sliding 
scale  to  which  he  had  pledged  himself 
with    such   vague    devotedness,    was    to 
amount  to  a  mere  mockery  of  the  suffer- 
ing people  of  this  country,  or  to  a  virtual 
fixed  duty.     As  to  his  own  remedies  for 
the  commercial  difficulties  of  the  people, 
or  the  pecuniary  wants  of  the   Exche- 
quer,   he   had   been  explicitly  reserved 
and  uncommunicative.     It  was  the  sound 
and    just    maxim    of    Tory    statesmen 
in  former  times,  that  no  man  was  justified 
in  thwarting  the  adoption  of  any  plan 

{iroposed  for  the  remedy  of  an  ack now- 
edged  evil  without  proposing  some  better 
plan  in  its  stead.  True,  with  regard  to 
all  questions  this  was  most  true,  and  used 
to  be  most  freely  admitted  with  respect  to 
taxes,  and  every  tax  being  necessarily  an 
evil,  it  had  always  been  held  that  no  man 
was  justified  in  opposing  any  scheme  for 
providing  for  the  public  wants  except  by 
suggesting  a  better.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  give  them  no  information  as 
to  the  course  which  he  would  take  in  of- 
fice, and  this  great  commercial  country 
was  left  to  make  out  from  some  dark  hints 
thrown  out  by  him  whether  he  would  make 
things  square  by  adding  to  the  public  debt, 
or  by  reducing  those  establishments  of 
which  he  and  his  friends  urged  the  aug- 
mentation, or  by  a  property  tax,  or  by  re- 
Btoriug  the  old  rate  of  postage,  or  by  any 
new  form  of  indirect  taxation,  or  by  carry- 
ing, with  the  6id  of  his  opponents,  changes 
in  the  tariff  similar  to  those  with  respect 
to  which  he  now  thwarted  the  present 
Government.  It  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  a  party  scheme  so  loose  and  wide  had 


surrounded  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  a 
large  host  of  supporters,  and  that  as  he 
might  be  joined  by  any  who,  without  fixed 
political  principles,  could  pay  their  footing 
in   that  House,  his   minority  had  been 
swelled  by  the  recent  elections,  which  he, 
in  a  voice  of  bitter  irony  against  popular 
institutions,  had  been  pleased  to  treat  as 
indications  of  public  opiniou,  but  which  in 
sober  sadness  proved  only  the  wealth  of 
certain  individuals,  and  the  venality  or  de- 
pendence of  certain  constituencies.     And 
by  what  bond  was  that  large  party  held 
together  ?    In  what  he  was  going  to  say, 
he  meant  no  imputation  on  the  personal 
or   political  integrity  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  whom  he  readily  admitted  to  be 
an  honest  and  public-spirited  statesman, 
but  whom  he  could  not,  as  he  would  wish, 
call  a  great  one.     But  it  was  the  misfor- 
tune of  his  false  position  in  politics  that 
he  was  supported  by  half  his  present  ad- 
herents, in  the  belief  that  the  instant  be 
had  got  into  office  he  would  throw  over 
the  other  half.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  hear  what  his  friends  say  of  him 
out  of  doors.     He  did  not  mean  those 
who  had  for  some  time  been  unable  to 
conceal  their  hatred  and  suspicion  of  him, 
when   necessity  compelled  them  to  use 
him  as  their  only  safeguard  against  the 
people.     He  spoke  of  moderate  and  sensi- 
ble   men,  who,  when  you  anticipate  a 
career  of  violence  and  confusion  from  the 
Ultra-Toryism  in  England  and  Orangeism 
in  Ireland, tell  you — **  Now,  my  dearfellow, 
just  you  wait  till  Peel's  once  in,  and  then 
vou'll  see  how  he'll  throw  all  those  fel- 
lows over."    One  man  tells  you— "De- 
pend upon  it  Peel's  a  much  better  Re- 
former than  the  present  men."    Another 
assures  you,  "that  he's  the  most  thorough- 
going  free-trader  in  England."  And  (con- 
tinued the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman) 
many  a  moderate  Tory  has  promised  me, 
that  the  first  thing  reel  will  do  when  in 
office  will  be  to  pay  the  Catholic  clergy 
in  Ireland.     Meantime,  the  gentlemen  of 
every  description,  who  are  to  be  thrown 
over,  see  this,  and  endeavour  to  take  ad* 
vantage  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  pre- 
sent position,  and  coil  around  him  such 
profession «  of  bigotry  and  monopoly  as 
they  think  it  will  be  impossible  for  him  to 
extricate  himself  from  in  office.    I  feel 
sure  that  they  labour  in  vain :  that  when 
in  office  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  do 
what  he  thinks  best  for  his  country ;  and 
that  in  so.  doing  he  will  do  what  half  his 
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iispporters  will  tbtnk  the  wor<t  dtid  wicked- 
est things  thtit  man  can  do.  But  I  have 
no  wiih  to  see  the  ultimate  triumph  of  my 
principles  secured  by  such  meatis  as  these; 
and  I  will  do  nothing  to  aid  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  gftinitig  power  which  t  know 
he  would  be  unable  to  hold.  To  retard 
the  proefress  of  Liberal  principles  he  will 
do  nothing  effectual,  but  he  may  do  much 
to  endanger  the  solidity  of  our  constitu* 
tion.  We  are  already  greatly  indebted  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  many  rery  im- 
portabt  reforms.  It  was  his  administra- 
tion that  gave  us  Catholic  Emancipation 
and  Parliamentary  reform ;  but  it  did  so 
by  calling  into  being  the  Catholic  AssO- 
eiatfon,  and  tha  Birmingham  Union,  with 
Terry  Alt,  and  Swing.  Let  our  next  step 
be  obtained  by  less  fearf\il  agencies;  and 
it  IS  because  I  believe  it  will  be  effectually 
obtained,  but  obtained  without  danger  to 
public  order,  by  a  Ministry  which  places 
itself  in  the  front  of  popular  feeling,  and 
improved  views  of  Qotemment-^which, 
syhipathislng  with  the  wants  and  senti- 
ments of  the  great  masses  of  their  coun- 
tryuiett,  voluntarily  effect  those  reforms 
irhlch  others  yield  only  lo  the  angry  coer- 
<iion  of  the  masses,  that  I  shall  express  by 
ttit  tote  df  to-nlghti  my  hearty  preference 
or  the  present  Ministry  to  those  who  are 
struggling  to  place  ihemselves  in  their 
tx>sition« 

Viscount  Dungantion  said,  the  questtoo 
Ibe  House  had  to  determine  was  simply 
whether  the  course  pursued  by  her  Ha- 
Jesty's  Ministers  was  constitutional  and 
h&nest  or  not,  and  whether  the  precedent 
which  they  had  laid  down  by  ineir  t;on* 
tlnet  would  not  be  injarlous  to  all  future 
t^overnmenti.  The  hon.  and  learned 
ditttleman  who  spoke  last  had  attempted 
io  bolster  up  the  case  of  Ministers  by 
placing  the  rbrmer  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
In  an  unfavourable  light  i  but  what  paraU 
M  Was  there  between  the  two  cases? 
None  whit«yer ;  and  therefore,  the  nrgu** 
nwnt  of  ibo  hOh.  and  lenrned  Gentleinan 
ao  fkr  waa  good  fbr  nothing.  Row,  he 
fMly  agreed,  that  on  being  defeated,  the 
Ministers  would  be  juttlfled  in  appealing 
10  the  eotrntrv  i  but  he  must  say,  that 
aostaining  dereat  after  deftat,  they  were 
flol  justified  in  retaining  once  and  defer- 
Iwg  an  appeal  to  the  country  fbr  an  indefi- 
nhe  period.  Suoh  a  proceeding  was  not 
In  i^onfOrmity  with  either  the  practice  or 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution :  and  he  was  | 
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satisfied,  that  in  the  history  of  thb  coun- 
try no  precedent  to  warrant  their  conduct 
could  be  found.  It  might  be  said^  that 
the  whole  budget  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer^ 
had  been  rejected  bv  a  large  majority  of 
that  Rouse ;  and  tnis  was  an  occurrence 
which,  he  believed,  had  never  before  uken 
place.  There  could,  then,  be  no  doubt, 
that  the  Government  did  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  Parliament^  But  this  waa 
not  the  only  subject  upon  which  they  had 
suffered  defeat.  What  had  become  of 
their  Irish  Registration  Bill  ?  Was  it  not 
admitted  that  they  Could  not  carry  that  mea- 
sure ?  And  what  was  the  gloss  attempted 
to  be  put  upon  that  defbat  ?  Why,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  had  also  failed  in  carrying  his 
bill.  The  bill  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  was  avow- 
edly a  Government,  an  important  Govern- 
ment measure;  and  yet  Ministers  were 
unable  to  carry  it  through  that  House. 
To  what  was  their  Inability  owina;  if  it  were 
not  to  the  Hbuse  of  Commons  naving  no 
confidence  in  them?  They  had,  too, 
staked  their  existence  as  a  Government 
on  the  appropriation  clause,  but  had  not 
that  measure,  like  all  their  others,  been 
abandoned  by  (hem  ?  tiisx  they  asserted, 
that  they  did  not  possess  the  confidenct 
of  the  people.  If  this  were  so,  whv  did 
they  not  at  once  test  the  point  by  a  aisio- 
tution  ?  It  could  noti  however,  be  denied, 
(hat  they  had  lost  election  efter  election — 
that  whenever  the  battle  had  been  fought 
on  the  hustinefs  they  had  been  signally 
defeated ;  and  now,  forsooth,  they  out- 
raged  common  sense  by  saying,  *'If  you 
object  to  our  Budget,  why  do  you  not  tell 
us  what  sort  of  Budget  yoa,  if  in  office. 
Would  produce  ?  **  It  was  quite  impossi- 
ble to  understand  what  was  their  criterioa 
as  to  the  state  of  public  opinion.  With 
regard  to  the  elections,  they  attributed 
their  want  of  success  to  the  wealth  of  the 
candidate  opposed  to  them,  and  the  venaU 
ity  of  the  constituencies ;  but  could  such 
an  observation  apply  to  the  triumphs 
achieved  at  either  St.  Alban*s  or  Sand- 
wich ?  He  would  recommend  those  who 
lived  in  glass  houses  not  to  throw  stones. 
Ministers  might  not  off  the  evil  day  as 
long  as  they  could,  bat  they  might  depend 
upon  it,  that  it  would  arrive  at  last,  and 
that  the  storm  would  burst  with  a  fearful 
crash  over  their  heads;  for  far  and  wide  the 
feeling  of  want  of  confidence  was  extending 
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Itsdlffineotiseqoeiic^ortheutipartillekd&nd 
Unconstitutional  course  which  they  were 
ptifsuing.  Their  efforts,  by  means  of  hole- 
and-corner  meetings  in  town  and  country, 
would  not  enable  thdm  to  hold  power 
which  they  so  grievotisly  abused  much 
longer,  and  it  was  not  creditable  to  them 
to  keep  places  which  they  could  only  re- 
tain by  mihistering  to  the  bad  pAssious  of 
excited  mobs.  They  were  now  pursuing 
conduct  which  they  themselves  had  de- 
nounced as  injurious  and  insane;  and  the 
House,  recollecting  the  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  the  head  of  the  Qovernment 
some  time  back,  in  reference  to  the  Corn- 
laws,  must  be  at  ft  loss  to  cottjecture  wh&t 
it  was  that  had  caused  such  a  total  change 
in  the  opinions  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
The  tkei,  however,  was,  that  they  saw 
they  could  not  carry  on  the  Ooternment 
except  by  means  of  agitation,  and  this  it 
was,  that  had  led  to  their  bringing  forward 
the  three  questions  respecting  sugar,  tim- 
ber, and  corn.  Now,  In  reference  to  the 
line  of  conduct  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  also  represented 
a  division  of  that  bounty,  all  he  could  sav 
was,  that  to  him  it  was  wholly  uniotellIgN 
ble.  The  noble  Lord  tthd  the  hod.  Qeti- 
tieman  had  voted  against  Ministers  oik  tha 
sugar  duties^  and  Would,  It  wfts  to  be  con. 
tludedy  also  oppose  them  on  the  Corn- 
)aWi ;   and  yet,  in  the  hce  of  ft  past  and 

Erospactire  opposition  to  two  important 
lovernm^nt  propositions,  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  hon;  Oentlemau,  strange  to  sfty, 
w^re  now  prepared  by  their  voles  on  the 
present  occasion  to  assert  that  Minister! 
were  deserving  of  the  Confiddoco  of  that 
Mouse,  and  of  the  country.  Such  reason- 
ing,  he  must  confess,  he  could  not  under- 
stand ;  and  he  thought  it  was  calculated 
to  inflict  an  irreparable  injury  on  the  cha- 
racter of  that  Houi6,  by  bringing  Its  pro- 
ceedings into  discredit  wilh  the  country. 
When  disturbance  Occurred  In  the  coun- 
try, did  they  not  find  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net ready  to  aid  ihttn  in  tneir  metsurea 
for  putting  them  down  ?  And  to  whom, 
he  would  ask,  might  the  Occurrence  of 
those  disturbances  ba  ascribed  f  To  the 
Government  who  encouraged  agitation 
when  it  suited  their  own  views.  Iiie  la$t 
hour  of  that  Oovemment  was  at  length 
approaching,  and  he  trusted,  that  tiieir 
seats  Wodid  be  filled  by  those  who,  if  not, 
in  livery  sense  of  the  word,  powerful, 
irotild  ftt  iesU  be  htmest  nnd  straightfo^ 


ward,  and  who  would  not  resort  to  chi- 
canery, the  like  of  which,  be  hoped,  would 
not  be  witnessed  for  many  a  long  year,  if 
ever  ftgain,  by  this  country.  Me  should, 
on  this  occasion,  add  another  to  tha  mnny 
votes  which  he  had  given  against  a  Go- 
vernment whose  policy  had  been  fraught 
with  danger  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
country. 

Sir  Harry  Verney :  The  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  resumed  hts  s^at,  has  no  rizht  to 
throw  on  hon.  Members  the  charge  of  so|»- 
porting  her  Majesty's  Government  i'or 
party.  I  do  not  desire  to  accuse  Gentlo- 
men  opposite  of  opposing  them  with  any 
such  unworthy  view,  and  the  fhir  con- 
struction that  I  am  willing  to  place  on 
their  conduct,  I  claim  most  unreservedly 
for  ours.  1  am  astonished  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  reiterate  the  charge  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke, 
against  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire,  for 
a  more  complete  answer  than  that  given 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire,  has 
rarely,  I  believe,  been  riven  by  one  hon. 
Member  to  another  in  this  Mouse.  And 
the  answer  contained  a  severe  rebuko. 
The  charge  of  inconsistency  made  by  the 
right  hon.  fiaronet,  was  fully  met  and 
disposed  «tif  by  tha  hon.  Member,  by  & 
referenco  to  a  speech  at  Carlisle,  made  hf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  t8d5,  when 
he  stated,  that  it  was  not  beeause  he  dif- 
fered from  the  Government  on  one  ques- 
tion, that  he  could  be  expected,  or  would 
be  Justified,  in  plunging  into  opposition 
to  tneir  measures  in  general.  The  nobla 
Lord  has  referred  to  recent  contests  to 
prove  thet  the  Government  has  lost  the 
confidence  of  the  country.  Single  ele^« 
tlons  do  not  prove  much  one  way  or  the 
other,  but  when  the  noble  Lord  rekrs  to 
them,  end  at  the  same  moment  charges  us 
with  inconsistency,  I  must  say,  that  un- 
less publio  rumour  does  great  injustice  to 
the  party  opoosite,  one  of  the  mmit  im- 
portant of  tne  recent  elections  doek  no 
lionour  to  the  consistency  of  their  politice! 
conduct.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  lately 
returned  for  Nottingham,  wts  sent  to  thftt 
place  by  the  Conservative  party,  that  cif- 
cufflstanee  it  calculated  very  eisentielly 
to  excite  diitrust  in  that  party,  nntf 
mult  be  Tie«#ed  with  pein  by  eny  tntn 
who  Watches  poiiticel  events,  and  valOea 
pollticel  integritv.  A  ^htleman  iltoge- 
ther  unconnected  with  the  piece,  and  un^ 
known  there,  hi  sent  down  by  the  paHy 
opposite,  and  contests  the  boiMg;h  s^ly 
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OD  the  (fiMiiid  of  his  hoitiltty  to  the  new 
Poor-law,  sopported  thoogh  that  law  bad 
been  in  iU  general  and  esiential  princi- 
ples by  all  the  most  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  the  Conservatire  party.  It  has 
been  affirmed,  that  be  was  not  only 
sent  down  by  the  ConserTative  dob,  but 
that  his  contest  was  supported  by  their 
funds.  [Dissent  from  Sir  E.  Knatch- 
bull  and  others.]  I  am  glad  to  receire 
from  the  boo.  Baronet  this  assurance, 
that  the  statement  is  not  true.  I  should 
be  sorry  if  it  were.  I  should  deeply  la- 
ment any  circumstance  that  would  slain 
the  character  of  a  political  party,  whether 
opposed  to  me  or  not ;  and  this  would,  I 
think,  if  it  bad  been  true,  been  highly 
discreditable  to  the  party  opposite.  Sir, 
it  cannot  be  denied,  that  the  vote  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  calls  on  those  Members  whose 
Yotes  have  contributed  to  retain  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  their  offices,  to  con- 
sider the  ground  on  which  they  have 
given  their  support  to  the  Government — 
It  calls  particularly  on  the  Members  for 
agricultural  districts,  who  have  been  in- 
formed in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that 
for  the  course  they  have  pursued  in  the 
discussion,  they  will  not  be  again  returned 
to  this  House,  and  most  especially  those 
Members  are  called  on  to  consider  them 
who  are  not  indiflferent  to  the  interesting 
duties  and  occupations  afforded  by  a  seat 
in  this  House,  and  who  having  no  connec- 
tion with  any  but  an  spicultural  district, 
are  thus  threatened  with  ezclusbn  from 
Parliament.  I  am  happy  to  acknowledge 
the  obligation  under  which  I  feel  myself 
to  my  constituents,  who  have  now  for 
nearly  ten  years  granted  me  their  confi- 
dence, fettered  by  only  one  condition, 
that  I  should  faithfully  perform  my  duties 
here,  and  support  whatever  measures  ap* 
pear  to  me  conducive  to  the  good  of  the 
country.  I  have  redeemed  my  pledge  to 
the  best  of  my  ability,  and  it  is  for  having 
done  so  that  I  find  myself  arraigned  by 
the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  In 
reviewing  the  conduct  of  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  I  do  not  look  back  on  what 
leads  me  to  regret  the  support  that  I  have 
generally  given  them  ;  still  less  am  I  dis- 
poied  now  to  acquiesce  in  the  vote  of 
want  of  confidence  in  them.  I  have 
watched  their  conduct,  and  believe  it  to 
have  been  directed  to  the  good  of  the 
country.  As  a  country  magistrate!  I  have 
long  taken  a  warm  interest  in  Uie  trans- 


actions of  the  bnsinesi  of  the  conaty  oi 
which  I  reside,  and  I  bear  my  testiaooy 
to  the  advantage  to  the  rural  popnlatioa 
of  many  measures  of  the  Govemaaent. 
When  first  1  began  to  act  as  a  magistnue, 
I  observed  many  things  which  appeared  to 
me  objectionable.  I  consulted  an  expe- 
rienced Friend,  the  present  Lord-lieote»- 
ant  of  Ireland,  as  to  remedying  thesn — 
the  best  remedy  for  such  things,  said  he, 
is  an  open  court.  1  followed  his  advice, 
and  made  many  fruitless  attempts  to  get 
the  business  of  the  county  done  in  open 
court,  but  the  subject  was  taken  up  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  obtain- 
ing their  sanction,  open  court  became  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  important  advantages 
have,  I  think,  resulted  from  that  enact- 
ment. Then  came  the  rural  police,  all  of  os 
who  reside  in  country  districts,  know  how 
inefficient  the  old  constabulary  force  lias 
become.  A  commission  was  appointed  to 
consider  this  subject,  and  suggest  a  re- 
medy ;  and  the  plan  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment under  which  those  counties  who 
approve  it  may  adopt  the  rural  constabulary 
force.  I  should  have  preferred,  that  the 
whole  country  should  be  placed  under  a 
general  police  force,  organised  and  under 
one  superintendence;  but  that  plan  re- 
ceived the  strenuous  opposition  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  This  sutject  affords 
an  instance  of  the  mode  in  which  Minis- 
ters are  attacked  in  this  Hoose  and  out 
of  doors.  If  I  were  a  candidate  for  the 
representation  of  the  county  in  which  [ 
reside,  a  host  of  opponents  would  rise 
against  me  as  a  friend  of  the  rural  police, 
an  unconstitutional,  Anti-British,  revolu- 
tionary plan  of  the  Whigs  to  deatroy  the 
Saxon  inttituiiona  of  the  country ;  and  on 
the  other  side,  the  right  boo.  Member 
for  Pembroke  says,  tbat  for  the  rural 
police  force  the  Ministers  deserve  no  cre- 
dit, as  it  is  based  on  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  is 
indeed  only  an  extension  of  his  plan. 
How  can  I  sufficiently  thank  the  Minis- 
ters for  their  persevering  support  of  the 
principles  of  the  new  Poor-law? — that 
law  which  has  done  so  much  to  im- 
prove the  character  of  the  agricultural 
population.  I  would  not  pledge  myself 
to  support  every  proposal  contained  in 
the  act  of  this  Session,  but  I  cannot 
forget  the  obloquy  thrown  on  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  clamour  raised  against 
them  because  they  refuse  to  depart  from 
the  principles  on  which  the  act  is  framed  ; 
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and  I  hold,  that  the  whole  countryi  and 
especially  the  agricultural  portion  of  it, 
are  deeply  indebted  to  them.  Must  I 
cODcar  in  a  vote  of  censure  on  account 
of  the  changes  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  our  criminal  code ;  The  Minis- 
ters have  swept  from  the  statute  book 
sanguinary  laws,  that  had  not  the  effect 
of  preventing  the  crimes  they  punished. 
And  this  brings  me  to  a  subject  that  | 
believe  never  received  from  any  former 
Minister  the  attention  bestowed  on  it  by 
the  noble  Lord.  Long  before  I  had  a 
seat  in  this  House,  my  mind  was  directed 
to  the  subject  of  prison  discipline;  and 
when  visiting  the  prisons  of  the  metropo- 
lis, and  different  parts  of  the  country,  the 
evils  of  our  prison  management  struck  me 
forcibly.  How  often  have  I  been  told  by 
the  governor  or  chaplain  of  a  gaol,  of 
some  prisoner  sent  there  for  a  trivial  of- 
fence. He  had  never  been  in  prison  be* 
fore,  and  such  was  the  corrupted  atmo- 
sphere of  the  gaol,  that  in  three  weeks  his 
character  was  lost,  and  he  was  fit  for 
nothing  but  to  be  sent  out  of  the  country. 
And,  Sir,  attempts  have  been  made  of 
late  years  to  apply  a  remedy  to  this  most 
grievous  evil,  and  the  subject  has  been  dis- 
cussed here,and  from  whom  have  proceeded 
lessons  of  the  most  practical  wisdom  on 
the  subject?  Who  but  the  noble  Lord 
below  me  showed  that  he  had  considered 
the  whole  question  the  most  deeply,  and 
had  weighed  the  advantages  and  the  evils 
of  different  systems  of  prison  discipline  ? 
YeSf  Sir,  I  listened  with  delight  to  those 
speeches  on  prison  discipline  and  trans- 
portation, with  feelings  very  different  to 
any  that  mere  political  or  party  interests 
could  call  forth.  To  speeches  delivered 
almost  to  empty  benches — that  certainly 
obtained  no  votes — that  hardly  elicited  a 
cheer-i^but  I  walked  away  from  this  House 
with  the  conviction,  that  the  lowest  and 
most  degraded  of  the  population  were 
thought  of,  and  cared  for,  by  one  who 
stood  highest  in  the  council  of  our  Sove- 
reign ;  that  the  poor  prisoner  in  his  cell 
had  a  friend  in  the  noble  Lord — that 
means  were  taken,  aud  the  attempt  was 
made  to  alleviate  his  condition,  and  pre- 
vent the  punishment  bringing  a  moral  cor- 
ruption over  him,  and  that  the  author  of 
these  humane  endeavours  was  the  leader 
of  this  House.  Will  it  be  said,  that  the 
sacred  interests  of  religion,  and  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Church,  have  been  neglected 
by  the  Government.  Was  the  Tithe  Com- 
V0L.LVI1L    {2SI} 


mutation  Bill  not  a  most  valuable  mea- 
sure to  them  ?  Did  it  not  promote  their 
temporal  advantage  and  spiritual  useful- 
ness ?  The  better  discipline  of  the  clergy, 
the  diminution  of  pluralities,  were  these 
not  beneficial  to  the  Church  ?  (lave  the 
Ministers  not  generally  made  a  good 
selection  of  bishops?  I  know.  Sir,  that 
the  Church  have  for  the  most  part,  as  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  declared,  been 
hostile  to  the  Government,  but  it  is  my 
opinion,  that  the  Government  has  proved 
itself  most  friendly  to  the  Church.  No 
other  Administration  can  confer  such  be- 
nefit on  the  Church,  and  on  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  as  have  been  conferred  on 
them  both  by  the  present,  for  no  evils  are 
left  BO  great  as  those  which  have  been 
remedied  in  great  measure  by  the  Com- 
mutation of  Tithe  and  the  Poor-law.  Am 
I  to  look  at  Ireland,  and  for  its  condition 
unite  in  a  vote  of  censure  against  the 
Whigs?  There  we  see  peace  preserved, 
and  property  protected,  to  an  extent  not 
known  by  any  person  living.  Have  our 
colonial  interests  suffered  under  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  present  Ministers  ? 
Emancipation  has  prospered  in  the  West 
Indies  beyond  the  most  sanguine  expect- 
ation of  its  supporters.  Canada  has  been 
tranquillised,  and  there  is  every  prospect 
that  the  union  of  the  provinces  will  be  a 
successful  measure.  In  the  East,  success 
has  attended  our  arms.  No  proposition 
is  more  evident,  than  that  with  regard  to 
India,  much  latitude  should  be  left  to  the 
judgment  of  the  authorities  on  the  spot.. 
The  Governor-general  was  selected  by  her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  taken  from 
their  ranks.  He  considered  it  necessary 
to  send  an  army  to  Affghanistan,  and  the 
expedition  planned  with  wisdom,  was  con- 
ducted with  energy.  I  have  always  ho|)ed, 
that  the  circumstances  of  that  empire 
might  allow  its  rulers  to  devote  their  at- 
tention more  to  its  internal  concerns  than 
to  foreign  wars ;  but  I  never  doubted,  that 
they  were  right  in  detecting  and  punish- 
ing any  intrigues  that  might  be  entered 
into  against  our  power,  and  in  maintain- 
ing unimpaired  the  prestige  of  the  pre- 
vailing might  of  this  country,  which  gives 
us  so  much  influence  among  the  nations 
of  the  East.  Is  it  for  their  foreign  policy 
that  I  am  to  join  in  a  vote  of  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Government  ?  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Lynn  approved  of  the 
energy  displayed  by  the  Foreign  Secretary 
during  the  last  six  months,  but  I  contend, 
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that  it  18  impossible  to  study  the  des- 
patches illustrating  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  last  six  years,  without  ^ing  struck 
by  the  ability  and  attention  to  the  inter- 
ests of  this  country  with  which  they  have 
been  conducted.  I  regret,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  should  have  expressed 
an  opinion  on  so  delicate  a  subject  as  our 
amicable  relations  with  Prance,  as  if  we 
had  not  done  all  in  our  power  to  maintain 
them,  for  it  appears  to  me  most  evident 
from  a  careful  perusal  of  the  despatches, 
that  the  maintenance  of  a  friendly  under- 
standing  with  that  power,  was  a  main 
feature  in  the  noble  Lord's  foreign  policy. 
In  vain  do  I  look  through  the  foreign 
policy  for  occasions  of  censure  on  the 
Government,  and  for  reasons  why  the 
conduct  of  our  Foreign  Affairs  should  be 
withdrawn  from  them.  It  is  not  so  diffi- 
cult to  state  reasons  why  it  ought  to  re- 
main in  their  hands  at  this  juncture.  The 
American  boundary  question  is  evidently 
near  its  settlement — who  so  likely  to  ter- 
minate that  satisfactorily  as  the  noble 
Lord,  who  has  for  so  long  a  period  con- 
ducted the  negotiation?  The  American 
tariff  will  be  new  modelled  in  1842.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  bo  as  well 
qualified  to  negociate  favourably  for  this 
country  as  the  noble  Lord,  who  has  shewn 
his  desire  to  receive  the  produce  of  their 
country?  The  Brazilian  treaty  expires 
next  year — and  the  Prussian  commercial 
league  settles  anew  its  tariff.  Is  it  not  of 
the  utmost  importance,  that  negotiations 
with  these  Powers  should  be  conducted 
by  the  Minister  who  has  the  most  care- 
fully  followed  them.  Sir,  I  tremble  for 
the  commercial  prosperity  of  this  country, 
if  its  affairs  are  taken  from  the  hands  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  this  period,  and  trans- 
ferred to  the  management  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite — nor  do  I  know  any  depart- 
ment which  is  likelv  to  gain  by  the  change 
— and  in  some  I  f^ar  that  we  may  be  se- 
riously losers.  This  is  the  time  when  the 
House  and  the  country  should  speak  out. 
Have  the  Queen's  Ministers  merited  your 
confidence  ?  Have  the  institutions  of  our 
happy  country  been  strengthened  or  im- 
paired under  their  Administration  ?  Have 
we  enjoyed  a  large  measure  of  peace  and 
prosperity  at  home,  and  honour  and  re- 
spect abroad  ?  Answer  these  questions 
faithfully,  and  recollect,  that  on  your 
vote  may  depend,  under  Providence,  the 
continuatioD  of  all  these  blessings. 


Colonel  Sibtlu>rp  said,  that  as  one  con- 
nected with  the  couDty  of  Lincoln,  he 
had  heard  with  regret  and  surprise,  the 
expressions  and  opinions,  that  had  been 
made  use  of  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Lincolnshire,  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  represented  the  south- 
ern division  of  that  county.  He  had  re- 
peatedly heard  these  Gentlemen,  whether 
at  public  meetings  or  on  the  hustings,  or 
other  places,  where  he  had  the  honour  of 
meeting  them,  holding  out  assurances  and 
promises  of  attachment  and  support  to  the 
agricultural  interest  in  that  county,  and 
who  relied  on  them  to  defend  their  inter- 
est in  that  House.  As  a  freeholder  in 
that  county  he  had  a  right  to  express  hit 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  votes  and 
speeches  of  those  Gentlemen,  and  to  ex- 
press his  feelings  at  the  manner  in  whieh 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Member  had 
deceived  their  constituents  and  himself. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member,  whom  he  saw 
in  his  place  (Mr.  Handley)f  had  seen  the 
county  newspaper  in  which  his  condact 
was  commented  on,  and  which  expressed 
the  dissatisfaction  entertained  in  that 
county  at  his  conduct.  The  opinions 
which  that  hon.  Member  had  thought  fit 
to  express  in  that  House,  were  not  the 
feelings  or  opinions  of  the  great  agricul^ 
tural  constituency  which  he  represented^ 
and  he  hoped,  that  they  never  would  be« 
There  was  an  old  adage,  "Tell  me  your 
company,  and  I'll  tell  you  who  you  are."" 
Noscittir  a  sociiSf  and  it  was  easy  to  know 
by  the  hon.  Member's  conduct,  who  were 
his  associates.  He,  for  the  life  of  htai, 
could  not  understand  how  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  could  reconcile  it  to  vote  against  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  on  one  night  in  oppo*' 
sition  to  a  measure  which  he  deprecated 
in  the  strongest  terms,  and  give  his  next 
vote  to  keep  that  same  Government  in  e 
position  in  which  they  would  have  an  op-^ 
portunity  to  carry  that  obnoxious  measure* 
He  could  not  understand  how  any  repre- 
sentative of  our  agricultural  constitueoCTf 
could  support  a  Government  avotvedly 
inimical  to  the  interests  of  agriculture. 
With  regard  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  it  was  admitted  that  there  was  e 
deficiency  in  the  revenue.  Now,  he  had 
always  considered  the  finanoial  part  of 
their  duties  the  most  rfHportant  for  the 
Ministers  to  perform.  When  the  preaeot 
Government  came  into  office  there  was  n 
conaiderable  excess  of  fneome ;  and  after 
between  twenty  and  thirty  years  of  peecei 
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after  promising  economy  and  retrench- 
ment, when  we  found  there  was  a  defici- 
ency in  the  last  four  or  fire  years  of  nearly 
2,000,0001.  a-year,  though  be  firmly  be- 
lieved, that  when  the  truth  was  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  it  would  be  found  to  be 
nearer  6,000,000/.,  —  who  could  place 
confidence  in  the  financial  arrangements 
of  such  a  Government  ?  What  confidence 
would  the  noble  Lord  himself  place  in  his 
own  steward,  if  in  four  or  five  years  there 
was  such  a  positive  falling  off  in  his  in- 
come? The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
and  others  had  said,  "  Tell  me  what 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  do,  in  order 
that  I  may  know  how  far  to  place  confi- 
dence in  him.*'  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
knew,  that  discretion  was  the  better  part 
of  a  general,  and  would  keep  the  secret  to 
himself.  If  he  had  any  fault  to  find  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  it  was,  that  in  his 
kindness  he  had  let  out  too  much  already, 
to  the  consolation  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  sat  like  patience  in  a 
punt,  smiling  at  grief.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
had  made  sundry  charges  against  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamwoilh.  He 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  would  not  presume  to 
lepel  those  charges,  or  undertake  that 
defence,  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  need  his  defence.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  that  her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
meiit  contrked  to  keep  themselves  in  office 
by  a  species  of  low  cunning,  subtlety,  dex- 
terity, and  duplicitt,  which  could  scarcely 
be  equalled  by  the  dfevil  himself.  They  had 
shown  ingetiutty  in  the  way  in  which  they 
had  postponed  important  measures ;  and 
he  himself  bad  sat  in  that  House  night 
after  night  waiting  to  oppose  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act— -that  act  which  was  so 
grinding  on  the  poor-^and  what  was  the 
result  ?  Why,  that  in  the  end,  the  bill 
was  postponed.  He  would  next  allude  to 
the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill.  This  re- 
minded  him  of  what  had  taken  place  at 
St.  Alban's  and  elsewhere^  in  many  other 
places  where  the  grossest  bribery  had 
taken  place.  That  was  the  way  in  which 
the  35,000/.  annually  voted  for  secret 
service  was  disposed  of.  The  noble  Lord 
introduced  the  bill  at  such  a  period  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  discusi  it  with 
sufficient  attention,  or  introduce  such 
daasea  as  might  be  necessary.  But,  he 
would  ask,  was  it  right,  that  in  June,  at 
an  advanced  period  of  the  Session,  and 
under    the    threat   of  dissolution,  they 


should  be  called  on  to  vote  a  sum  of 
from  two  to  three  millions  for  the  civil 
contingencies  and  miscellaneous  estimates? 
Why,  the  whole  proceedings  adopted  by 
the  Government  were  nothing  but  a  mere 
attempt  at  delusion.  Could  any  confi- 
dence be  placed  in  a  Government  guilty 
of  the  grossest  neglect  of  duty?  He 
thought,  that  if  they  had  any  sense  of 
what  was  proper,  they  ought  to  resign 
their  situations,  and  let  them  be  occupied 
by  men  of  talent,  of  tried  ability,  men 
assiduous  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties, 
and  who  would  be  equal  to  the  emergen- 
cies of  the  country.  Now,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
sums  of  money  in  the  shape  of  salary, 
which  her  Majesty's  Ministers  received. 
There  were  three  Secretaries  of  State, 
each  of  whom  received  13/.  3s.  W^d, 
a-day.  He  found,  that  for  the  last  ten 
years,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  re- 
ceived 50,000/.  of  the  public  money  ;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  50,000/. ; 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  55,000/.  Upon 
the  whole,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  had  re- 
ceived 550,000/.,  and  for  what?  Why, 
for  doing  not  merely  nothing,  but  worse 
than  nothing.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
trouble  the  House  further  than  to  express 
his  intention  cordially  to  support  the  mo- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Hawee  should  not  feel  called  upon 
to  answer  many  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  officer,  because  the  line 
of  argument  which  the  gallant  Member 
had  taken  was  only  a  parody  of  that  taken 
many  years  ago  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Pembroke  (Sir  James 
Graham),  when  he  was  an  ardent  Reform- 
er, and  looked  closely  into  the  large  sums 
paid  to  different  Ministers.  He  would, 
therefore,  leave  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
answer  the  arguments  of  his  new  ally, 
which  he  thought  utterly  unworthy  of  re- 
futation in  that  House.  If  historical  pre« 
cedents  were  to  be  referred  to  as  a  rule  for 
the  steps  which  this  or  that  Ministry  were 
to  take  upon  certain  emergencies,  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Fiiend  the 
Member  for  Liskeard  bad  fully  settled  the 
question ;  but  he  utterly  denied  that  any 
Government  at  the  present  day,  and  espe. 
cially  since  the  Reform  Bill,  could  have 
their  conduct  regulated  by  precedents 
drawn  from  the  olden  time.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworih 
had  referred  to  tlie  precedents  of  Walpoie 
and  of  the  year  1784 ;  but  he  denied  that 
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they  could  be  now  guided  by  precedents  of 
that  time,  for  he  thought  that  statesmen 
ought  now  to  be  mainly  guided  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  period ;   and  he  was 
warranted  in  adopting  that  argument,  be- 
cause he  recollected  a  speech  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  in  which  he  said  that  so  great  a 
change  had  been  effected  by  the  Reform 
Billr  that  the  ordinary  tactics  of   party 
must  be  given  up.      Before  the  Reform 
BiU»  when  a  majority  of  the  House  was 
returned  by  close  boroughs,  the  decisions 
were  swayed  to  and  fro  by  the  votes  of 
that  independent  party,  who  were  sup- 
posed to  represent  in  that  House  the  feel- 
ings of  the  country,  and  the  opinions  of 
the  people  were  thus  ascertained.    The 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill  utterly  threw 
into  the  shade  all  former  precedents,  and 
the  Ministry  must  now  be  guided  by  the 
best  opinion  they  could   form   from  all 
sources  of  the  public  feeling  out  of  doors. 
With  reference   especially   to  the  great 
commercial  question  which  had  been  now 
brought  before  the  House  by  her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  there  had  been  the  strongest  in- 
dication of  the  feelings  of  the  country. 
In  all  the  large  towns  of  the  empire  meet- 
ings had  been  held,  which  had  l>een  joined 
in  by  men  who  had  never  united  before ; 
and  those  public  meetings,  held  as  they 
had  been  in  open  day,  and  participated  in 
by  men  of  all  parties,  were  sound  sources 
whence  her  Majesty's  Government  could 
gather  the  public  opinion,  and  by  which 
they  ought  to  be  ruled.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Pembroke  had 
leferred  to  the  measures  which  had  been 
brought  forward  by  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  which  had  been  rejected  or 
modified  by  the  House,  and  said  that  they 
ought  to  learn  from  these  things  that  they 
had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country.    He  thought  that  this  re- 
ference was  singularly  unfortunate.     He 
entirely  overlooked  the  result  of  the  vote 
brought  forward  last  Session  of  a  want  of 
confidence  of  the  House,  and  the  result  of 
their  measures  of  the  last  ten  years.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred,  for  one 
instance  in  support  of  his  argument,  to 
the  English  Tithe  Bill ;  he  said  that  it  had 
been  supported  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  that  without  their  support  it  could 
not  have  been  carried  ;  but  he  bad  omitted 
to  tell  them,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  had  failed  be- 
cause  it  was  void  of  the  very  principle 


which  gave  vitality  to  the  law  as  it  wat 
introduced   by  her  Majesty's    Ministers, 
and  as  it  now  stood.  Next,  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Tithe  Bill  was  an  object  of  vituperatioDy 
because  of  the  absence  of  the  Appropria- 
tion principle,  by  which  he  said  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  stand  or  fall  ; 
yet,  with  regard  to  that,  he  must  say,  that 
if  ever  there  were  a  charge  coming  with 
less  propriety  or  consistency  from  any  hon. 
Member,  it  was  such  a  charge  coming 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     Had  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  forgotten  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire 
was  the  author  of  the  147 th  clause,  which 
was  as  much  an  Appropriation  of  Church 
property  to  secular  purposes  as  any  intro* 
duced  by  the  present  Government?  aod 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  now  took  this  occasion,  and  thought 
proper  to  make  it  a  subject  of  vituperatioo 
and  charge  against  the  present  Govern* 
mentj  because  they  had  given  up  their  Ap- 
propriation  Clause,  whilst  they  themselves, 
when  in  power,  had  been  obliged  to  give 
up  their  own  147th  clause.    The  noble 
Ix>rd  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  must  be 
aware  that  there  was  as  strong  language 
used  against  their  clause,  as  they  baa  need 
against  their  former  colleagues.      They 
must  recollect   the  description   of  their 
clause  given  by  the  right  hon»  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  Yet  the  noble 
Lord  had  given  up  the  1 47th  clause  when 
he  found  himself  unable  to  carry  it,  and 
surrendered  that  which  he  had  introduced 
with  great  pomp  and  circumstance  to  the 
notice  of  the  House.     It  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  be  guided  in  questions  of  this 
kind  at  the  present  day  by  precedent.     If 
the  country  were  to  be  properly  governed 
the  Ministers  must  obtain  from  the  best 
sources  they  were  able,  the  state  of  public 
opinion.      Now    he  believed   that   there 
never  had  been  so  strong  a  conviction  upon 
the  public  mind  in  favour  of  any  measure, 
as  there  was  at  the  present  moment  in  fa- 
vour of  this  great  change  in  our  commer- 
cial policy.     As  to  the  charge  which  had 
l)een  made,  that  these  measures  were  only 
introduced  by  Ministers  to  enable  them  to 
keep  office,  it  was  but  a  repetition  of  the 
very  same  charge  that  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   the   Member 
for  Ripon    when    the   Reform   Bill  was 
introduced.      It    was    because    the    cir-- 
cumstances  of  the  country  were  snch  that 
the  Government  were  obliged  to  meet  the 
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House  of  CommonBy  and  either  to  pro|>08e 
new  taxes,  or  to  modify  the  tariff,  that 
these  measures  were  introduced,  and  had 
been  met  by  an  opposition  which  might 
almost  be  summed  up  in  the  simple  term 
vituperation.     The  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock,  had  entirely  de- 
viated from  the  subject  before  the  House, 
to  impute  to  him  and  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man near  him,  a  desire  to  pull  down  the 
Church.     He  agreed  so  fully  in  the  ob- 
servations of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Liskeard,  upon  this  sub- 
ject, that  he  need  say  little  upon   this 
point,  further  than  to  declare  that  a  more 
unnecessary  and  irrelevant    charge   had 
never  been  brought  against  him.     He  did 
maintain  the  voluntary  principle,  and  he 
believed  that  this  principle  was  not  hos- 
tile to  the  interests  of  the  Church.    When 
he  saw  the  progress  and  efBciency  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  when 
he  saw  the  exertions  made  by  the  Dissen- 
ters in  England,  why  should  he  shrink 
from  approving  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
as  more  likely  to  conduce  to  the  interests 
of  the  Church  and  of  religion  than  the 
compulsory  principle?     When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  Members 
on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House, 
had  been  guilty  of  unconstitutional  con- 
duct in  supporting  the  Jamaica  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman took  credit  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite fof  more  constitutional  devotion  in 
maintaining  the  Assembly  of  Jamaica,  he 
could  not  forget  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, the  Member  for  Tamworth,  only  op- 
posed that  bill  that  he  might  give  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  a  locus  penitentus, 
declaring  at  the  same  time  that,  if  they 
should  refuse  to  discharge  their  functions, 
then  he  would  support  the  bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment*    Where,  then,  was  there  any 
of  the  constitutional  devotion  to  which 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  now  laid  claim  ? 
If  the  financial  difficulties  of  the  country 
were  to  be  the  ground  of  distrust,  he 
thought   that  hon.  Gentlemen    opposite 
had  very  little  claim  to  the  confidence  of 
the  country  when  it  was  known  that  those 
deficiencies  had  existed  for  some  years, 
and  they  had  not  brought  them  forward 
as  a  ground  of  want  of  confidence.    The 
deficiency  was  mainly  attributed  to  the 
introduction  of  the  reduced  postage,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Pembroke  said,  that  he  would  make  that 
aide  of  the  House  a  present  of  the  Post- 


ofiice  change.     Now,  if  he  had  to  give 
his   vote    again    upon   this  proposal   he 
would  repeat  that  he  had  already  recorded 
it,  and  he  supported  the  present  measures 
precisely  because  he  believed  that,  by  a 
judicious  alteration   of   our  tariff,    they 
would  enable  the  Ministers  to  make  many 
other  reductions  in  our  taxes.     He  was 
not  ashamed  of  the  vote  he  had  then  given, 
and  even  in  the  present  state  of  the  finances 
of  the  country  he  would  be  ready  to  repeat 
his  vote.     He  rather  thought  that  the  gal* 
hint  Officer  opposite  (Colonel  Sibthorp), 
who  had  joined  in   the  complaint,  had 
himself  voted  for  that  very  measure.     But 
was  there  anything  in  the  present  state  of 
the  finances  of  the  country  that  presented 
any  peculiar  source  of  difficulty?    The 
only  difficulty  that  he  saw  was,  that  when 
measures  were  brought  forward  to  remove 
these  commercial  difficulties,  without  ad* 
ding  fresh  burdens  to  the  people,   they 
found  a  great  political  party  to  contest 
those  measures.     If  it  could  be  proved 
that  the  amount  of  revenue  required  could 
not  be  raised  by  an  alteration  of  the  tariff, 
he  would  be  prepared  to  reconsider  the 
opinion  he  had  formed;  but  when  he  found 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  coming  forward  to  rai^e  the 
question  whether  the  Ministers  who'  po8« 
sessed  the  confidence  of  .the  Crown,  were 
to  be  allowed  longer  to  conduct  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country,  and  when  he 
found  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  attempted  to  make  any  calculation, 
or  to  show  any  ground  for  a  belief  that 
these  measures  would  not  raise  the  re* 
quired  revenue,  he  was  disposed  still  to 
think  that  this  alteration  of  the  timber 
duties,  of  the  corn  duties,  and  of  the 
sugar  duties,  would  raise  a  large  sum,  and 
even   more  than  was  necessary  for  the 
finances  of  the  country,  whilst  it  would 
relieve  many  interests  from  a  great  pres« 
sure.     A  great  deal  had  been  said,  as  to 
what  would  be  the  produce  of  the  duty 
derived  from  corn ;  but  that  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House.     The  question 
was,  whether  the  alteration  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  would  give  such 
a  stimulus  and  impetus  to  the  different 
interests  of  the  country  as  to  make  an  in- 
crease in  the  whole  amount  of  the  revenue* 
It  was  said,  that  the  present  duty  pro- 
duced  more    than   a   million    last   year. 
Why,  the  million  last  year  was  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  depression  of  the  country, 
and  was  one  great  ground  of  complaint 
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against  the  Corn-lawf ;  and  if  by  an  alter- 
ation a  stimulus  were  given  to  trade*  the 
customs  and  other  taxes  would  yield  much 
more  than  they  now  did.  And  what  was 
this  great  struggle  for  ?  Did  bon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  mean  to  say*  that  the 
measucea  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer were  objectionable  and  essentially 
wrong?  If  they  did  think  tbus-*if  they 
did,  then  they  were  opposed  by  an  unaql- 
roity  of  feeling  out  of  doors.  If  they  did 
not  think  that  these  measures  were  objec- 
tionable and  essentially  wrong,  they  were 
liable  to  the  accusation  of  acting  entirely 
from  party  rootivesj  and  of  opposing  the 
measures  they  were  ready  to  adopt  the 
very  day  after  they  succeeded  to  office. 
He  would  not  repeat  what  bad  been 
already  so  well  stated,  by  the  hon«  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard,  that  the  opinions  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  upon  the  timber  duties  were 
unstated,  that  his  opinions  upon  the  corn 
question  were  unknown,  that  upon  the 
sugar  duties  they  were  uninformed?  What, 
then,  were  they  struggling  about?  Was 
it  a  struggle  to  know  whether  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  should  come  into  office  or 
not  ?  If  so^  it  was  a  struggle  between  two 
great  parties,  and  it  was  one  in  which  the 
people  would  not  take  any  interest.  The 
people  were  not  struggling  for  any  party 
advantages,  they  were  struggling  for  great 
commercial  and  fiscal  benefits ;  which,  if 
carried,  would  confer  great  advantages 
upon  all  classes  of  the  coromunitjf.  The 
people  out  of  doors  would  appreciate  the 
contest  they  were  now  entering  upon. 
They  did  not  understand  what  was  meant 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They  did 
not  sternly  stand  on  a  principle.  If  they 
meant  to  do  80|  why  did  tliey  not  say  in 
their  resolution  that  they  would  not  admit 
slave-grown  sugar  ?  They  refused  to  do 
so.  Their  resolution  refused  to  c)o  so. 
Again,  why  did  the^  not  say  that  they 
would  not  admit  foreign  corn  ?  Why  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say,  that  be 
meant  to  adhere  to  the  present  scale? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  came  down  with  a 
general  expression  that  he  would  adhere 
to  a  sliding  scale,  and  he  wished  that  the 
farmers  of  England  should  understand 
from  this  that  he  would  adhere  to  the  pre- 
sent duty.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  meant, 
as  far  as  he  could  to  keep  out  foreign  corn, 
whilst  he  admitted,  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  depended  upon  the  success  of 
our  manufactures,  and  be  meant  to  disap- 


point that  great  commercial  clais  from  re* 
ceiving  a  boon  offered  to  them  at  a  time 
when  it  might  be  so  beaeficially  granted, 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  not,  pn  any 
of  the  great  questions  which  had  been  dia- 
cussedi  given  any  information  to  tbe 
House  upon  the  subject  of  the  pripciplas 
upon  which  they  rested.  They  must  be 
understood  to  be  struggling  for  place*  and 
not  as  opposing  those  measures  iti  respect 
of  which  they  were  called  upon  to  give 
their  votes.  On  tb^  part  of  tne  people  it 
was  a  struggle  for  food  unfettered  by  up- 
just  restrictions,  and  for  wages  which  their 
unfettered  industry  only  could  secure.  He 
rejoiced  that  on  that  occasion  the  party  of 
which  be  was  a  member  was  led  by  tbe 
noble  Lord,  in  the  great  struggle  wbicb 
they  were  undergoing,  because  be  felt, 
that  that  noble  Lord  had  the  confidence  of 
the  people,  who  esteemed  him  for  bis  can- 
dour, because  he  had  not  shrunk  from 
avowing  plainly  the  principles  on  which  be 
went.  They  knew  well  what  principlea 
they  were  supporting,  and  past  events 
assured  them  that  they  knew  whom  they 
were  supporting.  Meetinn  had  taken 
place  throughout  the  kingoom  upon  tbe 
subject  of  the  Corn-laws,  by  tbe  results  of 
which  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Enff* 
land  had  been  fairly  exhibited.  In  tne 
corporation  of  the  city  of  London  it  was 
known,  that  as  in  another  place,  there 
were  wbippers-in,  whose  duty  WM  m>  well 
known,  tnat  it  was  not  necessary  for  bim 
now  to  describe  it.  A  meeting  bad  been 
summoned  to  consider  the  commercial 
questions  in  dispute,  and  the  circular 
showed,  that  the  intention  of  the  requiai- 
tionists  was  strictly  political,  and  tbe  ob- 
ject was,  to  support  the  present  Adminis- 
tration— an  object  for  tbe  attainment  of 
which  the  Corn-law  question  afforded  an 
opportunity.  At  the  meeting  the  question 
of  Corn-laws  was  fairly  discussed,  those 
present  were  fairly  divided,  and  although 
tbe  very  greatest  care  had  been  taken  to 
secure  the  attendance  of  the  opponents  of 
any  alteration  bein^  made,  by  a  consider- 
able majority  a  decision  was  arrived  at  in 
favour  of  tbe  measures  proposed  by  tbe 
Government.  Public  meetings  bad  been 
held  also  in  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Hud- 
dersfield,  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  in 
other  northern  districts,  over  and  over 
again,  and  however  small  might  be  the 
majority  in  that  House,  however  equally 
the  parties  in  that  House  might  be  di- 
videa,  there  was  that  opinion  eipreasc4 
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out  of  doori  which  oienrly  entitled  her 
Mtganty'*  Miniaters  to  appeal  to  the  peo- 
ple for  a  deciiioQ.  Much  had  been  done 
to  brine  odium  on  that  side  of  the  Hou^e 
on  account  of  the  pneaauree  which  had 
been  brooght  forward  by  those  who  occu- 
pied its  benohea*  but  be  for  one  had  never 
thought  it  bif  duty  to  shrink  from  aup-» 

Eorting  them.  He  rejoiced  that  the  right 
on,  Baronet  (Sir  H*  reel)  had  referred  to 
these  measures,  for  now  that  he  was  going 
to  the  buptings  be  a?owed  openly,  that  he 
abided  by  all  that  he  had  donei  and  that 
he  was  ready  to  vindicate  the  course  which 
be  had  taken*  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  succeed  in  disappointing  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  people — if  he  should  suc- 
ceed in  the  noble  project  of  taxing  the 
fieople  to  the  extent  of  millions  per  annum 
or  their  sugar,  their  timber,  their  coffee; 
and  their  corn,  he  knew  not  what  might 
be  expected  to  be  the  result.  But  from 
the  opinions  expressed  out  of  doors,  he 
came  X6  the  conclusion,  that  the  people 
would  not  suffer  this  question  to  rest 
where  it  did,  but  that  any  prolunged  in- 
attention to  their  wants  would  oe  the 
foundation  only  for  agitation  and  ani- 
mosity. He  conceived,  that  the  course 
which  was  taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite was  fatal  to  their  own  popularity. 
The  Conservative  party  were  beginning  to 
lean  upon  their  new  allies  the  Chartists, 
and  while  they  were  pandering  to  the 
wont  passtons  of  those  persons,  they  op- 
posed th^  wise  and  beneficial  measures 
propounded    by    the    Government — pro- 

Itounded  without  party  purposes  or  ob- 
ectSy  and  solely  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  said,  that  this  was  not  a  time 
at  which  these  questions  could  receive  a 
fair  and  calm  consideration  ;  but  the  effect 
of  their  continued  opposition  to  measures 
Introduced  for  the  popular  advantage 
would  be,  that  they  would  band  together 
men  who  before  bad  never  been  united ; 
they  would  go  on  disappointing  the  peo- 
ple ;  and  when  thev  saw  distress  accumu. 
fated  on  distress,  they  would  be  surprised 
to  find  their  demands  rise  from  those  of  a 
mere  commercial  to  others  of  a  political 
nature^  and  they  would  find,  that  they 
would  be  unable  to  restrain  those  passions 
which  they  had  themselves  escited.  That 
the  changes  proposed  to  be  made  would 
be  of  a  nature  beneficial  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country,  he  thought  could  not  be 
doubted.    He  challenged  bQQ*  Gentlemen 


to  point  out  the  time  when  any  great 
change  had  been  made  in  our  commercial 
policy*-*liberalixing  our  commerce,  and 
rendering  our  duties  the  means  only  of 
producing  a  revenoe,  as  distinguished  from 
their  operation  as  a  restriction  upon  the 
introduction  of  foreign  commodities,  that  a 
result  highly  beneficial  to  the  country  had 
not  been  produced*  The  adoption  of  such 
a  course  by  Sir  Robert  Walpole  bad  been 
referred  to,  and  the  greatest  prosperity  had 
marked  the  course  of  our  commercial  ca- 
reer for  years  after warda«  If  he  came  to  a 
later  date«^to  the  time  of  Mr,  Pitt — he 
should  find  that  a  like  result  had  occurred, 
interrupted  undoubtedly  by  the  war.  In 
the  time  of  Mr.  Huskissoo,  the  most  une- 
quivocal evidence  showing  the  same  result 
had  been  afforded,  and  in  following  this 
course  of  policy,  therefore,  the  Govern- 
ment was  basing  its  proceedings  not  on  a 
speculative  principle,  but  on  that  which 
had  been  proved.  He  should  be  glad  to 
hear  what  were  the  grounds  and  principles 
on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  now 
resisted  the  pronosed  change.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  coula  show  him  that  it  would 
be  injurious  to  the  country,  and  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  actuated  by  some  other 
feeling  than  that  of  mere  opposition,  then, 
indeed,  he  should  have  some  ground 
fpr  believing  that  there  was  something 
more  than  mere  party  warfare  in  their  op- 
position. But  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  based  on  experience,  on  a  sys- 
tem tried  before  and  found  to  have 
uniformly  produced  the  same  result,  and 
he  only  regretted  that  there  should  be  a 
struggle  between  the  two  parties  likely  to 
produce  an  agitation  throughout  the  coun- 
try prejudicial  to  the  authority  of  that 
House,  and  roost  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  people. 

Lord  Stanley'.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
observed,  during  the  course  of  the  late 
protracted  debates,  that  it  is  always  a 
favourable  omen  of  the  approaching  con- 
clusion of  a  discussion,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  moves  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  one  night,  and  com'« 
mences  on  the  succeeding  evening  at  five 
o'clock,  and  as  we  have  this  evening  ob- 
tained that  happy  omen,  I  trust  we  may 
hail  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the  har- 
binger of  the  close  of  the  present  discus- 
sion. Before  it  terminates,  therefore,  I 
am  anxious  to  address  a  few  words  to  the 
House  in  explanation  of  the  grounds  on 
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which  I  am  prepared  most  cordially  to 
support  the  motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworth.  I 
confess  that  if  any  thing  could  surprise 
me  on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Mioisters, 
it  would  be  the  course  which  they  have 
taken  on  the  present  occasion-*- the  nar- 
row, and,  as  it  appears  to  me^  the  un- 
seemly ground  they  have  occupied,  in  re- 
aisting  the  proposition  before  the  House. 
That  proposition  divides  itself  into  two 
parts.  First,  that  which,  in  other  times, 
I  should  have  considered  the  main  and 
substantial  object  of  the  discussion ;  and, 
secondly,  that  which,  in  other  times,  would 
have  been  considered  a  mere  truism,  and 
a  corollary  necessarily  resulting  from  the 
assertion  of  the  first  proposition.  What 
IS  the  first  proposition  ?  It  is  this, — that 
Ministers  do  not  sufficiently  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
enable  them  to  carry  through  the  House 
measures  which  they  believe  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  public  welfare.  In  what  man- 
ner has  that  been  met?  Has  it  been  met 
as  a  Government,  strong  in  the  conviction 
of  its  own  right — strong  in  the  conviction 
of  its  own  good  cause — strong  in  the  sup- 
port of  the  people,  would  have  been  eager 
to  have  met  a  proposition  so  directly  con- 
demnatory of  the  whole  conduct  and  pro- 
ceedings of  the  administration.  I  should 
have  imagined  that  such  a  Government, 
if  it  had  not  met  such  a  proposition,  by 
a  resolution  avowing  the  confidence  of 
Parliament  and  the  country  in  their  pro- 
ceedings, would  at  least  have  taken  the 
bold  line  of  denying,  utterly  and  at  once, 
that  they  did  not  possess  tne  confidence 
of  this  House  and  of  the  country.  I 
should  have  expected  them  to  have  de- 
clared, that  their  measures  had  been  so 
plain  and  straightforward — that  they  had 
at  all  times  so  distinctly  avowed  their 
principles  and  intentions,  that,  if  they  did 
not  still  retain  the  confidence  of  the  House, 
it  was  owing  to  no  change  of  conduct  on 
iheir  parr,  but  to  a  degree  of  fickleness 
and  vacillation  which  they  could  not  have 
anticipated  on  the  part  of  Parliament.  1 
should  have  expected  them  to  have  told 
us,  that  the  principles  which  they  laid 
down  on  their  accession  to  office  they  had 
steadily  and  strenuously  persevered  in 
maintaining — that  no  dreaa  of  unpopu- 
larily  had  induced  them  to  depart  from 
that  which  they  knew  to  be  right — and 
that  they  had  steadfastly,  firmly,  and  suc- 
cessfully resisted  that  which  in  their  con- 


sciences they  believed  to  be  wrong.  I 
should,  1  say,  have  expected  that  on  these 
grounds,  namely,  the  clearness  with  which 
they  had  defined  their  principles  —  the 
steadiness  with  which  they  had  adhered 
to  them — and  the  firmness  and  success 
with  which  they  had  vindicated  them,  any 
Government,  worthy  of  the  name  of  a 
Government,  would  have  met  such  a  pro- 
position as  has  been  submitted  to  the 
House  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  And 
how  have  these  Ministers— for  I  can 
hardly  say  this  Government  met  the 
motion  before  the  House?  Why,  at  first, 
with  faint  and  feeble  opposition;  and,  at 
last,  with  a  hesitating  and  reluctant  ad- 
mission of  the  truth  of  the  proposition. 
True  it  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
did,  at  an  early  period  of  the  debate,  ven- 
ture on  an  hesitating  defence  of  the  Go« 
vernment,  and  declare,  that  it  was  not 
quite  so  bad  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  had 
represented  it  to  be.  True,  he  did  pro- 
duce a  list  of  certain  motions,  which  he 
said  the  Government  had  succeeded  m 
carrying  in  the  course  of  the  last  five  or 
six  years.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 

^'True^  we  have  sustained  defeats  on  many 
occasions.  On  more  than  one  occasion  we 
have  been  compelled  to  abandon— Hm  more 
than  one  we  have  been  defeated  in  attempting 
to  carry,  our  measures.  We  have  received  the 
suggestions  and  corrections,  and  have  deferred 
to  the  commands,  of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Those  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  generally  dictated  the  course 
of  our  proceedings ;  but  it  cannot  be  denied, 
that  we  have  been  able  to  carry  some  mea- 
sures, from  1835  down  to  the  present  time." 

Now,  I  think  that  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Pembroke,  completely  demo- 
lished the  whole  of  that  argument.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  enumerated  the  whole 
of  the  measures,  which,  he  said.  Govern* 
ment  had  been  able  to  carry;  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  following  him,  went 
through  the  list,  seriatim^  and  showed 
that  there  was  not  one  of  the  measures,  as 
to  which  Ministers  had  not  received  the 
support  of  their  political  opponents.  Yes, 
I  repeat,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  showed, 
that  there  was  not  one  of  the  measures 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Presklent  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  upon  which  a  divi- 
sion had  been  taken  by  the  political  oppo- 
nents of  the  Government,  either  on  the 
first,  second,  or  third  reading,  or  or  any 
clauses  materially  affecting  the  principles 
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of  the  bills,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  Irish  Corporation  Bill,  which  was  at 
last  passed,  only  because  Ministers  adopted 
the  franchise  insisted  upon  by  this  side  of 
the  House.  ''  But,''  says  the  right  hon. 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

**  What  blame  can  you  attach  to  us,  if  our 
measures  were  so  pure  and  unexceptionable, 
as  to  command  the  respect  and  support  even 
of  our  political  opponents  ?" 

The  argument  is  a  plausible  one ;  but 
what  if  those  measures  did  not,  originally, 
belong  to  Ministers— what  if  they  were 
borrowed  from  their  political  opponents? 
What  if  those  measures  belonged  to  the 
Governments  of  Earl  Grey  and  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  and  were   adopted  by  you,    and 
passed  with  the  support  and  assistance— 
aye,  and  in  almost  every  case,  with  the 
modifications    suggested  by  your  oppo- 
nents?   What  can  be  more  unjust,  than 
that  you  should  adopt  measures  which 
originated  with  your  opponents,  and  then 
seek  to  obtain  exclusive  merit  for  them  ? 
I  will  not,  at  the  conclusion  of  this  long 
debate,  weary  the  House  by  referring  to 
any  point  which  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Pembroke,  has  already 
adverted  to,  in  a  speech  which,  as  yet, 
has  received  no  answer  from  any  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.    There  was,  how- 
ever, one  point  upon  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  omitted  to  animadvert.   He  proved, 
clearly  and  distinctly,  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  never  succeeded  in  carrying  a 
single  measure  against  the  will,  and  with- 
out the  consent,  of  their  political  oppo- 
nents.    He  proved  distinctly  that  there 
were    many  measures  which  they  were 
compelled  to  abandon  after  they  had  been 
defeated  on  divisions,  and  others  which 
they  abandoned  without  venturing  to  go 
to  a  division.    But  there  is  one  circum- 
stance which  my  right  hon.  Friend  omit- 
ted to  touch  upon,  which  exhibits  most 
strongly  the  weakness  and  impotence  of 
the  Government,  and  clearly  demonstrates 
the  truth  of  the  resolution  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth, — that  Ministers  do  not  possess 
sufficiently  the  confidence  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to    enable  them  to  carry 
measures  which  they  deem  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  welfare  of  the  country.    I 
will  undertake  to  prove  to  the  House, 
that  Ministers  not  only  do  not  possess 
the  confidence  of  their  opponents,  but 
^ven  q{  those  persons  who  call  themselves 


their  supporters.     I  will  show  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  about 
to  give  their  support  to,  and  declare  their 
confidence  in,  the  Government,  have,  on 
many  important  occasions,  opposed  them. 
I  will  show  you  that,  more  than  once,  or 
twice    (I   might  say  more  than  twenty 
times),  in  the  course  of  the  last  five  years, 
during  which  you,  the  Ministers,  have  held 
the  reins  of  Uovernment,  you  have  been 
fain,  in  resisting  measures  brought  forward 
by  your  own  nominal  supporters,  which 
you  deemed  injurious  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  country,  to  call — and  you  never 
called  in  vain — for  the  assistance  of  your 
political  opponents  to  defeat  your  political 
supporters.    Will  the  House  permit  me, 
without  going  back  to  an  earlier  period 
than  the  session  of  1838,  to  call  to  its  re- 
collection the  powerful  support  which  Mi- 
nisters were  able  to  command,  in  the  ranks 
of  their  own  supporters,  upon  questions 
the  rejection  of  which  was  deemed  essen- 
tial to  the  public  interest?    In  1838,  the 
Ballot  had  not  become  an  open  question. 
In  that  year  the  present  Government,  in 
the  present  Parliament,  declared,  as  a  Go- 
vernmenti  that  they  would  strenuously  op- 
pose the  adoption  of  the  Ballot.    Mr. 
Grote  at  that  time  brought  forward  his 
motion  for  the  introduction  of  the  vote  by 
Ballot,  and  the  Government  brought  their 
forces  to  bear  against  it.    If  I  recollect 
rightly,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  addressed  the  House  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  motioui  which  was,  indeed, 
resisted  by  the  whole  stren^h  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  upon  a  division,  the  num- 
bers were— Ayes   198;    Noes  315.    This 
was  a  satisfactory  defeat  of  a  proposition 
which  the  Government,  at  that  time,  con- 
curred with  us  in  considering  dangerous  to 
the  public  interests.     Now»  how  many 
votes  did  Ministers  contribute  from  their 
own  supporters  towards  the  defeat  of  Mr, 
Orote's  motion?     The  ayes  exclusively 
consisted  of  those  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
about  to  vote  their  confidence  in  Govem- 
ment-i-who  look  to  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  as  their  leader 
in  political  matters — and  who  are  ready  to 
declare  that  they  yield  implicit  deference 
to  his  opiDioD.     to  meet  this  hundred 
and  ninety-eight  of  his  own  su[>porter8, 
the  noble  Lord  produced  just  sixty-five 
votes,  including  sixteen  Gentlemen  who 
held  offices;    whilst  of  the  315  Members 
who  defeated  the  198  sup|>orter8  of  the 
Government,  the  Conservative  party  fur* 
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niibed  no  Im  th«a  2^0.  Go  the  SSth  of 
February,  1839,  Mr.  O'CoqpeH  moved 
for  |eq?o  tp  bring  in  fk  bill  to9i9iiniUU  tb9 
franchise  in  England  and  Iroiand,  and  tp 
make  the  «ame  more  exten^iye,  Upon 
that  occasion  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  mustered  courage,  4ind 
decl^fred  he  must  meet  the  proposition 
with  ^  decided  negative,  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  also  spoke 
against  the  motion ;  and  when  we  came 
to  a  diyi^lop,  the  ayes,  consisting  ea^clu- 
sively  of  the  supporters  of  the  uovern- 
ment,  were  niueiy-twp;  and  the  noes  155 
— of  whom  the  Government  furnished  just 
forty^-nine,  includinfi"  twenty-one  Gentle- 
men in  office,  and  the  Conservative  party 
furnished  106.  On  the  21st  of  March, 
in  the  same  year,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  to  amend  the  Reform  Act,  which  mo- 
tion was  resisted  by  the  Government,  On 
that  occasion  the  hon*  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny brought  up  fifty  Gentlemen  to  vote 
for  him,  and  the  motion  was  negatived  by 
eighty-five;  but  of  this  number  of  eighty* 
five,  the  Conservative  party  furnished 
fifty-six,  and  the  Government  onlv  twen- 
ty-nine. One  instance  more,  and  I  have 
done.  On  the  4th  of  June,  1839,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  proposed  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  alter  the  qualification  of 
voters  for  counties  in  England.  That  mo- 
tion was,  as  I  recollect,  opposed,  in  per- 
son, by  the  talents  and  eloquence  of  the 
noUe  Lord|  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ; 
but  the  poble  Lord's  eloquence  was  not 
very  persuasive  with  his  own  party ;  for 
the  motion  being  rejected  by  a  majority  of 
207, 1  find  that  the  noble  Lord's  suppor- 
ters contributed  thirty-nine  votes,  inclu- 
ding twelve  Gentlemen  in  office,  whilst 
their  Conservative  opponents  assisted  them 
with  the  small  force  of  168.  Now,  I  have 
produced  four  instances,  in  the  course  of 
two  Sessions,  In  which  the  Government 
have  been  hostilely  encountered  by  their 
own  supporters.  Motions  were  brought 
forward  which  Ministers  considered  dan- 
gerous to  the  public  welfare ;  and,  in  every 
mstance,  if  the  Conservative  party  had 
been  absent  ft-om  their  posts,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  defeated  by  their 
own  supporters,  and  by  large  majorities — 
wbereaa,  in  each  and  every  one  of  thove 
cases,  if  the  Ministers  had  neen  absent  to 
a  man,  with  all  the  votes  they  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Question,  the  results  would 
not  have  been  oifieren(-»tbe  Conservative 


strength  was,  in  itself  mfficientf  wd  in 
most  cases  by  considerable  mtyoritiec,  lo 
defeat  the  attempts  of  the  Friends  of  tbe 
Government.  I  refer  to  these  occasions 
as  completing  the  case  necessary  to  estiib- 
lish  the  great  influence  and  power  which 
the  Government  possesses  in  tbe  present 
House !  But  1  might  almost  bava  spared 
the  House  the  trouble  of  listening  to  tbeee 
details,  because,  in  point  of  (Wet,  tbe  noble 
Secretary  for  Ireland  frankly  and   fairly 

confessed,  that,  with  reapect  to  the  first 
branch  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's  motion, 
there  could  be  no  dilTerence  of  opinion. 
The  noble  Lord,  speaking  of  the  finaocinl 
measures  of  the  Govarnmenti  eaid,  **  I 
admit  (hat  we  do  not  sufliciently  poaaeas 
the  confidence  of  the  House  to  enable  ns 
to  carry  our  measures.*'  Was  there  ever 
such  an  admission  made  by  a  Government 
before  ?  Suppose  that*  in  any  other  time, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  bad  brought  forward 
this  proposition,  and  tliis  alone — tl^e  first 
branch  I  observe,  of  his  present  motion — 
that  the  Government  do  not  sufficiently 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
CommonS}  to  enable  them  to  carry  their 
measures  through  that  House— just  panse 
for  a  moment,  and  consider  what  must  be 
tbe  position  of  a  Government,  who,  to 
that  single  proposition,  is  bound  to  reply 
— "  We  admit  your  allegation :  we  are 
unable  to  dispute  it.''  Why,  in  any  other 
time,  would  not  sueb  an  admission  have 
been  regarded  as  conclusive  proof,  that  the 
Government  was  unworthy  to  conduct  the 
afiairs  of  the  country  ?  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  well  aware  that  Ministers  were 
very  slow  at  taking  a  hint*  He  knew  that 
very  significant  hints  had  been  repeatedly 
administered  during  the  course  of  past 
Sessions— be  knew  that  it  was  necessary 
not  to  leave  them  a  single  loophole  through 
which  they  could  escape  the  decision  of 
the  Question,  as  affecting  their  whole  po- 
litical existence ;  and,  therefore,  my  t\fht 
hon«  Friend  added  to  his  first  piopositmn, 
which  is  admitted,  that  which,  1  confer* 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  truism,  namely,  that 
Ministers  are  acting  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution  I  wheni  having  lost  the 
confidence  of  the  House,  they  continue  to 
retain  their  offices.  But  to  my  astonish- 
ment, and  that  of  the  whole  country — to 
the  astonishment,  I  believe,  of  many  of 
those  faithful  followers  who  sit  behind  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  and  are  about  to  be 
dragged  reluctantly  into  this  division— the 
noble  Lordf  admitting  the  first  propQsitlQO| 


1  m  4(ifj(mm^  Oabate  ( Jovb  4} 


r  Fifth  Dt^yl 


1174 


finds  it  convenient  to  demur  to  the  second^ 
and  say^.  "  Although  we  have  not  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House,  jt  is  not  incumbent 
on  us  to  retire.  We  have  yet  some  chances 
to  try — we  have  yet  some  turns  to  take* 
It  does  not  necessarilv  follow,  because  we 
are  without  power,  tnat  we  must  also  be 
without  office/'  Weak  as  I  consider  that 
position  to  be,  I  think  that  the  arguments 
by  which  it  is  sought  to  be  maintained 
are  the  most  extraordinary  I  ever  heard 
fall  from  the  lips  of  men  charged  with 
official  responsibilitv  in  (his  great  country. 
Least  of  all  shoula  I  have  expected  such 
a  position  to  have  been  taken  up,  and  such 
arguments  to  have  b^en  propounded,  by 
Wi)ig  Ministers— by  those  who  profess  to 
respect  popular  feeling  and  the  popular 
voice — as  nave  proceeded  from  tne  right 
bon.  Baronet,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Controli  and  the  right  hon,  the  Secretary 
at  War.  Why,  what  said  the  right  bon.  Ba- 
ronet P  He  stated— and  I  cannot  be  mis- 
taken as  to  bis  words,  because  he  was 
contrasting  what  he  was  pleased  to  con- 
sider th«  existing  favourable  circumstances 
of  the  Oovernmentt  with  the  unfavourable 
position  in  which  they  were  placed,  when 
they  first  accepted  office — he  stated,  in  my 
hearing,  and  to  mv  extreme  astonishment, 
that  It  is  not  the  duty  of  Ministers  to  re* 
sign,  although  they  do  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  (he  House  of  Commons,  or 
the  power  of  carrying  their  measures 
through  Xp  because,  forsooth}  they  do 
possess  the  favour  of  the  Crown.  I  am 
sure  I  am  not  in  the  slightest  degree  mis- 
representing the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  because,  as  if  in  order^  tnat 
DO  doubt  might  arise  upon  the  point,  he 
followed  up  that  declaration  with  these 
emphatic  words:  —  ''which,  let  me  tell 

IoUy  is  the  best  support  any  Ministry  can 
ave/  And  these  are  the  words  which 
fell  firom  a  Whig  Minister  f^which  fell 
from  a  man  who  was,  at  one  time,  the 
ardent  and  almost  enthusiastic  defender 
of  popular  rights !  This  is  the  language 
which  fell  from  the  Member  for  Noltine- 
ham  1  These  are  the  doctrines  which,  In 
his  place,  a  Cabinet  Minister  presumes  to 
address  to  the  assembled  Commons  of 
Great  Britain !  I  know  not  whether  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  is  in  the  House ;  but 
if  ne  be^not,  I  tell  bis  colleagues  for  him, 
that,  in  my  judgment,  there  can  be  no 
higher  responsibility — no  deeper  or  graver 
o^nce  against  the  constitution — than  for 
I  Minister  to  dare  to  whisper  such  doc« 


trine  in  the  ear  of  a  Sovereign  of  the 
House  of  Brunswick,  I  tell  you,  that  of 
the  personal  favour  of  the  Crown  we  know 
nothing,  and  ought  to  know  nothing,  in 
this  House  ;  and  deep,  indeed^  is  the 
crime  of  that  Minister,  who,  fancying  that 
he  possesses  that  personal  favour,  prespmei 
to  abuse  it  for  the  furtherance  of  the  seU 
fish  purposes  of  his  own  party,  or  the  in- 
terests of  his  Government;  but  deeper 
still  is  his  guilt>  who  dares  to  use  the 
name  and  supposed  favour  of  bis  Sove^ 
reign,  for  the  purpose  of  overawing  the 
discussions  of  this  House,  and  fettering 
the  free  expressions  of  tlie  feelings  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  Another 
argument  which  I  heard  used  by  another 
Cabinet  Minister,  the  Secretary  at  War, 
was,  that  it  mattered  little  wnether  the 
Government  were  able  to  carry  their  legis- 
lative measures,  as  long  as  they  were  vi- 
sited by  no  censure  from  this  House,  on 
the  ground  of  their  exercise  of  their  ad- 
ministrative or  executive  functions.  A 
doctrine  more  fatal  to  the  power  and  in- 
fluence of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
never  broached,  nor  one  that  would  so 
completely  screen  a  bad  or  inconipetent 
Minister,  by  overthrowing  the  influence 
of  the  House  of  Commons  over  Adminis- 
trations, and  leaving,  not  the  appointment 
only,  but  the  maintenance  in  power,  of 
every  Government,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  and  of  the  Crown  alone,  I  heard 
this  doctrine  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  sits  opposite  to  me  with 
great  astonishment ;  but  I  was  greatly 
relieved  when  I  found  that  it  rested  on 
the  authority — high  as  it  may  deservedly 
be — of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
but  upon  no  other.  I  know  the  right 
hon.  uentleman's  learning,  his  historical 
research,  and  his  deep  and  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  constitutional  history 
of  his  couotrv  ;  I  know,  likewise,  the 
acuteness  with  which  he  can  bring  to 
bear  the  stpres  of  his  knowledge  on  the 
subject-matter  of  debate ;  and,  therefbrei 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied,  not  only  that  if  he 
had  been  able  to  find  any  vinmcation  or 
authority  for  his  doctrine,  be  would  have 
produced  it  in  this  discussion ;  but  also, 
that  if  there  were  any  such  authority  or 
vindication  in  existence,  it  could  not  have 
escaped  his  research.  Now,  I  ask  th^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  follow  up  hi^ 
doctrine,  and  to  tell  me  when,  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  conntry,  a  Ministry  has  ever 
been  displaced  by  a  vote  of  th^  House  of 
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CommooB  upon  the  ground  on  which,  and 
on  which  alone,  be  alleges  it  can  be  bo 
displaced  ?  I  belieye  there  is,  in  the  his- 
torj  of  Parliament,  no  instance  of  a 
Government  being  removed  from  office 
upon  a  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
censuring  their  administration  of  affairs — 
I  mean  the  executive  administration  of 
affairs,  apart  from  their  legislative  mea- 
sures. The  mode  in  which  want  of  con- 
fidence is  signified  to  an  administration  is, 
by  the  rejection  of  their  measures  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  I  am  ready  to 
admit,  that  of  all  motions  which  can  be 
made— >of  all  questions  which  can  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  an  absolute  vote  of 
censure  on  an  existing  administration 
is  one  that  puts  to  the  highest  test  the 
feelings  of  the  House  of  Commons  against 
that  Administration.  It  is  the  last  vote 
to  which  Gentlemen  will  come,  who  have 
been  coidially  and  for  a  long  time  the 
supporters  of  a  Government.  They  will 
vote  against  their  legislative  measures — 
they  will  vote  against  their  general  policy 
—but  they  feel  a  natural,  and  I  will  not 
say  a  blameable  repugnance,  to  support- 
ing an  absolute  vote  of  want  of  confidence, 
or  an  entire  censure  on  an  Administration 
which  they  have  long  been  in  the  habit  of 
supporting.  I  admit  this  frankly  and 
fairly  to  the  boo.  Gentlemen  opposite; 
but,  then,  I  call  upon  them  to  admit,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  if  that  be  the  case,  it 
it  is  a  vote  on  which  a  small  majority,  in 
favour  of  an  Administration,  is  equivalent 
to  a  decided  defeat  on  any  other  motion ; 
and  one  upon  which  a  majority  aeainst 
the  Government  is  the  utter  annihilation 
of  the  possibility  of  their  retaining  office, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  went  on  to 
Bay,  that  a  single  defeat  upon  a  legislative 
measure  is  no  ground  for  a  Minister  re- 
signing his  office.  I  frankly  admit  that  it 
is  not ;  but  is  this  the  case  of  a  single  de- 
feat? Ib  it  a  case  of  one,  two,  three, 
four,  five,  six— I  know  not  how  many- 
defeats  which  the  Government  have  sus- 
tained on  important  questions?  I  tell 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  have 
boasted  much  of  the  tranquillity,  happi- 
ness, and  freedom  of  Jamaica,  that  if  that 
colonv  be  happy,  prosperous,  and  con- 
tentea,  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  free  constitu- 
tion, it  is  because  her  Majesty^s  Ministers 
were  overruled  by  us,  in  regard  to  the 
measures  they  proposed  respecting  it.  1 
toll  thwi,  that  if  the  Church  in  this  coun- 


try, and  more  especially  in  Ireland,  be  ia 
the  quiet  enjoyment  of  its  revenues  and 
legitimate  influence,  it  is  because  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  could  not  carry  the  mea- 
sures they  proposed  respecting  it.  I  tell 
them,  that  if  the  national  system  of  edu- 
cation introduced  into  this  country  be  not 
altogether  disconnected  from  all  the  forma 
of  religion,  it  is  because  they  could  not 
accomplish  their  objects.  I  tell  them, 
also,  that  if  the  finances  of  this  country 
are,  as  no  man  can  deny,  in  a  state  of 
deplorable  deficiency  and  embarrassment, 
it  is  because,  of  all  the  branches  of  their 
policy,  that  is  the  only  one  in  which  they 
have  not  been  checked  and  controlled  by 
their  political  opponents.  I  cannot  afford,- 
therefore,  to  make  the  noble  Secretary  for 
Ireland  a  present  of  all  previous  Minister- 
ial defeats.  I  cannot  permit  Lim  to 
pass  over  quietly,  as  he  is  disposed  to  do. 
all  the  propositions  abandoned — bills  for- 
saken—pledges which  he  and  his  col- 
leagues have  been  compelled  to  violate— 
and  the  principles  which  they  have,  if  nol 
entirely  repudiated,  at  all  events,  left  in 
abeyance.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  was 
driven  to  confess,  that  Ministers  are  now 
in  a  position  in  which  they  do  not  suffi- 
ciently possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  to  be  able  to  carry  their  measures 
through  it.  With  respect  to  the  right 
hon.  President  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
even  when  he  is  right  in  his  assertion  that 
a  single  defeat  is  not  a  sufficient  cause  for 
the  retirement  of  a  Government,  he  is 
singularly  unfortunate  in  his  illustration, 
the  more  so,  as  he  took  on  him  to  correct 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  on  a  point  of  history.  Ia 
illustration  of  his  poBition,  that  a  Govern- 
ment is  not  bound  to  resign  upon  a  single 
defeat,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  referred  to 
the  case  of  Sir  Robert  Walpole's  defeat 
upon  the  Excise  question.  Now,  Sir 
Robert  Walpole,  it  is  true,  was  com- 
pelled to  abandon  his  project  relat- 
ive to  the  Excise,  but  not  by  a  vote  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  When  he  brought 
forward  the  project,  he  was,  on  five 
or  SIX  several  occasions,  supported  by 
large  maiorities  in  its  favour.  He  was 
supported  in  that  scheme  by  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  he 
yielded  to  strong  indications  of  popular 
discontent,  and  ultimately  withdrew  it* 
Whether  it  be  wise  or  prudent  in  a  Minis- 
ter to  yield  to  indications  of  popular  feel- 
ing, apart  from  its  expression  through  the 
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representatiTei  of  the  people,  is  not  the 
question  which  I  now  have  )o  discuss.  It 
is  sufficient  for  me  to  show,  that  he  did 
not  abandon  his  measure  in  consequence 
of  the  withdrawal  of  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which,  indeed,  he 
continued  to  enjoy  for  a  period  of  no  less 
than  seven  or  eight  years  after  that  time. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  referred  to  the  history  of 
Sir  Robert  Walpole,  and  I  think,  that  if 
there  be  one  part  of  it  to  which  his  ad- 
mirers must  look  back  with  pain,  and  in 
which  future  Ministers  must  read  an  in- 
structive warning,  it  is  that  which  is  com- 
prised in  the  closing  Session  or  two  of  his 
political  career.  Sir  Robert  Walpole  had, 
for  a  very  long  period  enjoyed  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Commons— he  had 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Lords — he  had  enjoyed  the  confidence  of 
the  Crown.  He  had  administered  the  af- 
fairs of  this  great  country,  with  a  degree 
of  energy  and  success  almost  unparalleled 
for  so  long  a  time.  But  the  period  at 
length  arrived  when  he  lost  the  support 
of  a  portion  of  his  colleagues.  Sir  Robert 
Walpole  then  suffered  himself  to  be  over- 
borne in  his  own  cabinet.  He  permitted 
himself  to  be  drawn  into,  and  become  re- 
sponsible, for  measures  of  which  he  him- 
self had  disapproved.  He  plunged  the 
country,  not  indeed  into  the  miseries  of 
eternal  strife  and  civil  discord,  but  into 
the  misfortunes  of  a  popular  war<^a  war 
called  for  by  the  popular  voice,  but  a  war 
of  which  he  foresaw  the  evils  and  disas- 
ters. And  why  did  Sir  Robert  Walpole 
do  this?  He  did  it  in  deference  to  the 
earnest  entreaty  of  his  Sovereign,  whom 
he  had  faithfully  served,  and  who  for  him, 
almost  exclusively  of  all  his  colleagues, 
entertained  respect  and  esteem.  He  did 
it  in  obedience  to  the  passions  of  the  peo- 
ple out  of  doors— to  passions  which  had 
been  stimulated  and  excited,  even  by  some 
of  those  who  sat  in  the  same  cabinet  with 
him.  And,  from  the  moment  when  he 
thus  unwisely  yielded,  the  power  which 
Sir  Robert  Walpole  once  possessed  was 
gone.  Place  remained  to  him,  but  the 
authority  with  which  it  had  been  invested 
was  no  more.  Divided  councils  brought 
with  them  inefficient  action.  Feebleness 
in  every  department  of  the  Government 
succeeded  to  previous  energy.  Defeat  for 
a  Session  or  two—  actual  defeat— was 
evaded. or  escaped  by  ignominious  conces- 
sions, and  humiliating  compromises.  But 
the  hotir  of  defeat  came  at  last;  and. 


after  a  long  life  of  useful  service  to  the 
country,  that  power  which  Sir  Rober 
Walpole  might  have  resigned  with  a  dig* 
nity  which  would  have  commanded  the 
respect  of  all  men,  if  he  had  had  the 
courage  to  act  on  his  own  opinions,  was 
wrested  from  him  by  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  he  fell  at  fast, 
the  less  respected,  and  the  less  regretted, 
because  he  fell  too  late  and  too  reluct- 
antly. I  cannot  but  think,  that  there  is 
at  least  one  Minister  of  the  present  day, 
who  may  find,  in  the  history  of  Sir  Robert 
Walpole,  matter  for  serious  reflection ; 
and  who,  perchance,  may  hereafter  look 
back  on  his  own  course  with  unavailing 
regret,  when  he  views  in  it  a  repetition  of 
Walpole's  weakness,  and  of  Walpole*s 
fall.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Judge 
Advocate,  not  quite  satisfied  with  the  de- 
fence set  up  for  the  Government,  on  the 
two  points  to  which  I  have  referred,  took 
another  ground,  and  told  us,  that  the 
Crown  had  the  power  of  dissolving  Par- 
liament. He  told  us,  that  that  was  their 
alternative  to  the  motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend— the  alternative  of  dissolution,  ra- 
ther than  resignation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contended,  that  the  question 
was  not  whether  the  Government  ought 
to  resign  or  not,  but  whether  they  should 
dissolve  the  present  Parliament.  I  say, 
with  all  respect  to  the  ri^t  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  this  is  not,  and 
cannot  be,  the  question  before  the  House* 
It  is  not  a  question  which  ever  ought  to 
come  before  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
ever  ought  to  be  alluded  to.  No  douU 
the  Crown  has  the  power  of  dissolving 
Parliament,  if  her  Majesty  should  think 
fit  to  do  so.  That  is  a  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  with  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  no  right-* as  I  am  sure  they 
have  no  desire — to  interfere.  For  my 
own  part,  1  venture  to  say,  that  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  do  not 
deprecate  a  dissolution,  I  believe,  that 
the  country  at  large  is  anxiously  awaiting 
a  dissolution,  to  enable  it  to  relieve  itself, 
by  its  own  exertion,  from  an  Administra* 
tion  which  has  too  long  crippled  its  ener. 
gies.  But  with  the  advice  of  dissolution 
the  House  of  Commons  has  nothing  to  do. 
It  is  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  to  be 
exercised  by  the  responsible  advisers  of 
the  Crown ;  and  for  its  exercise— for  the 
time — for  the  mode — for  the  occasion^* 
and  for  all  the  circumstances  attending  a 
dissolution,  the  advisers  pf  the  Crown  will 
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be  responriUe  to  a  fotttre  Parliainent 
And  oowv  let  me  ask,  what  n  it  that  the 
OoverniDeiit  wtfk  for  by  a  disioluttoo  of 
Parliament?  What  It  there  to  joatify 
them  in  taking  tlie  coorM  of  diftolting 
Parliament  at  the  pfpsent  moment?  1 
iaj#  I  do  not  shrink  fVom  that  proceed- 
ing— I  do  not  deprecate  it ;  but  the  conn- 
try  has  a  right  to  know  why  we  are  threat, 
eoed  with  dissolotion :  and  it  will  inquire 
nnder  what  eircnmstanees,  and  for  what 
pnrpoees.  Ministers  hare  advised  her  Ma- 
jesty to  take  that  step  ?  Ministers  will  say, 
that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  an 
alteration  in  the  duties  on  snear,  com, 
and  timber,  on  part  of  which  scheme  they 
have  already  sustained,  as  on  the  other 
part  they  know  they  will  sustain,  a  defeat. 
In  what  position,  1  ask,  wouki  the  coun- 
try be  placed  in  the  event  —an  improbable 
supposition,  I  allow — of  the  success  of 
Ministers  ?  Would  the  result  be  to  reu; 
der  the  motion  of  the  great  political  mal 
chine  more  easy?  Would  it  facilitate 
the  harmonious  carrying  on  and  working 
of  the  Oovemment  in  the  service  of  the 
country  ?  Would  it  bring  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  into  greater  harmony  than 
they  are  at  present  f  It  would  effect  none 
of  those  objects.  At  the  present  moment, 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  are,  as  far 
ai  we  have  any  reason  to  believe,  in  per^- 
k^i  aeeotdance  of  opinmn  with  respect  to 
the  questions  which  her  Majesty's  Minis* 
lers  have  thought  proper  to  bring  into 
agitation.  The  House  of  Commons  con- 
demns the  project  of  the  Government; 
the  House  of  Lords,  we  have  every  reason 
to  believe,  would  condemn  it  also.  If, 
however,  the  Government  should  unex- 
pectedly succeed  in  their  endeavours,  and 
obtain  some  trifling  majority  of  one  or 
ti«o  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in  favour 
of  their  policy,  the  happy  result  of  their 

S rations  will  be,  that  they,  who  are 
rged  with  the  responsibility  of  Go* 
vernment,  and  .intrusted  with  the  duty  of 
carrying  on  the  serf  ice  of  the  Crown  and 
of  the  country,  will  have  created  a  difli- 
rulty  for  themselves,  and  have  placed  the 
two  now  accordant  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature in  a  state  of  irrsconcilable  diffi^r* 
ence  of  opinion.  But  there  is  an  object 
to  he  gained  by  It.  It  is  a  desperate 
effort,  \rj  means  of  agitation  and  excite- 
mrnt— an  effort  which,  I  am  convinced, 
the  good  sense  of  the  people  will  repu- 
diate, and  visit  with  signal  dIscomAtitre — 
to  prop  up  Ibr  a  while  a  tottering  Admt* 


nistratmn.  I  saj,  however,  that  we  have 
no  right  to  anticipate  a  dissolution.  This 
House,  in  discussing  measures,  must  diti- 
cues  them  in  the  soppositloii  of  the  per« 
manenee  of  its  own  existence  Ibr  the  pe* 
riodwhichtheconstitntioQaasignstoit  Thia 
House  has  no  right  to  anticipate  that  the 
Crownwillexerciseitsprerogattve— a  prero- 
gative which  it  can  exercise  when  it  pwaaea, 
but  which  it  is  bound  to  exercise  without 
interfering  with  the  independent  aetioa  of 
the  Legislature,  by  banging  over  it  the 
menace  of  diasolntion.  For  what  leaaon 
is  it,  that,  since  the  passing  -of  die  Sep- 
tennial  Act,  there  has  been,  I  believe, 
scarcely  an  histance  of  Pariianient  having 
arrived  at  the  natural  term  of  its  ex« 
istence  ?  Why  has  the  tem  of  the 
existence  of  Parliaments  always  been 
abridged?  Why,  for  this  gooa  reasofl 
-*4hat  it  is  considered  desirable  that  t 
House  of  Commons,  elected  by  the  people, 
should  exercise  an  independent  judgment, 
and  not  be  every  moment  looking  to  the 
effect  to  be  prcmuced  upon  the  hoetinga 
by  each  vote  and  speech  in  this  Hoow. 
It  is  in  order  that  we  may  carry  on  oat 
discussions  for  the  good  of  the  people, 
and  not  be  seeking  occasimia  for  pandet^ 
ing  to  their  passions.  It  is  in  order  thtt 
we  may  exercise  our  f^metiona  freely  anil 
independently  i  and,  if  we  do  nol  so  «x« 
ereise  them,  we  are  unworthy  of  the  nmm 
ci  legislators,  and  degrade  ourselves  tnub 
the  occupation  of  pelitk»l  agitators.  In 
1807,  Mr.  Canning  let  fall  an  expraaabn 
in  the  course  of  debate,  which  intimated 
the  probability  that  Parliament  wooM 
shortly  after  that  time  be  dissalfed.  Tbeao 
were  his  words :  ^ 

^  '*  Whatever  might  be  the  issue  of  the  divi- 
sion that  night,  the  Ministry  were  determined 
to  stand  on  the  prerogative  of  tlie  Crown,  and 
if  necessary,  make  an  appeal  to  the  oountry  en 
the  subject.'' 

Was  that  intimation  received  with 
great  approbation  by  one  who  is  at  pre- 
sent the  colleague  of  the  Gentlemen  whom 
I  see  opposite  ?  Lord  Henry  Petty  im- 
mediately rose  and  said, 

^  However  that  House  might  be  attacked 
by  the  Government  —  however  it  might  be 
threatened — he,  for  one,  relied  on  the  manly 
spirit  of  the  House,  that  no  threat  would  lie 
capable  of  influeneing  their  deliberations,  or 
altsnng  their  opinions.'' 

That  was  the  UKNie  in  which  Lord 
Henry  Petty,  now  the  Marqueaa  of  Lana- 
downoy  a  member  of  the  present  Govern- 
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meat,  treated  what  seemed  to  be  a  threat 
of  dissolution,  intended  to  influence,  by 
intimidation,  the  delibemtions  of  the 
House  of  Oommons.  What  said  Lord 
Howiclc-^not  the  noble  Lord  whom  I  see 
opposite<— what  said  that  Lord  Howtek  to 
whose  opinions,  when  the;  happen  to  be 
in  accordance  with  their  own,  hon.  Mem* 
beni  are  so  ready  to  pay  respect*— whose 
authority  they  are  so  anxious  to  enlist  in 
their  cause,  eten  although  there  is  not 
one  of  them  who  will  venture  to  rise  in  his 
place  and  declare  that  that  noble  Lord 
aprees  with  them  !  What  was  the  language 
of  Lord  Grey,  who  was  referred  to  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  FHend,  the  Member  for  Exeter, 
aa  withholding  his  sanction  firom  the  rash 
and  reckless  course  which  the  Oo?emment 
is  now  pursuing,  and  whose  relatif  e — al- 
most the  nearest  he  has  in  the  House-^ 
rose  immediately  after,  without  venturing 
to  offer  any  contradiction  to  the  assertion 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  f  What 
said  that  Lord  Howick,  in  the  lobby  of 
this  House,  in  1807,  while  the  division 
was  going  on  T  He  requested  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  Members  around  him,  and 
told  Ihem,  that,  If  the  original  question 
should  be  negatived,  it  would,  perhaps,  be 
necessary  to  prooose  an  address  to  the 
Throne  to  aseet  the  threat  held  out  that 
evening'^ a  tikreat  iinexamplad  in  the 
annals  of  Parliament.  On  i  subseouent 
night,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  condemned  the 
threat  hM  out  by  Mr«  Cannings  And 
Mr.  Whitbread  said,  that 

''The  most  pusillanimous  Parliament  would 
not  suffer  itself  to  be  deterred  fWrttt  the  pro^ 
secation  of  its  public  duty  by  such  a  threat*** 
the  roost  indeceot,  iiiditereet,  and  unparlia- 
neiitary  tliat  could  possibly  be  thrown  out/' 

This  was  the  language  used  in  1807, 
when  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  held  out 
an  intimation  that  Parliament  was  about 
to  be  dissolved,  with  a  view  to  Influence 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Now,  I  place  Government  in  this 
dilemma.  Are  they  about  to  advise  the 
Crown  to  dissolve  ?  The^  say  they  have 
the  alternative  of  dissolution,  or  resigna- 
tion of  ofiice.  I  say,  that  we,  sitting  here 
as  the  representatives  of  the  people,  can- 
not infer  that  a  dissolution  is  atmut  to 
take  place.  It  is  not  right  that  we  should 
carry  on  our  discussions  under  that  me- 
nace and  intimidation  ;•  and  I  say  I  am 
bound,  therefore,  to  assumcf  that  a  disso- 
lutlen  IS  not  about  to  be  advised  by  ihm 


Government  But  If  it  be  about  M>  bo 
advised,  then,  I  say,  we  are  placed  iti  a 
position  in  which  no  Minister  of  the 
Crown  has  a  right  to  place  Parliament. 
We  are  called  upon  to  discuss  great  ques- 
tions, and  to  agitate  important  interests* 
We  are  not  called  upon  to  pass  great 
legislative  measures  ;  but  '  Govemmeut 
proposes  to  bring  forward  these  great 
measures  for  discussion  without  the  nope 
of  their  being  carried,  and  that,  too,  ex- 
pressly because  they  are  about  to  dissolve 
Parliament,  and  appeal  to  the  people. 
And  the  noble  Lord  opposite  thinks  it  a 
constitutional  proceeding,  that,  with  such 
expectations  and  anticipations,  we  should 
carry  on  our  debates  in  this  Housot  I  was 
told  the  other  day,  that  I  was  a  most  un- 
worthy pupil  of  Mr.  Huskisson«  I  racoU 
lect  the  language  which  Mr.  Huskissoti 
used  in  1826}  and  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  are  very  food  of  appealing  to  tb« 
authority  of  that  Statesman,  I  request 
their  attention  to  the  words  which  I  am 
about  to  read.  On  the  18tb  of  April, 
1826,  Mr.  Wolryche  Whitmore  moved» 
that  the  House  should  rasolve  itself  into  a 
Committee,  **  to  consider  the  present  stale 
of  the  Corn-laws."  Now,  mark  the  Ian* 
guage  which  Mr.  Hoskissoa  applied  to  » 
debate  on  the  Com*laws,  brought  forward 
in  expectation  of  an  immediately  up* 
proaohing  general  electhm»    He  said, 

''  His  purpose  was  to  persuade  the  House 
not  to  engage  in  this  discussion,  because  he 
was  convinced  that  it  could  only  terminate  in 
inconvenience  and  embarrassment.  It  wis 
almost  universally  sdmilted,  that  there  were 
certain  questions  which  it  would  be  nlncb 
better  to  leave  in  a  state  of  abeyance  until 
they  could  be  more  fiilly  discussed  in  a  new 
Parliament.  If  there  was  one  question  more 
unfit  than  another  to  be  entertained  at  the 
present  moment,  it  was  this,  relative  to  the 
Corn-laws.  No  question  was  more  caleulated 
to  agitate  the  House,  and  to  set  sAsat  in  tlie 
country  notions  which  miaht  give  rise  to 
eeuerai  inconvenience;  and  he  thottght,  there- 
fore, that  unless  tne  House  were  prepared  to 
go  through  with  11*^001688  they  were  con- 
vinced that  this  opportunity,  and  this  time, 
were  convenient  for  dealing  whh  so  moment- 
ous and  difficult  a  subject  as  the  state  and 
system  of  the  Corn^laws,  it  ought  not  to  be 
taken  up.  He  would  (kirly  own,  that,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  when  everybody  was 
looking  forward  to  the  probability  of  a  general 
election,  he  thought  that  nothing  could  be  less 
advisable  than  to  agitate  the  subject.  He  re- 
peated, that  if,  at  this  moment,  the  Ifou^e 
should  raise  (as  the  discussion  of  this  subiect 
was  necessarily  calculated  to  do)  a  great  ea* 
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dtement  in  th^  public  mind,  it  would  be  im« 
possible  to  conduct  the  debate  with  that  calm- 
ness which  ought  to  characterise  the  delibeia^ 
tions  of  a  British  House  of  Commons.'^ 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Huskisson 
as  to  the  prudence,  the  policy,  and  the 
Parliamentary  character  of  that  course  of 
proceeding,  of  introducing  a  discussion  on 
the  Corn-laws,  on  the  eve  of  a  general 
election.    But  what  would  he  ha?e  said, 
if  it  had  been  proposed  that  the  Corn- 
laws  should  be  discussed  in  this  House, 
with  a  ?iew  to  their  being  made  the  very 
pivot  on  which  a  general  election  should 
turn  ?    What  would  he  have  said,  if,  to 
all  the  considerations  which  attach  to  the 
auestion  of  the  Corn-laws  itself— their  in- 
fluence on  prices  and  the  wages  of  the 
labourer — their  influence  on  the  well-being 
of  the  humbler  classes  of  the  community 
-—what  would  he  have  said,  if  it  had  been 
proposed  to  combine  with  these  consider- 
ations, sufficiently  grave  and  important  in 
themselves,  the  question  of  the  existence, 
as  a  Government,  of  one  of  the  two  great 
parties  that  divide  the  country?    Why, 
the  excitement  and  agitation  arising  out 
of  the  discussion  of  the  auestion  itself 
must   be  increased    teafola  when  it  is 
known,  that  on  the  decision  of  that  ques- 
tiOD,  will  torn  the  government  of   the 
country  for  years  to  come.    Yet  it  is  at 
such  a  time,  and  under  such  circum- 
stances, with  the  tremendous  risk  arising 
from  the  nature  of  the  agitation,  that  her 
Majesty^s  Ministers  dare  to  come  forward 
and  invoke  it.    An  address  has  been  put 
Into  my  hands  to-day,  which  is  a  specimen 
of  the  calm  and  temperate  mode  in  which 
the  people  are  appealed  to,  on  the  eve  of 
a  general  election,  and  just  previously  to 
a  discussion  in  Parliament  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Corn-laws.    I  will  read  a  pas- 
sage to  the  House. — [Here  the  noble  Lord 
read  an  extract  to  the  following  efiect :] — 

''That  by  prompt  exertions  the  people 
might  get  rid  of  the  financial  difficnlties  of  the 
country,  without  resorting  to  additional  tax- 
ation ;  but  that,  by  the  rejection  of  the  plan, 
the  sources  of  labour  to  the  industrious  work- 
man, and  of  profit  to  the  manufacturer,  would 
be  destroyea,  and  ereat  impediments  be 
thrown  in  the  way  of  our  commercial  pros- 
perity.** 

And  then  comes  an  appeal,  which  I 
thought  had  been  exclusively  confined  to 
the  good  taste  and  prudence  of  the  noble 
Secretary  for  Ireland  :— ('<  Arise,  then,  all 
ye  Christian  men,  who  look  for  the  bread 
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of  life— will  vou  let  your  feUow-nen  stanre 
for  want  of  food  ?*')    And  this  appeal  for 
support  to  the  Government,  is  addressed 
to  that  constituency  which  is  now  repre- 
sented by  her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  the  leader  of  this  House! 
I  am  far  from  thinking,  for  a  single  mo- 
ment, that  the  noble  Lord  is  in  anj  way 
connected  with,  or  even  cognisant  o^  that 
address.    I  am  sure  I  should  be  insulting 
the  good  taste  and  feeling  of  the  noble 
Lord,  if  I  for  a  moment  thought  htm 
guilty  of  being  capable  of  such  a  produc- 
tion.   I  refer  to  it  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  the  calm  and  temperate  lan- 
guage which  is  employed,  in  the  endea- 
vour to  excite  the  people,  on  the  eve  of 
a  general  election,  at  a  time  when  the 
House  of  Commons  is  called  on  to  deli- 
berate upon  a  question  of  the  most  excit- 
ing nature  that  can  be  placed  before  the 
country.  [An  hon.  Member : "  Who  signed 
the  address  !*']    It  is  not  signed — it  is  a 
printed  paper.    Before  I  sit  down,  I  wish 
to  address  a  few  words,  and  they  shall  be 
only  a  few,  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
profess,  and,  I  have  no  doubt,  sincerely^ 
great  regard  for  the  agricultttral  interest — 
Gentlemen,  who  form  a  part  of  that  nn- 
fortunate  class,  who,  by  the  supporters  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers,  are  stigmatised 
as  grinders  of  the  poor,  monopolisu,  and 
every  thing  else  that  is  odious.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth,  told  us  this  even- 
iog,  that  an  appeal  is  about  to  be  m^de 
to  the  public,  not  on  any  general  or  un- 
defined question — not  to  decide  whether 
this  or  that  man  shall  be  at  the  h^  of  the 
Government— but,  simply,  on  this  distinct 
question— 'Whether  or  not  the  country  will 
do  away  with  the  corn  monopoly,  which  is 
the  cause  of  rarious  other  monopolies? 
[Mr.  Hawes:  *'  Not  the  corn  only.**]  Well, 
then,  according  to  the  boo.  Member,  Min- 
isters are  about  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  constitn- 
encies  to  return  such  a  House  of  Com- 
mons as  will  efiectually  put  down  all  those 
great  interests  of  the  country,  which  they 
are  pleased  to  call  monopolies,  of  which 
interests  that  of  the  landowners  and  agri* 
culturists  is,  in  their  mind,  the  first,  the 
greatest,  'and  the  most  atrocious.    The 
question  is  fairly  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth ;  and  it  is  the  question  on 
which  Government  are  about  to  dissolve 
Parliament.    Ministers  are  pledged  to  use 
all  their  power  in  the  next  Parliament  to 
effect  their  object.  That  is  the  issue  which 
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they  ace  patting  to  the  country— that  is 
the  issue  on  which  they  are  asking  for  the 
support  of  the  present  House  of  Commons. 
This  being  the  case,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire, made  us  of  a  very  singular  argument 
the  other  night,  in  opposition  to  £e  mo- 
lion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     He  said, 

**  How  can  I  refuse  to  yote  my  confidence 
in  the  GoverDment — I,  who  concur,  not  only 
in  the  measures  which  they  ha?e  carried,  but 
in  those  which  they  have  abandoned.  I  con- 
cur in  the  principles  which  they  have  aban- 
doned. I  recorded  my  dissent  from  the  aban- 
dooment  of  those  principles ;  and  that  is  the 
first  ground  on  which  I  refuse  my  assent  to 
the  proposition,  that  they  are  not  able  to  carry 
their  measures  through  this  House.'' 

Then,  said  the  noble  Lord,  1  am  going 
to  vote  confidence  in  the  Ministers,  be- 
cause, next  week,  they  intend  to  bring 
forward  an  important  measure,  on  which 
they  rest  the  existence  of  the  Government. 
['*  No,  no."  From  tk^  MinUterial  benchet.^ 
Oh  I  you  do  not !  it  is  very  diflicult  to 
understand  what  your  intentions  really 
are  I  You  did  not  rest  the  existence  of 
your  Government  on  the  question  of  the 
sugar  duties.  Weill  I  will  say  that  Min- 
isters are  about  to  bring  forward  a  mea- 
sure which  they  deem  essential  to  the 
well-being  and  prosperity  of  the  country ; 
and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lin- 
ookishire,  states,  that  he  will  not  withhold 
hts  confidence  from  them,  because  he  is 
convinced  that,  however  loudly  they  may 
talk— however  deeply  they  may  pledge 
Ibemselves— however  much  they  may  pre- 
tend to  bring  forward  that  measure,  he 
knows  they  have  not  the  power  to  carry  it 
through  the  House  of  Commons.  This  is 
the  excellent  reason  the  noble  Lord  as- 
signs for  refusing  to  assent  to  the  propo- 
sition of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  which  de- 
clares, that  Ministers  do  not  sufficiently 
possess  the  confidence  of  this  House  to 
enable  them  tocarry  their  measures  through 
it.  The  noble  Lord's  argument  is  un- 
doubtedly a  very  extraordinary  one :  whe- 
ther it  is  an  argument  which  will  prove 
very  satisfactory  to  his  constituents,  re- 
mains to  be  seen.  I  wish,  however,  to 
put  this  consideration  to  the  noble  Lord, 
and  others  who  profess  themselves  to  be 
the  exclusive  friends  of  the  agricultural 
interest.  In  a  paper  which  supports  the 
measures  of  the  Government,  and  which 
is  supposed  to  be  their  organ,  I  noticed  a 
very  significant  intimation  the  other  day. 
It  was  this  — 

VOKLVIII.    {SS-} 


'^AAer  all,  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  of  advantage  to  the  Go- 
vernment. It  may  give  time  to  constitutional 
organization,  and  to  make  proper  arrangements 
for  a  dissolution,  by  which  they  would  have  a 
better  chance  of  defeating  and  destroying  the 
monopoly  of  the  agricultural  interests." 

I  do  not  think  that  Ministers  will  ven- 
ture to  take  the  course  recommended  by 
their  organ  of  the  press.  But,  suppose  that 
they  were  preparea  to  do  so :  in  a  House 
so  equally  divided,  when  the  decision  of  the 
question  may  depend  on  two  or  three  votes 
to  be  given  on  one  side  or  the  other,  what 
if  Ministers  should  obtain  the  opportunity 
of  organizing  a  successful  opposition  to  the 
agricultural  mterests  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  that  opportunity  should  be  given 
them  by  the  votes  of  two  or  three  Members 
for  the  most  agricultural  county  in  £ng« 
land.  I  would  suggest  to  the  consideration 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleague,  whe- 
ther it  will  be  considered  that  their  votes 
in  favour  of  the  Government,  on  this  occa« 
sion,  wOl  be  perfectly  balanced  by  the  vote 
they  intend  to  give  against  the  Grovernment 
proposition  rektive  to  the  Corn-laws.  I 
put  it  to  those  who  profess  themselves  anx- 
ious to  sustain  the  agricultural  interest, 
whether  they  can  justify  themselves  for 
giving  to  Ministers  what  the  noble  Lord, 
Uie  Secretary  for  Ireland,  designated  the 
other  day  as  *'  no  very  extended  pe* 
riod  "  for  maturing  the  measure  which  they 
have  in  contemplation*  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  pass  by  those  Gentlemen  who 
call  themselves  the  friends  of  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  without  saying  a  few  words 
in  answer  to  what  appeared  to  me  to  be  a  very 
uncalled  for  attack,  which  was  made  upon 
me  the  other  night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire.  The  matter  of  accusation 
was  simply  this.  That  whereas,  in  1835, 
I  declined  to  form  part  of  the  Administra- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  stating,  that  I  had  not 
sufficient  confidence  in  the  measures  which 
his  Government  was  likely  to  adopt,  to 
take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  join- 
ing, in  an  official  capacity,  an  Administra- 
tion which  I  yet  declared  I  hoped  to  be  able 
to  support,  I  am  now,  after  seven  years  of 
the  most  unreserved  political  intercourse- 
after  the  most  entire  and  cordial  concur- 
rence with  my  right  hon.  Friend  on  all  po- 
litical questions— after  the  most  intimate 
and  confidential  communications  between 
us,  as  to  his  and  my  opinions — ^prepared  to 
take  upon  myself  my  humble  share  of  what- 
ever responsibility  may  devolve  upon  him. 
From  the  charge  of  inconsistency,  involved 
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in  ibat  Mcmatloa,  I  do  not  tloak  it  worth 
while  to  defend  nysdf.     I  wtU  imther 
suhnil  to  the  entiie  weight  of  the  eastiga- 
tioa  inflicted  upon  me  h^  the  eloquence  of 
the  hon.  Memher.    It  ii  to  me  a  matter  of 
the  moit  perfect  indifference,  whether  the 
hon.  Memher  writes  himself  down  a  Tory, 
or  any  thing  else ;  hut  I  confess  it  startled 
me  to  hear  the  hon.  Memher  declare,  at  a 
lime  when  he  was  attac]ung  me  for  my  in- 
consistencies, that  he  should  helie  the  whole 
course  of  his  political  life,  if  he  were  now 
to  he  found  writing  himself  down  a  Tory. 
I  thought  I  recollected,  and  I  helieve  there 
h  no  douht  of  the  fact,  that  whatever  opin- 
ions the  hon.  Memher  may  now  hold,  Irom 
1820  to  1836,  he  had  not  the  least  hesita- 
tion  in   writing  himself  down   a   Tory. 
During  that  time,  the  hon.  Memher  was. 
if  ]  mistake  not,  one  of  the  warmest  and 
most  strenuous  supporters  of  Lord  Liver- 
pool's Government*     In  1821,  and,  I  he- 
Jlevc,  again  in  1825,  the  hon.  Member  gave 
his  vote  against  motions  for  inquiry  merely 
into  the  justice  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
claims.     In  1822,  he  gave  his  vote  against 
a  motion  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Ix)rd,   the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  In 
favour    of   Parliamentary    Refbrmi    and 
through  the  whole  of  that  Parliament  he 
continued  to  he  the  most  unoompmmlsing 
and  devoted  adherent  of  a  Tory  Ministry. 
I  believe,  that  subsequently  to  that  period, 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member,  though 
not  in   Parliament,  against  the  Duke  of 
Wellington's  Administration,  was^  that  it 
eoneeded  Catholic  emancipation ;  and  it  was 
not  until  Earl  Orey  eame  into  possession  of 
power,  that  the  hon.  Member  came  out  in  the 
new  character  of  a  consistent  Reformer.  It  is 
true,  I  believe,  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
a  vei^  constant  supporter  of  Earl  Grey*s 
Administration,  as  he  had  been  of  that  of 
Lord  Liverpool ;   and  when  my  riffht  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworui,  came 
into  office  in  1885,  if  I  much  mistake  not, 
the  hon.  Member  did  me  the  honour  of 
eonsoltinff  me  as  to  the  course  which  he 
should  take  on  that  oecasion-*not  liking  to 
five  an  absolute  refosal  of  his  support  to 
the  right  hon.  BaronetV  Government— -and 
although  I  cannot  daim  the  honour  of  hav- 
ing long  retained  the  conftdenoe  of  the  hon. 
A^mber,  I  do  find,  that,  either  in  accord- 
ance with  advice  which  I  may  have  taken 
the  liberty  to  give  him,  or  from  his  own 
unbiassed  Judgment,  he  did  give  his  vote  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Manners  Sutton  for  Sjieaker, 
as  against  the  candidate  whom  her  Mdes- 
ty 's  present  advisers  proposed  for  that  oAoe. 


My  light  hon.  Fiieiid,  ikm  Mmkm  for 
Tamwofth,  was  in  aminarity  on  that  metrnm 
sion»  and  it  somehow  or  oAor  happssad, 
that  he  subaequently  bad  not  the  adftnligD 
of  the  hon.  Measher'a  suppoyt  Ffom  ihiik 
time  to  the  present,  I  am  ready  to  adasit. 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  a  steady  sup* 
porter  of  Lord  Melbourne's  Administiatioii, 
as  he  was  previously  of  Lord  Grey'Ha  and, 
before  that,  of  Lord  Liyerpool's.  Tbeae,  I 
have  ncv  doubt*  are  the  slight  and  veinat 
ineonsistenoiea  into  which,  aa  my  noUo 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Shropshire,  said, 
last  night,  all  great  statesmen  ocoasionally 
fall }  hut,  if  great  statesmen  are  guilty  of 
these  inconsistencies,  they  should  at  least 
have  a  little  mercy  on  those  less  distin* 
guisbed  individuals  who,  at  a  humble  dis- 
tance, follow  )n  their  steps  |  and  I  would 
particularly  advise  the  hon.  Member  to  ab- 
stain in  lliture  fVom  making  personal 
charges,  more  especially  when  there  Is  a 
chance  that,  fVom  however  humble  a  quar- 
ter, such  charges  may  he  retorted  on  him. 
The  hon.  Member  took  leave  to  aak  my 
right  hen.  Friend,  what  answer  he  sliould 
give  to  the  farmers  of  lineolnahire  as  to 
Ilia  future  policy :  a  point  upon  whidi  tha 
Imn.  Member  says,  he  and  the  Ikrmeia  of 
Lineolnahire  Ibel  ratreme  alam.  Now,  I 
think,  that  iriien  my  ri|^t  hon.  Piftsdl 
saefca  fiar  an  expoiitos  of  his  poU^F  la  any 
portiflB  of  the  community,  ha  wQi  hardly 
apfdy  to  dia  hon.  Mamheci  I  am,  mwi 
over,  indinad  tp  tMnk,  that  whan  tho  hon. 
Mambsf  meats  the  fimais  of  UnoplnAir^ 
be  wiU  hava  ^uila  enmigh  to  do  ta 
fur  himself,  without  undartaking  An 
what  superfluous  task  of  answaiin|r  for  mgr 
light  hon«  Friend.  I  ssji  that  naithsr  Uia 
hon.  Member  nar  tha  Govemment  has  any 
right  to  call  upon  my  nght  hon,  Friepd  la 
state  what  conise  ha  would  fed  it  his  diilgr  la 
take  upon  any  mrticular  questiont  in  ^^JMr 
sible  event  <4  his  bsiqg  obarfsd  with  nmcial 
resDonsihiUtj.  I  recollect  thati  whan  I 
first  came  in  to  Parliament,  Mr%  1ieniqr«  • 
great  Whig  authority,  used  alwaya  la  ssy, 
that  th?  duty  of  an  opposition  was  Tei( 
8impl&«-it  was*  to  oppose  evarythiog*  ana 
propose  nothing. 

Lord  Jokn  Itussell :  Aud  to  turo  out 
the  Government. 

Lord  Sianleu;  Ajt  and  \o  turn  (>Ut  t]ia 
Government.  That  vtfBs  the  political  ciead 
of  Mr.  Tiemey,  as  to  the  duty  of  any 
opposition  ;  but  T  must  say  that  If  ever  there 
was  an  opposition  which  has  gone  out  of  Its 
way  to  avoid  limiting  Itself  to  the  per- 
formance of   the  duty  prescribed  by  that 
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lu^  AuUiority^^f  ever  there  wiu  an  oppo- 
sitiQn  which  hesitated  to  embarrass  the 
Government  when  bringing  forward  their 
measures-^if  ever  there  was  an  opposition 
which,  not  only  abstained  from  offering 
factious  opposition  to  the  measures  of  Go- 
vemmenti  but,  on  the  amtrary,  lent  its  best 
advice  and  assistance  to  (suggest  alterations 
and  imprpvementSi  and  to  carry ,  with  the 
ooqcurrence  of  the  Govemmentj  such  mo- 
difications as  might  ensure  for  their  mea- 
sures legislative  sanction,  here  and  else- 
where,— it  is  the  opposition  with  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  oe  connected.  I  must, 
however^  saj,  that  although  we  have  not 
factiousljr  opposed  the  Government — al- 
though we  have  endeavoured  honestly  to 
discharge  our  duty  to  the  public,  by  giving 
our  best  aaristance  and  support,  without 
reference  to  the  quarter  from  which  they 
proceeded,  to  measures  which  we  believed 
to  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  there  is  a 
time  and  a  limit  at  which  the  duty 
of  fbvbeamnoe  and  longer  patience  be- 
oomes  a  crime  agnintt  the  people  of 
England.  There  is  a  time  when  the 
neesiupe  of  the  Iniquities  of  a  Govern- 
nNmt  ia  full.  Tkem  as  a  time  when,  if  they 
vafuse  to  listen  to  the  voioa  of  friendly 
waniii^,  or  to  Attend  to  gentler  hints,  for** 
heanmee  must  end,  and  the  plainest  Ian-* 

Kag»  must  be  spelm  to  them.  To  those 
i|ta«  and  to  that  positiont  in  veepeot  to 
the  preioot  Covamment*  1  have  wuf  bop 
the  remit  of  this  debate  wiU  ibow  that  the 
Umm  of  ConHnoai  have  come.  To  thoie 
limitij  and  to  that  position,  I  baveng  doubt 
whatever!  the  peeple  of  England  have 
ahpea4ycom^ 

L4>r4  John  Hwa^U ;  Mr,  Spealcart^l 
conld  have  wished  te  have  adorened  the 
Hquso  at  an  earlier  period  of  this  debase, 
apnn  afte(  the  temperale  ipeecb  of  the 
right  hont  3arwet  who  intrpdnced  the 
motiaui  but  \  CQnsidered  it  my  duty  to 
wait  until  I  heard  the  various  arguments 
and  allegations  which  could  be  uiged  in 
it»  aupporti  and  until  I  heatd  the  charges 
which  mig^t  be  preferred  against  the  Uo- 
ireriim?n|.    Admitting,  as  I  freely  do,  the 

great  ability  and  eloquence  with  which  the 
motion  baa  bean  supported^admitting  the 
great  nvmberi  who  are  likely,  on  a  division! 

\^  givp  their  aaaent  to  i( ,  yet,  I  may  say. 
that  a  motien  Ifwi  consopant  with  the  spi- 
rit of  the  cQfistitntion,  or  lesa  founded  on 


House  of  Commani.  The  noble  Lord 
who  laat  addressed  the  House,  in  one 
phrase  of  his  speech,  said,  that  the  time 
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had  come  when  the  House  must  get  rid  of 
an  Administration  which  had  so  long  crip* 
pled  the  energies  of  the  country.  Now, 
that  is  a  fit  charge  to  bring  against  the 
Government.  If  that  charge  bad  been 
formally  preferred  by  a  motion,  and  if  it 
could  have  been  supported  by  arguments 
and  evidence,  I  am  the  last  person  to  deny 
that  the  confidence  of  the  House  ought  to 
be  withdrawn  from  us,  and  that  no  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown,  no  personal  favour 
of  the  Sovereign,  ought  to  protect  us  from 
a  declaration  of  want  of  confidence  on 
the  part  of  this  House.  But  where  is  the 
evidence  that  the  energies  of  the  country 
are  crippled  ?  Is  it  in  the  Mediterranean  ? 
Have  we  been  wanting  in  the  due  support 
of  our  ancient  ally,  the  Sovereign  of  the 
Turkish  Empire?  Is  it  in  India?  When 
ber  Majesty  s  representative  was  insulted 
and  outraged  in  the  territories  of  the  Em* 
peror  of  Chinai  did  it  appear  to  the  world 
that,  in  the  steps  we  took  in  reference  to 
that  matter,  the  energies  of  the  country 
were  crippled  ?  Has  there  been  any  indi- 
cation that  the  energies  of  the  country 
were  crippled,  when  we  have  been  called 
upon  to  assert  the  national  policy  or  avenge 
a  national  insult  ?  Then,  with  respect  to 
gur  Colonial  possessions,  I  confidently  ask, 
have  the  energies  of  the  country  been 
crippled?  Have  not  the  Government 
effectually  subdued  insurrection  ii^  Cana* 
da  \  and  is  not  that  colony  now  increased 
in  strength  and  more  firmlv  attached  to 
the  mother  country  than  before  ?  Is  it  at 
home  that  the  energies  of  the  Qovernment 
have  been  crippledf?  Have  inaerrectioo 
and  insubordination  gained  head  in  this 
qountry ;  or  has  it  appeared  that  the  pow*> 
era  of  the  law  have  been  intrusted  to 
hands  unequal  to  the  task  of  maintaining 
the  jpeace  of  the  country  ?  With  respect 
to  Ireland,  so  long  the  source  of  com- 
plaint and  discussion  in  this  House— a 
country  whose  people  aU  parties  had  long 
desired  might,  by  some  method,  be  con- 
ciliated to  the  support  of  the  Crown  and 
Government  of  the  empire — is  it  in  Ire- 
li^ndi  I  repeat,  that  we  have  proved  that 
we  are  unable  to  pocure  the  afiections, 
and  have  lost  to  the  Crown  the  support, 
of  a  generous  people  ?  What  right,  then, 
I  ask,  has  the  noble  Lord  to  charge  the 
Government  with  crippling  the  energies  of 


faal  matter,  I  r^ever  kfiaw  subn^itted  to  the    tha  country,  when,  during  the  whole  of 


this    debate,   neither  he,  nor  any  other 
Member  of  the  numerous  and  able  oppo- 
sition I  see  arrayed  on  the  benches  before 
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me,  has  been  able  to  adduce  a  single  proof 
in  support  of  that  charge !     1  trust  it  will 
be  unnecessary  forme,  after  the  convincing 
reply  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friends,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  and 
the  Secretary  at  War,  on  the  first  night  of 
the  debate,  to  the  constitutional  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth, 
to  dwell  long  upon  that  topic.     The  gene- 
ral proposition  of   the  right  hon.  Baronet 
is,  that  a  Government  which  does  not  pos- 
sess the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  a  sufficient  degree  to  enable  them 
to  carry  their  measures,  ought  not  to  re- 
main in  office  ;  and  that  their  continuance 
in  office,  under  such  circumstances,  is  con- 
trary to   the   spirit  of    the  constitution. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  referred  to  several 
acts    and    proceedings    of    this    House, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  prove  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  is  in  the  situation  poin- 
ted  at  by  the  resolution.     With  respect  to 
the  precedents  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net brought  forward  in  order  to  sustain  his 
general   proposition,   I   think  there   was 
hardly  one  which  bore  out  what  it  was  in- 
tended to  support ;   because  it  does  hap- 
pen, that,  in  hardly  one  of  those  instances, 
was  confidence  withdrawn,  because  the 
Ministers  of  the  day  were  unable  to  carry 
through  the  House  of  Commons  the  legis- 
lative measures  which  they  considered  ne- 
cessary.    My  right  hon.  Friend,  on  the 
6rst  night  of  the  debate,  quoted  the  cases 
of  Lord  Sunderland's  Administration,  who 
were  defeated  on  the  Peerage  Bill,  in  1717 
^-of  Sir  R.  Walpole,  who  abandoned  the 
Excise  Bill  after  he  bad  introduced  it — of 
Mr.  Pitt,  who  was  defeated  on  his  Forti- 
fication Resolutions — and  of   Lord  Liver- 
pool who  was  defeated  on  the  Property 
Tax — to  show  that  it  has  not  been  the 
practice  for  a  Government  to  resign  be- 
cause it  was  unable  to  carry  all  its  mea- 
sures, even  when  those  which  were  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Commons  happen  to  be 
of  a  most  important  character.     But  then 
the  right  hon.   Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  referred  triumphantly  to  the 
case  of  Lord  North.  What  was  that  case? 
It  was   Lord    North's  administration  of 
affairs  that  was  condemned  by  the  House 
of  Commons — it  was  the  manner  in  which 
he  employed  the  power  and  resources  of 
the  country,  in  a  war  against  the  revolted 
colonies,  as  they  were  called  at  the  time, 
of  North  America.    The  House  of  Com- 
mons came  to  a  resolution,  that,  after  hav- 
ing  lost  thirteen  colonies,  and  after  an  im- 


mense expenditure  of  blood  and  treamre^ 
offensive  operations  ought  no  longer  to  be 
continued  on  the  continent  of  North  Ame* 
rica.    And  then  the  House  of  Commoot 
passed  another  resolution,  declaring  that 
any  one  would  be  an  enemy  to  his  Sove* 
reign  and  his  country,  who  should  advise 
his  Majesty  longer  to  prosecute  the  war  in 
North  America.     Was  that,  then,  a  ques- 
tion respecting  a  legislative  measure  ?-^ 
was  it,  for  instance,  such  a  question  as 
fixing  the  duration  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission for  ten  or  five  years  ?     No ;  it  was 
a  question  affecting  the  whole  administra- 
tion of  affairs.     It  was  a  question  respect* 
ing  the  waste  of  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, which  resulted  in  the  discomfiture  of 
the  King's  forces,  and  the  loss  of  thirteea 
colonies,  now  forming  the  United  States 
of  America.    I  think  it  must  be  confessed 
that  the  case  of  Lord  North,  at  least,  rests 
on  entirely  different  ground  from  that  of 
the  existing  Administration,  and  is  alto- 
gether inapplicable  as  a  precedent.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  must  be  aware  thai 
there  was  one  case  in  which  a  contest  was 
maintained  by  a  Minister  against  a  major* 
ity  of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  that, 
although  in  fourteen  different  instances, 
extending  over  a  considerable  period  of 
time,  the  House  showed  by  its  votes  Ihat 
it  considered  that  Minister  unworthy  of 
its  confidence,  be  still  continued  st  Che 
head  of  the  Government.    That  Minister 
was  Mr.  Pitt.    Let  us  see  how  that  pre- 
cedent applies.    Now,  with  respect  to  llie 
general  principle  involved  in  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  resolution,  namely,  that  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  ought  to  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
at  once  assent  to  it ;  and  I  do  not  tbink-^ 
although  the  contrary  has  bees  alleged-* 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  attempted  to 
impugn  it.     I  admit  at  once,  that  if  the 
House  of  Commons,  for  any  reason,  con- 
tinues to  refuse  its  confidence  to  the  Mi«> 
nisters  of  the  Crown,  it  is  impossible  for 
them  to  continue  in  office.    That  is  the 
general   principle,    in    which    I  concur, 
with    one  alternative,  however,  with  re- 
spect  to  which  I  shall  presently  address 
a  few   words  to  the  House.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  thst  the  case  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  in  1784,  was  peculiar,  because  Mr. 
Fox  had  complained  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  Minister  was  brought  into  of- 
fice, alleging,  that  he  owed  bis  sppoiou 
ment  to  secret  influence,  by  whose  agency 
the    previous    sdmiQistration    bad    beeo 
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overtbrown.  I  am  willing  lo  admit, 
that*  as  far  as  it  goes,  that  is  a  per- 
fectly fair  statemeot  of  the  case;  but 
then  it  does  not  go  far  enough.  It  must 
be  recollected,  that  there  was  another 
question  in  dispute  between  Mr.  Pitt  and 
Mr.  Fox ';  and  that  was,  the  question  of 
the  India  Bill,  which  Mr.  Fox  affirmed  to 
be  framed  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
principles  of  the  constitution  ;  whilst  Mr. 
Pitt,  on  the  other  hand,  characterised  it 
as  an  attempt  to  create  a  fourth  estate  in 
the  realm,  and  declared  that  it  would  be 
utterly  destructive  of  the  constitution. 
Did  it  at  all  depend  even  on  that  ques- 
tion whether  Mr.  Pitt  should  remain  in 
office  or  not?  Far  from.it,  Mr.  Pitt 
introduced  his  India  Bill,  and,  when  he 
proposed  to  go  into  committee  upon  it, 
was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  the  House. 
And  yet,  although  it  had  been  affirmed  in 
debate,  that  the  bill  was  of  the  greatest 
importance — and,  indeed,  it  was  the  sole 
measure  of  Mr.  Pitt's  Administration — 
that  Minister  did  not  consider  its  rejec« 
tioa  by  the  House  of  Commons  a  suffi- 
cient ground  for.  resigning  office.  Did 
Mr«  Fox  reprobate  this  course  of  proceed- 
ing ?  Did  he  say,  that  a  Minister  who 
was  unable  to  carry  measures  he  consi- 
dered essential,  ought  no  longer  to  remain 
in  office  ?  Did  he  maintain  the  doctrine 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  embodied 
in  his  resolution?    No;  Mr.  Fox  said  :•» 

"  I  readily  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
asserted  that  the  failure  of  any  bill  proposed 
by  a  Minister  afforded  no  cause  for  that  Min- 
ister's dismissal  from  office-— this  is  a  sound 
doctrine.'' 

Thus,  Mr.  Fox,  so  far  from  affirming 
the  doctrine  laid  down  in  the  right  hon. 
Baronet'a  resolution,  affirmed  directly  the 
contrary.  Mr.  Pitt  remained  in  office 
after  having  lost  this  bill ;  and  Mr.  Fox 
concurred  with  him  in  opinion,  that  the 
loss  of  the  bill  was  no  real  ground  for  re- 
signation. On  that  occasion  we  see  Mr. 
Pitt  and  Mr.  Fox  concurring  in  their  read* 
iogoftfae  constitution;  and  now  we  see 
a  vice-president  of  the  Pitt  Club,  moving 
a  resolution,  which  is  supported  by  a 
right  hon.  Baronet  who  professes  a  great 
veneration  for  the  principles  of  Mr.  Fox— 
which  involves  a  doctrine  opposed  to  that 
which  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Fox  conjointly 
maintained.  But  thehon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter  said,  I  think,  that  the  cases  of 
the  defeat  of  Mr.  Pitt  on  the  Fortification 
Bill,  and  of  Lord  Liverpool  ou  the  Pro* 


perty  Tax,  furnished  no  ground  for  the 
resignation  of  those  Ministers,  although 
they  did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  sufficiently  to  carry 
their  measures,  because  there  evidently 
was  not,  at  the  time,  a  Ministry  capable 
of  being  formed  to  succeed  them.  But 
the  present  resolution  says  nothing  of  that 
kind.  It  merely  declares,  that  the  con* 
linuance  of  Ministers  in  office,  un« 
der  the  circumstances  stated,  is  at 
variance  with  the  spirit  of  the  coo« 
stitution.  The  resolution  ought  to  have 
contained  a  saving  clause,  like  that  in- 
troduced into  the  resolution  proposed  by 
the  noble  Member  for  Liverpool  relative 
to  the  Sugar  Duties,  and  which  was  com- 
prised in  qualifying  words  in  this  sense  ; 
"  especially  when  a  sufficient  amount  of 
sugar  is  likely  to  be  imported."  The  re- 
solution before  the  House  ought,  in  fact, 
to  run  thus :  **  that  the  continuance  of 
Ministers  in  office  under  such  circum« 
stances,  especially  when  there  are  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  perfectly  able  and  per- 
fectly willing  to  take  their  places,  &c." 
Perhaps,  the  rip^ht  hon.  Baronet  may 
find  it  necessary  to  amend  his  resolution, 
in  order  to  bring  it  into  agreement  with 
the  admission  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Exeter,  and  with  the  course 
of  Parliamentary  precedent.  The  observ- 
ations which  I  have  made  have  reference 
to  the  general  tenour  of  the  resolution  as 
a  constitutional  precedent,  and  to  the 
merits  of  that  resolution,  as  professions  to 
be  founded  on  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion ;  and  it  certainly  appears  to  me,  that 
after  the  arguments  advanced  by  my 
right  hon.  Friends,  and  what  I  have  now 
stated,  nothing  can  be  more  clear,  than 
that,  so  far  from  being  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  the 
present  resolution  would  form  an  entirely 
new  precedent,  which,  as  I  will  proceed 
to  show,  it  would  neither  be  6t  for  this 
House  to  adopt,  nor  for  any  future  Minis- 
ters, who  had  at  heart  the  welfare  of  their 
country,  to  follow.  Let  us  consider  what 
has  been  the  course  of  the  constitution  of 
late  years ;  for  I  suppose,  that  there  is  no 
one  who  will  not  admit,  that,  with  a 
change  of  circumstances,  and  with  a  dif- 
ference in  the  position  of  the  country,  a 
different  course  of  administration  becomes 
necessary ;  and  that,  although  the  gene- 
ral spirit  of  the  constitution  remains  the 
same,  yet  the  mode  in  which  it  is  to  be 
acted  upon  must  vary  from  time  to  time. 
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If  the  House  will  consider  what  has  been 
the  course  of  the  constitution  for  the  last 
century,  I  think  they  will  see,  that  that 
which  is  required  from  Ministers^  at  the 
present  time,  is^  very  different  from  that 
which  was  required  formerly ;  and  that 
the  task  imposed  upon  Ministers  formerly, 
was  much  less  difficult  than  that  which 
they  have  now  to  undergo.  If  the  House 
will  refer  to  what  hits  passed  in  the  course 
of  the  present  debates,  they  will  perceive, 
that  as  I  have  already  observed,  the  gene- 
ral course  of  our  Administration  is  not  the 
point  in  dispute.  We  are  not  charged 
with  having  crippled  the  resources  of  the 
country,  by  involving  it  in*  unnecessary 
and  expensive  wars,  or  by  having  exposed 
it  to  tumults  and  insurrections,  which  we 
had  not  the  power  to  quell.  No;  the 
charge  against  us  is,  that  we  have  sub- 
mitted certain  measures  for  the  approba- 
tion of  Parliament,  which  we  have  wanted 
sufficient  power  to  carry,  in  the  shape  of 
bills,  through  this  House.  Now,  if  we 
look  back  to  the  greatest  statesmen  which 
the  country  has  ever  produced— >to  those 
whose  names  are  most  regarded  for  the 
genius  and  ability  which  they  displayed  in 
the  direction  of  affalrs-^if  we  look  back 
to  Sir  R.  Walpole,  to  Lord  Chatham,  to 
Mr.  Pitt,  and  to  Mr.  Fox— if  we  refer  to 
the  administrations  of  those  great  men, 
and  then  cast  our  eyes  on  the  statute  book, 
for  the  purpose  of  secine  what  laws  they 
have  placed  there,  and  what  were  the 
legislative  measures  they  recommended 
and  carried  through  Parliament,  I  fear 
we  shall  meet  with  but  a  meagte  return, 
indeed,  for  our  labour.  It  is  not,  that 
those  Ministers  did  not  answer  all  that 
was  required  of  them  in  their  time-^it  is 
not  that  they  were  not  fully  equal  to  the 
conduct  of  affairs,  according  to  the  princi* 
pies  they  professed -^but  that  the  usages 
of  the  constitution  did  not  then  require, 
that  those  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
should  bring  forward  legislative  measures ; 
and,  indeed,  for  the  greater  part  of  the 
last  centurv,  did  not  even  require  them  to 
take  a  uniform  and  consistent  part,  either 
in  supporting  or  opposing  measures  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  In  latter  times, 
however^  and  more  especially  since  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  tne  country 
and  the  constitution  have  required  a  dif- 
ferent course  of  conduct  on  the  part  of 
Ministers.  What  with  the  necessity  for 
legislation — what  with  the  difficulty  which 
individual  Members  experience  in  carrying 


through    bills  —  what     with    the    great 
changes  so  lon^;  delayed,  and  t^hich,  after 
the  passing  of  the   Reform  Bill,  it  was 
indispensable  to  make  suddenly,  ftnd  on 
various  subjects— fh>m  all  these  diffisrent 
causes  an  expectation  has  arisen,  .tbat  the 
Oovernment  should  bring  forward  mea- 
sures on  subjects  which  excite  public  at- 
tention, and  do  their  best  to  carry  them 
through  the  House.     Bat,  when  this  is 
the  case,  I  think  it  is  unreasonable  to  ex- 
pect, that  a  Government  should  possess 
the  same  t^eneral  and  uniform  support,  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  which 
was  required  when  Ministries  had  .merelv 
acts  of  administration  to  perform.    With 
respect  to  acts  of  adminhtrstioo,  when  a 
Minister,  in  possession  oi  all  necessary 
information,     states    his    views    to     the 
House  of  Commons,  the  Mouse  is  pre- 
pared,   either    to   give   him    its    coofi- 
dence,  in  support  of  his  general  policv, 
or  to  signify,  by  tokens  which  eanoot  be 
mistaken,  that  its  confidence    is    with. 
drawn.     But,  with  respect  to  meastires  of 
legislation,   such  as  the  Tithe  Bill,  the 
alteration  in  the  criminal  law.  Or  the  Poor- 
law  bill,  and  alt  measures  of  a  similar 
kind,  each  Member  of  the   Honie  is  in 
possession  of  all  necessary  information; 
and,  though  Members  may  be  disposed  to 
yield  a  certain  degree  of  deference  to  a 
Government,  it  can  hardly  be  expected 
that  they  should   place   such  nnltmited 
confidence  in  them  as  to  approve  of  OYery 
measure  in  detail  which  they  introduce 
into  Parliament.     Therefore,  If,  on    the 
one  hand,  new  duties  have  been  imposed 
on   Ministers,   and   you   require  them  to 
carry  through  Parliament  measures,  which 
they  deem  of  essential  importance ;  so,  on 
the  other  hand,  you  must  make  a  lair 
allowance  for  the  effect  of  discussion,  and 
the  expression  of  the  deliberate  opinions, 
first,  of  Meml)ers  of  this  House;  and, 
secondly,  of  our  constituents,  which  will 
inevitably  occasion  the  alteration  of  some 
measures,  and  the  rejection  of  others. 
Am  I  making  an  apology  for  the  present 
administration  only,  or,  stating  what  does 
not  apply  to  previous  administrations  ?  As 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  founded  his 
motion  entirely  upon  the  failure  of  some 
of  our  measures>  and  on  the  carrying  of 
others  by  the  support  of  our  opponents,  t 
must  take  the  liberty  of  referring  to  the 
only  measures  I  know  of  during  the  time 
the  hon.  Baronet  formed  part  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington's  Administration ;  and|  as 
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the  right  hon*  Member  for  Pembroke  has 
Ulluded  tooiirlegialattte  eRbrteJowhatcer^ 
Uioty  a)>peared  to  me  to  be  a  tone  of  unusai 
bitierneiti  I  must  alio  lake  leave  to  advert 
to  defeats  stMtained  during  the  time  when 
the  ri^t  hon«  Gentleman  and  t  were  both 
Membera  of  the  same  administration, 
which,  whatever  else  may  be  said  of  It, 
did  not  want  a  eonsiderable  majority  in 
the  House  of  Commons  daring  the  greater 
part  of  its  career  s  I  allude  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  whieh  Earl  Orey  was  the 
head,  and  Lord  Althorp  the  leader  in  this 
House.  First,  with  respect  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth^ 
I  broughl  forward,  in  1828  a  motion  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  met  that 
motion  by  a  direot  negative  t  but  it  was 
carried  by  a  majority  of  forty «  Did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  say,  '*  I  have  been 
defeated }  it  is  oiear  that  I  have  lost  tlie 
eooftdence  of  the  House,  and  must  no 
longer  continue  in  odiee»"  Par  from  it. 
He  said,  **  I  will  contribttte>  in  the  best 
way  i  can,  to  carry  into  effect  the  motion 
I  ftmnerly  opposed.''  The  right  hon. 
Baronet's  discomfiture  did  not  stop  there. 
The  nent  time  the  questioo  came  before 
the  House,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro* 
posedi  that)  instead  of  repealing  the  Cor^ 
poration  and  Test  Acts,  they  should  be 
merely  suspended^  I  thought,  Ihat  those 
aots  ware  founded  in  bigotry  and  intolC'- 
nmce.  I  looked  upon  them  as  relics  of 
the  days  of  religious  persecution;  and 
each  being  my  opinbns.  I  said  that  they 
most  be  totally  repealed.  Upon  that 
point  the  right  hon*  Baronet  did  not  ven- 
ture to  divide  the  House.  He  left  the 
House  in  possession  of  an  hon.  Member 
of  the  Oppositmn,  as  I  then  was;  and, 
when  the  vote  was  carried  against  his 
wishes,  all  that  he  said  was,  that  he  had 
been  at  the  time  absent  from  the  House, 
taking  refreshment  up  stairs.  Bat  that 
was  a  strong  administration !  It  was  not 
the  weak,  imbecile,  and  incompetent  ad- 
ministration which  has  governed  the 
oouotry  for  the  last  few  years.  In  the 
next  year,  another  important  measure  was 
brought  forward;  and  what  was  it?  It 
so  happend  that,  in  1827,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  bed  spoken  on  the  question  of 
the  relief  proposed  td  be  given  to  Roman 
Catholies,  and  stated  that,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  not  a  measure  which  could  be  made 
a  matter  of  doubt  or  compromise,  beoause 
it  wettM  be  ioeompatiUe  with  the  maio« 


tenance  of  (he  constitution,  and  the  wel- 
fare and  security  of  the  Church.  Could 
stronger  objections  be  urged  against  any 
measure  f  And  yet,  in  1829,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  brought  forward  that  very 
measure,  which,  at  the  time,  he  stated 
most  fairly  ahd  candidly  to  be  the  mea- 
sure 6f  his  opponents,  and  not  his  own  ! 
The  only  reason  assigned  fbr  passing  the 
measure  at  that  particular  time,  which  had 
not  existed  before,  was,  that  large  bodies 
of  men  were  congregated  in  Ireland,  who, 
by  threats  and  menaces,  forced  the  admi« 
nistration,  of  which  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton  was  the  head,  to  adopt  a  measure 
whioh  thev  had  themselves  declared  to  be 
incompatible  with  the  security  of  the 
Churcn  and  the  maintenance  of  the  consti- 
tution. And  this  was  your  strong  Govern- 
ment I  This  was  the  Government  which 
could  carry  through  its  measures.  Why, 
that  measure  Was  opposed  by  one  half  of 
the  usual  supporters  of  the  Government. 
It  was  opposed  in  a  manner  the  most  vio- 
lent and  acrimonious,  and  was  carried 
only  in  consequence  of  the  constant  at- 
tendance and  active  support  given  to  the 
Government  by  the  Opposition  of  that 
day.  And  yet  the  noble  Lord,  who  has 
just  sat  down,  analysed  the  divisions  of 
this  Mouse,  and  told  us  that  our  continu- 
ance in  office  was  incompatible  with  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  because,  upon 
duestions  of  far  less  importance  than 
that  of  1829,  we  have  received  the  sup- 
port of  our  political  opponents.  The  Duke 
of  Wellington's  Administration  was  suc- 
ceeded by  that  of  £arl  Gre^.  One  of  the 
first  things  that  occurred  in  Lord  Grey's 
Administration  was  a  defeat,  by  a  majority 
of  forty-six,  upon  a  proposition  relative 
to  the  timber  duties.  Besides  this  defeat, 
many  parts  of  their  budget,  being  opposed, 
were  withdrawn.  In  the  next  Parliament 
the  Administration  had  an  overwhelming 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commons^  I 
think  that  the  party  who  now  bring  for- 
ward and  support  tne  present  resolution, 
at  that  time  mustered  not  more  than  from 
120  to  140;  and  yet,  in  that  House  of 
Commons,  the  Ministers  were  subjected 
to  more  than  one  defeat,  and  I  may  parti- 
cularly refer  to  that  upon  the  malt  duty. 
After  being  defeated  upon  that  question. 
Ministers  came  down  to  the  House,  and 
asked  It  to  rescind  the  resolution  which  it 
had  come  to ;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
most  fairlv  and  handsomely  came  down, 
and  gave  liis  support  to  the  Government 
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upon  Ihat  occasion*  He  sapported,  with 
the  greatest  ability,  the  motion  for  re- 
sciodiog  the  resolution  for  the  repeal  of 
the  malt  doty.  Was  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pembroke  shocked  at  that  ?  Was 
the  noble  Lord  ?  Did  they  then  say,  that 
such  an  act  of  generosity,  on  the  part  of 
the  Opposition,  was  never  before  heard 
of  ?  I  do  not  remember  any  thing  of  that 
kind  to  have  occurred.  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  and 
myself,  were  parties  to  another  proceeding, 
upon  which  we  were  opposed  by  a  great 
many  of  onr  usual  supporters,  and  sup- 
ported by  our  opponents.  I  allude  to  the 
Church  Temporalities  Bill.  In  bringing 
forward  that  measure,  the  noble  Lord 
stated,  I  think  on  just  grounds,  that  the 
funds  to  be  derived  from  the  improvement 
of  church  leases  would  be  the  property, 
not  of  the  Church,  but  of  the  State.  It 
was  found,  that  that  bill,  which  bad  met 
with  considerable  opposition  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  was  not  likely  to  pass  through 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  if  it  con- 
tained the  important  provision  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded,  and  therefore  the  noble 
Lord  abandoned  the  clause  in  order  to 
carry  the  bill ;  thus  making  an  important 
concession  to  his  opponents.  Now,  I 
maintain  that  there  was  no  loss  of  dig- 
nity ;  there  was  no  sacrifice  of  honour,  in 
that  proceeding.  Because,  with  our  mixed 
constitution,  especially  with  a  Reformed 
House  of  Commons,  and  a  House  of 
Lords,  constituted  as  it  is  at  the  present 
moment,  we  must  be  prepared  to  make 
such  concession  and  compromises  as 
these,  if  any  measures  are  to  be  carried, 
which  conduce  to  the  benefit  of  the  public 
at  large.  My  opinion  is,  at  least,  that 
any  Government  which  is  not  prepared 
sometimes  to  listen  to  the  objections  of 
their  opponents,  will  deservedly  lose  the 
means  of  carrying  some  of  their  measures, 
and,  with  the  power  of  carrying  them,  they 
would  loie  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
That  principle  was  fully  acted  on  when 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  opposite  expressed 
his  objection  to  another  part  of  the  same 
bill.  For  when  he,  though  at  the  head 
of  only  a  small  minority,  urged  the  Go- 
vernment to  alter  those  provisions  of  the 
bill  which  affected  the  interests  of  existing 
incumbents,  they  felt  so  strongly  the  force 
of  his  arguments,  that  Lord  Althorp  re- 
quested  time  to  consider  them^  and  after- 
wards announced  that  he  was  prepared  to 
abandon  that  portion  of  iha  measure.    I 


think  I  have  shown  that  those  eompio- 
mises  and  concessions,  to  which  so  moch 
importance  has  been  attached  during  thk 
debate,  are  not  matters  of  such  entire 
novelty  as  hon.  Members  opposite  woold 
have  the  House  believe ;  and  I  must  add, 
that,  if  you  impose  upon  Government  the 
necessity  of  introdncing  legislative  mea- 
sures, it  is  only  by  such  means  thej 
can  succeed  in  carrying  them  tbrosgfa 
Parliament.  I  remarked  before,  that,  if 
we  referred  to  the  statute  book  for  a  re* 
cord  of  the  legislative  labours  of  emioeot 
statesmen  of  former  times,  we  should  find 
but  little  done  in  the  way  of  abrogation  of 
bad  laws,  and  still  less  in  the  way  of  the 
introduction  of  good  laws.  But  wbeo  we 
come  to  recent  years,  and  look  at  what 
the  successive  administrations  of  Lord 
Grey  and  Lord  Melbourne  have  effected, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  be  struck  with  the 
great  changes  which  have  taken  place-* 
some  entirely  of  a  legislative,  and  others 
of  a  mixed  legislative  and  administrative 
character.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
addressing  the  House  the  other  night,  told 
us,  that  he  had  been  for  ten  years  practi* 
cally  out  of  the  administration  of  affairs, 
and  that  he  must  therefore  take  a  review 
of  our  financial  condition  daring  that 
period.  I  confess  that  seemed  to  m^to 
be  a  somewhat  carious  statement  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  at  if  he 
had  not  been  watching  and  attending  to  the 
progress  of  affairs  whilst  he  has  been  oat 
of  office.  But  meeting  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  his  own  ground,  adopting  his 
own  position,  and  taking  a  review,  not  of 
the  financial,  but  of  the  legislative  mea- 
sures of  the  Government,  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  observe  what  cbangea 
have  taken  place  during  his  ten  years'  ab* 
sence  from  office.  When  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  quitted  office,  he  left  the  power 
of  returning  Members  to  this  House,  in 
some  150  or  200  instances,  entirely  m 
the  hands  of  individuals,  who  either  re* 
turned  themselves  to  Parliament,  or  bar* 
gained  for  the  patronage  and  favour  of 
Government,  in  consideration  of  returning 
their  friends;  or  actually  sold  to  some 
one,  for  a  yearly  pension,  the  power  of 
sitting  in  the  House.  He  left  the  great 
towns  of  this  country  —Manchester,  Leeds» 
Birmingham,  and  Sheffield,  and  moet  of 
the  other  great  marts  of  mannfactares,  and 
some  of  commerce— totally  nnrcpreaented 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  were  now  to  reUim  to  o&ei 
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he  would  find  no  such  power  tested  in  in- 
dividoaIs»  as  they  formerly,  by  usarpation, 
had  contrived  to  obtain.  He  would  find 
that  the  great  manufacturing  and  com* 
mercial  towns  of  this  country  have  re- 
presentatives;  and  that  some  hundred 
thousand  persons^  who  formerly  did  not 
possess  the  elective  franchise,  now  form 
part  of  the  base  on  which  this  House  rests. 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  quitted 
office,  be  left  some  800,000  human  beings, 
under  the  British  dominiout  who  were 
considered  as  mere  goods  and  chattels — 
who  were  treated  with  all  the  inhumanity 
to  which  brute  beasts  are  sometimes  ez- 
posedy  and  who  were  disposed  of  as  mere 
property,  and  were  liable  to  all  the  afflic- 
tions which  attend  upon  compulsory 
labour*  Fie  would  now  find  them  con- 
verted into  a  population  of  freemen,  in 
the  enjoyment  of  property,  and  as  well 
off,  perhaps,  as  any  labourers  on  the  face 
of  the  earth.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  on 
quitting  office,  left  such  abuses  existing 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor-laws,  as 
threatened,  in  the  first  place,  to  swallow 
up  the  greater  part  of  the  landed  property 
of  the  country;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
were  rapidly  debasing  the  character  of  the 
labouring  class  of  this  country — one  of  the 
finest  bodies  of  men  that  ever  existed.  He 
would  find,  too,  on  returning  to  office,  that 
a  law  has  been  passed,  which  has  had  the 
effect,  not  only  of  saving  landed  property 
from  confiscation,  but  of  elevating  the 
character  of  the  labourers.  The  right 
bon.  Baronet  left  municipal  corporations, 
in  many  instances,  self^elected,  going  on 
from  generation  to  generation  without 
being  subject  to  any  popular  control,  in 
consequence  of  which,  their  funds  were 
frequently  disposed  of  fraudulently ;  but, 
at  all  events,  secretly,  and  without  the 
superintendence  necessary  to  secure  cor- 
rectness and  honesty  in  local  administra- 
tions. He  will  find  that  popular  control 
has  been  introduced  into  those  bodies,  in 
order  to  secure  the  proper  administration 
of  the  funds,  and  the  good  government  of 
the  towns  in  which  they  are  established. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  left  tithes  a  source 
of  constant  irritation  between  clergymen 
and  their  parishioners— converting  what 
ought  to  have  been  the  relations  of  charity 
and  benevolence  into  feelings  of  dissension 
and  ill-will.  He  wiU  find  that  that  source 
of  contention  and  strife  has  been  dried  up, 
and  that,  by  removing  it,  that  church,  to 
irbicb  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  spoken 


says  we  have  done  so  much  injury,  has 
been  avowedly  more  strengthened  than  by 
any  measure  which  the  strongest  adminis- 
tration ever  passed.  Do  not  tell  me  that 
part  of  that  plan  is  due  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  attempt  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion was  first  made  by  Lord  Althorp ;  and 
if  we  had  had  the  misfortune  to  do  what 
Lord  Althorp  did,  namely,  introduce  bills 
on  the  subject  of  the  tithes,  in  many  suc- 
cessive years,  without  carrying  them,  we 
should,  no  doubt,  have  had  it  referred  to 
as  part  of  our  sins.  But  to  return  :— 
That  which  I  consider  the  essential  part 
of  the  Tithe  Act,  is  the  making  commuta* 
tion  compulsory.  That  principle  was  in« 
troduced  by  the  present  Government; 
and  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  it  will 
efiectually  remove  all  the  old  evils  con* 
nected  with  tithes.  In  Ireland,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  left  the  poor  and  infirm 
without  legal  provision  for  their  relief.  He 
will  find  that  legal  provision  now  estab- 
lished ;  and  the  foundation  is  thus  laid  of 
a  great  social  and  moral  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  Theright  hon.Baronet 
left  a  source  of  constant  disputes  between 
the  Clergy  and  Dissenters,  in  consequence 
of  the  compulsory  enforcement  of  the 
marriage  ceremonv  according  to  the  rites 
of  the  church,  and  the  necessity  of  receiv- 
ing baptism  according  to  the  same  rites, 
in  order  to  secure  the  registration  of  births. 
He  will  find  that  an  act  has  been  passed 
which  has  removed  those  grievances— 
those  sources  of  angry  feeling  and  dissa- 
tisfaction, by  means  which  are  at  once 
simple  and  efficacious,  and  have  given  rise 
to  complaint  from  no  party.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  left  the  corporations  of  Ire- 
land the  seats  of  exclusiveness  and  in- 
tolerance, to  the  injury  of  the  great  body 
of  the  people.  He  will  find  that,  now,  the 
right  principle  has  been  introduced,  though 
it  has  not  been  acted  upon,  as  I  think  it 
should  be,  in  details,  of  making  corpora- 
tions in  the  great  towns  of  Ireland  sulgect 
to  popular  control.  There  is  another  sub- 
ject, with  respect  to  which  I  must  solicit 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  short 
time.  The  subject  is  one  which  has  not 
excited  much  party  discussion,  but  upon 
which  a  great  change  has  taken  place,  in 
efiecting  which  the  present  administration 
has  borne  its  part.  I  allude  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Criminal-law-- and  I  speak 
not  of  mere  formal  amendments,  but  of 
such  that  afiect  the  number  of  persons 
sentenced  to  death,  and  esecuted*    I  find^ 
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ffrom  t  rtturn  which  I  Mked  fbr  the  other 
day.  that,  nrom  1891  to  1895  incluiive, 
6990  penoas  were  sentenced  to  deaths 
And  364  executed,  beiog  an  aferage  of 
•eventy-five  yearly.  From  1896  to  1830| 
6670  were  aentenoed  to  death,  and  308 
were  executed,  being;  an  aterage  of  auty- 
one  yearly.  From  1831  to  18^i  5059 
were  aenteoced  to  death,  and  910  exe* 
eatidi  beiog  an  aterage  of  forty-two 
yearly.  From  1836  to  1840,  in  the 
iecond  year  of  which  period  those  amend- 
menia  of  tl»e  oriminal  law  were  adopted 
wbleh  I  had  the  honoor  of  introducing, 
the  number  aentenoed  to  death  was  only 
1181,  and  the  number  executed  only  fifty* 
one,  being  an  averase  of  ten  yearly*  It 
appears,  thereftne,  tnat  in  the  first  ten 
years,  663  persons  sufibred  death ; 
whereasi  in  the  last  ten,  only  961  have 
been  executed ;  and  in  the  last  five  years, 
capital  punishment  has  been  inflicted  In 
only  fifty*one  cases.  This  is  a  change 
which  I  look  back  to  with  satisfaction. 
Now,  I  beg  the  House  to  sum  op  the 
measures  to  which  I  have  referradi-^the 
Reform  Aet,  the  Act  for  the  Abolition  of 
Slavery,  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Aet, 
the  Municipal  Corporation  Reform  Act, 
the  English  Tithe  Act,  the  Irish  Poor, 
law  Act,  the  Act  for  the  Registration  of 
Births  and  Deaths,  the  Irish  Corporation 
Aot|  the  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  and,  I  may  add»  the  Ca« 
nada  Union  Act-^nd  I  ask  whether,  in 
any  similar  space  of  ten  years,  any  Admi* 
niatration  which  has  existed  in  this  coun- 
try ever  introduoed  greater  and  more  im- 
portsnt  measures,  or  I  should  rather  say, 
efieeted  gveater  and  more  important  im« 
provemenia  T  And  yet  it  is  upon  our  as* 
serted  failure  in  legislation-*-putting  aside 
every  oonskleration  connected  wiUi  our 
internal  and  external  administratioti  of 
afiaiiSH^putting  aside  every  thing  done  by 
the  executive,  both  at  home,  in  the  coki* 
niea,  and  abroad  *«the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  his  supporters  found  their  charge 
against  us.  In  return,  I  show  you  a  part 
of  what  we  have  done,  omitting  to  notice 
minor  measures,  which  ars  not,  however, 
unimportant,  but  with  respect  to  which 
I  abstain  firom  troubling  the  House.  I 
have  shown  the  Important  legislative 
ohangea  whfeh  have  been  introduced  and 
carriM  by  that  Administration  which  has 
been  so  charged^ii*!  will  say,  so  calumni- 
ated. Let  it  be  recollected,  that  ail  these 
cbangesi  beginning  with  the  Reform  Act| 


I  have  been  effected  without  any  oT   tbe 
direful  evils  of  a  revolution  —  that     we 
have  not  seen,  in  this  country,  what  hns 
accompanied    great  chaogea,   in    fertser 
days,  in  this  eountry,  and  almost  in  the 
present  day  in  other  countriea-*  a  civil 
war.  and  parties  running  to  arms  to  coo- 
thna  against  each  othen     On  the  con* 
trary,  although  hon*  Gentlemen  opponte 
bring  these  charges  against  our  mniiage^ 
meat  of  the  finances,  the  security  of  the 
public  fonds  has  gone  on  constantly  iB« 
creasing  since  the  accession  of  Barl  Grey 
to  office.    But  I  will  not  go  so  fir  bnek 
as  that.    1  will  take  the  year  1835,  ainoe 
it  has  been  particularly  dwelt  upon  by 
hon.  Members  opposite — the  period  at 
which  the    existing   AdministratiOD  was 
formed --and  I  ask,   whether  thero  haa 
been  any  thing  like  senoos  disturbaaee  in 
this  countrv  whilst   the   great   ohuges 
which  the  Government  has  efiected  were 
in  progress  t  Have  not  these  chaogea  been 
acGomplithed  in  the  midst  of  peace  ?    I 
have  been,  perhaps,  too  sensitive  with  re- 
gard to  what  are  called  organw  chaogea. 
1  feared  that,  after  the  great  eaample  of 
the  Reform  Act,    an  appetite  might  be 
created  for  other  changes  of  tba  same 
kind,  which  mieht  eventually  endanger 
the  most  valuable  and  sacred  instifuttooi 
of  the  country.    I  am  happy  to  say,  how* 
ever,  that  during  the  great  changes  and 
improvements  whkh  we  have  made — and 
I  see  near  me  my  hon*  and  learned  Priend 
the  Attorney-general,  who  has  beea  a  party 
to  many  improvements  which  1  have  not 
mentioned-^the  country  has  cootiaaed  in 
the  enjoyment  of  peace,  and  property  haa 
not  been  disturbed ;  but,  on  the  contiary, 
the  pursuits  of  Industry  have  been  IbU 
lowed  in  fully  as  much 'security  as  when 
a  Tory  Administration  thought  It  their 
great  glory  to  leave  things  alone,  to  alfow 
laws  to  remain  on  the  statute  book  which 
were  the  ofispring  of  the  most  barbarooa 
times,  and  to  leave,  in  the  eiecutlve  ad- 
ministration, relics  of  the  worst  corruption. 
I  have  stated  the  general  chaogea  which 
the  Government  has  mades  and  1  cer- 
tainly do  not  think  it  necessary,  at  fhb 
late  period  of  the  debate,  to  detain  the 
House  by  going  through  all  the  measoree 
which  it  is  alleged  the  Government  have 
been  obliged  lo  yield  to  thehr  opponeou  i 
and  therefore  I  wiil  confine  my  observa. 
tions  to  three  or  four  of  those  oases  only. 
With  regard  to  the  Appropriation  Clausay 
we  felt  It  our  duty  to  introduce  it  into  a 
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bill  brought  into  this  House,  which  we 
believed  was  likely  to  pass.  It  is  un- 
doubtedlv  true,  that  Parliament  ultimately 
passed  toe  measure  without  that  clause 
embodying  the  principle  which  we  consi- 
dered necessary  to  the  final  and  satisfac- 
tory settlement  of  the  question,  I  main- 
tain, however,  that  that  does  not  furnish 
any  proof  that  we  did  not  possess  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House  of  Commons  with 
respect  to  that  measure ;  for  the  Appro- 
l^riation  Clause  was  supported  by  a  majo- 
rity of  this  House.  We  carried  the  bill 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
sent  it,  containing  the  clause,  up  to  the 
other  House.  But,  though  it  was  carried 
to  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the  tide 
of  public  opinion  was  not  sufficiently 
strong  to  bear  it  safely  into  the  harbour  of 
legislation.  The  House  of  Lords,  it  is 
well  known,  struck  out  the  clause ;  and 
therefore,  I  say,  that  the  abandonment  of 
the  Appropriation  Clause  is  no  proof  of 
our  not  possessing  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  although  it  may  be 
considered  evidence  of  our  wanting  that 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was  my 
opinion  at  that  time,  that,  looking  to  the 
great  changes  which  had  recently  taken 
place,  and  to  the  nicely  balanced  state  of 
parties,  it  was  most  advisable,  for  the 
practical  working  of  the  constitution,  to 
wait,  in  order  that  all  parties  mte;ht  have 
an  opportunity  of  observing  whether  pub- 
lic opinion  was  in  flivour  of  the  further 
measures  of  reform  which  were  then 
mooted,  or  whether  it  would  become  what 
it  called  more  Conservative,  If  the  voice 
of  the  .country  had  been  pronounced  in 
flavour  of  further  reforms  and  liberal 
measures,  I  expected,  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would,  as  they  had  before  done, 
have  yielded  to  the  aeclared  sense  of  the 
people.  If,  on  the  contrary,  it  should  ap- 
pear that  the  voice  of  the  country  was  m 
favour  of  policy  of  a  more  Conservative 
character,  we  felt  that  it  would  be  equally 
our  duty  not  to  press  upon  the  attention 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  liberal 
measures  with  which  we  might  even  feel 
ourselves  identified  as  an  Administration. 
It  did  appear  to  os  that  the  opinion  of  the 
country  did  not  warmly  support  us  in 
maintaining  the  Appropriation  Clause,  as 
we  expected  it  would  nave  done.  But, 
since  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  alluded 
tauntinely  to  the  resolution  in  which  we 
declared  that  no  adjustment  of  the  Tithe 
question  could  be  final  or  satisfactory, 


which  did  not  involve  the  principle  of  ap- 
propriation, I  must  say  that,  although  1 
feel  myself  bound  to  support  the  settle- 
ment which  has  been  effected,  I  would 
advise  hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  be  so 
absolutely  certain  that  there  may  not  arise 
in  Ireland,  some  serious  discontent  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  that  question  has 
been  disposed  of.  This  has  been  drawn 
from  me  oy  the  allusions  which  have  been 
made  to  the  subject,  and  not  with  any 
intention  of  departing  from  the  settlement 
which  has  been  made.  On  the  contrary, 
I  shall,  under  all  circumstances,  give  my 
support  to  the  existing  law,  which  has  es« 
taolished  a  rent*charge  in  lieu  of  tithes. 
All  I  mean  to  say  is,  that  when  it  is 
alleged  that  this  settlement  is  perfiMStly 
satisikctory,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
some  doubt  may  be  entertained  npon  that 
point.  The  next  subject  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  alluded,  was  the  bill 
respecting  Jamaica.  I  cannot  help  saying, 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  right  non. 
Baronet  treated  this  topic,  was  not  alto* 
gether  marked  by  that  candour  which  I 
expected  from  him.  When  the  Jamaica 
Bill  was  brought  forward,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  **  I  do  not  think  the  mea- 
sure is  justified  bv  the  circumstances  of 
the  case;  but  if  circumstances  should 
arise  to  render  it  necessary,  I  will  support 
It,  or  some  bill  like  it.*"  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  also  said,  he  could  not  look  upon 
the  bill  as  a  party  measure,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  postponed  for  a 
year,  and  another  bill,  wanting  its  strin« 

Bint  enactments,  passed  in  the  meantime, 
ow,  after  that,  i  confess  I  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  rerer  to 
what  occurred  respecting  the  Jamaica 
Bill,  as  a  proof  that  we  did  not  possess 
the  oonfidence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
[Sir  A.  Peel:  You  refused  to  adopt  my 
views  on  the  subject.]  It  is  true  that  we 
did  lode  upon  it  in  a  different  light  fVom 
that  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
viewed  it.  That  is  perfectlv  true.  But  it 
is  equally  true,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet is  not  justified  in  treating  the  mea- 
sure, at  one  moment,  as  a  subject  which 
does  not  form  a  party  question,  and  with 
respect  to  which  we  might  fairly  adopt  his 
suggestions:  and,  at  another,  treating  it  as  a 
partv  question,  and  referring  to  our  adopt*  - 
ing  his  suggestions  as  a  proof  that  we  aid 
not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Government  resigned 
oflice  at  the  decision  which  the  Houie  of- 
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Commons  came  to  with  respect  to -the 
Jamaica  Bill ;  but  what  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  reference  to 
that  proceeding  ?  The  noble  Duke,  who 
is  not  likely  to  be  too  favourably  disposed 
towards  us,  or  anxious  for  our  continuance 
in  office,  declared,  that  we  had  acted  pre- 
maturely in  resigning.  That  opinion  the 
noble  Duke  expressed  both  in  public  and 

SriTate.      Having    resigned    our  offices, 
oweveri  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  called 
upon  to  form  an  administration ;  but  his  at- 
tempt to  do  so  failed,  owing  to  circumstances 
to  which  I  will  not  now  refer.    [*'  C/i«ers"] 
I  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  I, 
personally,  have  no  unwillingness  to  allude 
to  those  circumstances.     But  there  are 
higher  considerations  which  restrain  me. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  will  be  recoU 
lected,  after  the  failure  of  his  attempt  to 
form  an    administration,  stated    in   this 
House  various  reasons-— independently  of 
the  circumstance  to  which  I  have  just  ad- 
verted— which  induced  him  to  thmk  that 
he  would  have  found  it  very  difficult  to 
carry  on  the  Qovernment.    He  said,  that 
in  the  very  division  on  the  Jamaica  Bill 
in  which,  be  it  recollected,  we  obtained  a 
majority  of  five,  ten  Members  had  voted 
who  were  not  usually  found  amongst  his 
supporters.    He  commented,  also,  on  the 
difficulties  which  he  would  have  had  to  en- 
counter in  the  Government  of  Ireland,  and 
the  inadequate  support  he  would  have  re- 
ceived from   the  representatives  of  that 
country ;  and  he  particularly  referred  to 
the  defeat  which  he  anticipated  in   the 
coming  election  of  Speaker.    The  right 
hon.    Baronet's  anticipations   upon  that 
subject  proved  to  be  correct.     When  the 
chair  of  this  House  became  vacant,  a  Gen- 
tleman on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
was  proposed  to  fill  it,  to  whom  no  objec- 
tion  could  possibly  be  taken  on  the  score 
of  character,  or  ntness  for  that  elevated 
station*    We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
as  little  doubted  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's fitness  for  the  office  of  Speaker,  as 
hoQ*  Gentlemen    opposite,    I  am  sure, 
would  think  of  questioning  yours,  Sir.  The 
question  was  one  in  which  the  two  g^eat 
parties  took  an    interest,   because  each 
wished  to  establish,  in  the  person  of  the 
Speaker,  the  representative  of  its  opinions, 
no  result  of  tne  struggle  was  a  majority 
of  eighteen,  in  favour  of  the  candidate 
prop(Med  by  us.    Was  not  that,  I  ask,  de- 
cisive evidence  as  to  which  side  of  the 
Hquso  commanded  the  majority?    Was 


it  not  a  proof  that  we,  at  that  time,  poe* 
sessed  the  confidence  of  the  House  ?    The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pem<» 
broke,  has  referred  to  our  abandonment  of 
the    bill    for    amending   the    Poor-law 
Amendment  Act,  as  another  proof  of  ouf 
not  possessing  the  confidence  of  the  House. 
I  think  that  the  proper  time  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  havecriticised  the  bill,in  the 
way  in  which  he  did,  was  when  it  was  be- 
fore the  House.    If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  at  that  time  stated  his  objections 
to  any  parts  of  the  measure,  I  would  have 
been   prepared    to    have   given   him   an 
answer.     But,  instead  of  pursuing  that 
obvious  course,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
waited  until  the  bill  was  removed  from  the 
table  of  the  House,  and  then  took  an  op* 
portunity  of  entering  into  a  discussion  on 
its  meritSi  in  the  midst  of  an  angry  debate 
between  two  great  parties.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  accused  the  Government  of 
not  embodying  in  the  bill  some  of  the  mi* 
tigating  recommendations  of  a  committee 
of  this  House,  which  sat  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  the  Poor-law.    Now,  it  so 
happens,  that  I  had  prepared  clauses  em* 
bodying  several  of  the  recommendations 
of  that  committee,  and  I  only  withdrew 
them,  after  mature  consideration,  becanse  it 
was  made  apparent,  that,  by  adopting  Uiem 
we  should  run  a  very  great  risk  of  bringing 
back  some  of  the  worst  evils  of  the  old 
law.    For  instance,  it  is  quite  right  that  an 
allowance  in  money  should  be  given  to  a 
sick  member  of  a  working  man's  family ; 
but  if  this  was  done  by  Act  of  Parliament^ 
there  is  no  knowing  what  constractioo 
might  have  been  put  upon  it,  or  bow  far 
it  would  have  led  to  the  revival  of  the  old 
abuses.    After  full  consideration,  there* 
fore,  we  determined,  and  I  think  wisely, 
that  it  would  be  best  for  the  coaotry*-^ 
that  it  would  be  best  for  the  poor  them« 
selves — to  leave  all  matters  of  this  kiad  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Poor-kw  coounis* 
sioners,  instead  of  introducing  positive  en* 
actments  respecting  them  into  an  act  o 
Parliament.    I  now  come  to  the  last  in* 
stance  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  referred  to,  in  support  of  his 
proposition,  that  we  do  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  the   Hoose  of  Commons; 
and  that  is,  the  rejection  of  the  Budget 
brought  forward  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Chancellor  ox  the  Esche<|uer.    The 
question  involved  in  the  Budget »,  whether 
by  a  change  in  the  diflTerential  duties*^ 
whether  by  removing  abolition  and  di* 
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mioishing  restrictions-— we  cannot  increase 
the  revenoe,  supply  the  existing  deficiency, 
and  thus  avoid  the  necessity  of  imposing 
fresh  taxes.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
that,  if  he  were  in  onice,  he  would  take  a 
calm  review  of  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  state  of  our  finances,  be- 
fore he  determined  on  what  he  ought  to 
do.  Yet,  whatever  may  be  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  ability,  I  defy  him  to  find  any 
but  four  modes  by  which  the  revenue  can 
be  brought  upon  a  par  with  the  expendi- 
ture. The  first  is,  by  diminishing  our 
naval  and  military  establishments;  but 
even  the  most  sanguine  could  not  expect 
to  derive  more  than  a  million  from  this 
source ;  and  I  maintain  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  Europe,  it  would  not  be  prudent — 
it  would  not  be  safe— to  make  any  con- 
siderable reduction  in  these  services.  In  the 
second  place,  a  Government  might  go  on 
from  year  to  year,  raising  money  by  means 
of  loans ;  but  that  would  eventually  only 
augment  the  deficiency,  whilst,  at  the 
same  time,  it  could  not  fail  to  operate  in- 
juriously to  public  credit  The  third  mode 
is,  the  imposition  of  fresh  taxes.  The  re- 
maining resource  is  to  alter  the  protective 
duties.  Now,  I  confess  it  does  appear  to 
me,  that,  as  regards  a  question  involving 
considerations  of  such  magnitude  as  these 
we  ought  not,  upon  the  first  defeat,  to 
have  resigned  office,  and  transferred  power 
into  the  bands  of  our  opponents.  I  will 
not  deny  that  many  reasons  might  be 
urged  in  favour  of  such  a  course  ;  but, 
looking  to  the  great  interest  of  the  people 
as  affected  by  the  measures  which  we  have 
propounded  to  Parliament,  it  seemed  to 
us  that  the  reasons  which  existed  for  not 
tendering  our  resignation  to  our  Sovereign 
were  the  stronger.  If  we  had  done  so — 
if  we  had  taken  that  course— would  it  not 
have  been  thought  that  we  had  brought 
forward  these  measures  without  the  inten- 
tion of  standing  by  them,  and  that  we  had 
abandoned  them  on  the  first  show  of  op- 
position ?  I  say  that,  if  we  had  acted  in 
that  manner,  we  would  have  seriously  in- 
jured measures  which  we  think  benencial 
to  the  public  interest,  and  shaken  and  in- 
validated the  great  principles  we  desire  to 
see  carried  into  effect.  As  long  as  it  is 
possible  for  us  to  persevere  in  propounding 
these  measures,  taking  upon  ourselves 
the  responsibility  of  doing  so  as  long  as 
we  see  a  prospect  of  carrying  them,  aud 
thus  rendering  an  essential  benefit  to  the 
coqntry— I  think  that  we  are  bound  to 


continue  at  our  post.  The  rig^t  hon* 
Member  for  Pembroke  quoted  the  opinion 
of  a  great  man,  but  without  that  authority 
which  attaches  to  a  real  admirer  of  bis 
principles,  and  follower  of  his  conduct.  I 
will  also  quote  his  words.  On  an  occasion 
when  the  Whig  party  was  in  a  state  of 
discomfiture,  and  almost  of  despondenejf, 
Mr.  Fox  said,  that  if  he  could  entertam 
any  hope  of  advancing  the  great  cause  of 
civil  and  religious  freedom,  which  he  had 
ever  espoused,  he  would  not  slacken  in  his 
exertions ;  and  he  quoted  from  Virgil,  as 
expressive  of  his  feelings,  the  lines — 

'^  Non  ade6  has  exosa  manus  victoria  fugit, 
Ut  tanta  quicquam  pro  spe  tentarerecusem.*' 

Espousing  the  principles  of  Mr.  Pox, 
like  him  we  will  not  desert  the  cause  in 
which  we  have  embarked  \  but  will,  on 
the  contrary  do  all  in  our  power  to  contri- 
bute to  the  successof  the  measures  which  we 
have  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  the  importance  of  which, 
I  think,  it  is  impossible  to  exaggerate. 
Having,  then,  determined,  that  it  was  our 
duty  not  to  resign  our  offices  upon  the 
first  defeat  with  respect  to  those  measures, 
but  one  course  remains  open  to  us  to  pur- 
sue. The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last 
charges  us  with  having  referred  to  a  dis- 
solution by  wav  of  a  threat.  Why,  at  an 
early  period  of  this  debate,  we  were  ac* 
cused  of  not  speaking  out  on  that  very 
subject.  The  noble  Lord  quoted  a  rebuke 
which  Lord  Lansdowne  had  administered 
to  Mr.  Canning  when  he  uttered  a  threat 
of  dissolving,  but  did  we  utter  any  threat 
on  the  subject?  I  say,  we  have  neither 
uttered  threat  or  menace.  There  have, 
to  be  sure,  been  threats  and  menaces  ut- 
tered, but  they  have  proceeded  from  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke,  and  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire. They  have  threatened  my  noble 
and  hon.  Friends,  the  Members  for  Lin- 
colnshire, with  the  consequence  of  the 
votes  which  they  are  about  to  give  upon 
this  question.  I  trust  that  those  threats 
will  have  no  influence  on  the  conduct  of 
my  noble  and  hon.  Friends.  I  think  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  Lincoln- 
shire,  stands  in  far  better  grounds  with 
respect  to  his  constituents,  than  any  one 
who  would  come  forward  and  seek  to  sup- 
plant him  by  attaching  himself  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Pem- 
broke. What  IS  it  my  noble  Friend  has 
said,  both  in  the  county  of  Lincoln  and  in 
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this  Hooae  ?  He  iaM»  **  I  oppose  any 
eileratien  of  ihe  Corii4tw8.  It  may  bi 
brought  forward  by  the  Miniiterf  whoip  I 
support.  My  vote  may  causa  a  diasolutioo 
of  the  Miniatry.  I  oare  not  for  that  ooo^ 
aequence,  I  give  my  vote  on  this  ques* 
tioQ  against  tliem,  because  I  feel  that  my 
vote  on  this  subject  is  an  adherenoe  to  the 

rreaeni  law,  which  I  prefer  to  any  pther," 
b  lieve  the  constituency  of  Lincolnshire 
mav  depend  upon  men  who  hold  an  at* 
tacnment  to  the  present  principle  of  the 
Corn-laWy  without  reference  to  any  party 
tie.  But  on  what  ground  are  the  han. 
Qentlemea  to  stand,  who  are  proposed  to 
succeed  my  noble  and  hen.  Friends  f  On 
the  ground,  not  only  that  they  are  hostile 
to  the  present  Qovernroentt  but  that  they 
are  ready  to  support  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tam worth.  And  support  him  for  what  ? 
Not  on  the  great  questions  upon  which 
th^  right  hon.  Baronet  differs  from  us* 
Put  ara  they  to  support  him  by  adhering 
to  the  present  Corn4aws  ?  3;  no  means. 
But  they  are  to  support  him  on  that  won- 
derful and  immutable  principle  of  the 
sliding  scaloi  which,  as  my  hoo.  Friend* 
the  Member  for  Uncolnsnirci  has  truly 
aaiffi^  may  ba  no  protection  at  all|  or  may 
be  an  antire  prohibition.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  gathers  from  the  right 
hon*  Qantlaman's  speecht  that  ha  moans 
10  itand  Hpon  the  principle  of  the  present 
law*  I  oonfess  1  did  not  so  understand 
bimi  becauso  I  cannot  believai  thai  he 
woq|d  say  so  clearly,  both  )ast  year  and 
the  i»resent  year,  that  he  is  not  satisfied 
with  the  details  of  the  present  law,  and* 
at  i;he  same  time*  meen  to  make  only  some 
trifling  alteration  in  the  sliding  scale«  I 
cannot  think*  that  e  great  question  of  this 
kind  could  be  brought  forward  by  him  for 
(he  sake  of  soma  verv  slight  and  trifling 
aUeratioo*  (  believe*  if  be  nad  the  power* 
he  wonid  make  a  very  great  alteration* 
The  hon.  Member  for  l^ambeih  and  I  have 
rend  the  oradei  and  we  read  it  differently. 
It  i«i  to  be  sore,  a  very  obscure  and  mya- 
terions  oracle*  bat  ( gathari  from  a  states- 
man of  the  right  hop.  Baronet's  prudenoe 
and  long  experienoe  inlimating  that  he 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  present  law»  and 
would  not  adhere  to  ita  details*  that  he 
intends  some  day  or  otheri  if  he  has  the 
|M»war*  to  make  a  considerable  alteration 
-^alvrays  reserving;*  however*  the  sliding 
•calf.  How  far  that  scale  may  slide  may 
depend  upon  eaisting  circumstances.   But 


what  would  the  itincolnahim  farmers  havo 
to  look  to  ?  My  noble  and  hon.  Frienda 
may  say*-'^  This  is  an  insulScient  proteo* 
tion*  we  think  our  constituents  ought  noi 
to  accept  it.  We  would  not  vote  for  it 
when  it  was  proposed  by  our  own  friends, 
and  we  will  not  vote  for  it  now  that  it  is 
proposed  by  our  opponents."  But  if  two 
Members  were  returned  upon  the  grounds 
of  their  attachment  to  the  right  hon,  Ba« 
ronet*  they  would  say  lo  such  a  propoai* 
tjon*^"  Never  mind  tlie  Corn-laws*  never 
mind  establishing  protection  to  agriculture* 
let  the  scale  slide  down  as  far  as  it  may* 
it  being  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  who  has  our  confidence,  and  the 
great  object  being  to  support  him,  we  are 
sura  it  will  answer  its  purpose,  and  secure 
the  welfare  of  the  agricultural  interests." 
The  great  Question  that  her  Msjeaty'^ 
Ministers  haa  to  consider  on  this  occasion 
m^l  will  not  deny  it-^was*  between  resign 
nation  and  advising  an  appeal  to  the 
country.  On  a  aufcgect  of  so  much  m» 
portance  to  the  paople-^-^oonsidering  thai 
we  have  undertaken  this  questional  feel 
that  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to  offer  such 
advice  to  her  Mueety  as  we  may  think 
will  ensure  the  deoision  of  ii  by  the 
electors  of  the  realm*  dnly  consulted  upon 
tl)e  question*  I  may  be  told,  that  this 
resolutkm  is  intendea  u  a  bar  to  the  ea«> 
eroise  of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown*  I 
eannot  see  iti  althooffb*  in  terms*  it  may 
appear  to  be  so*  I  ao  not  mean  to  aai  t 
thai  a  dissolution  ia  a  prorogativo  which 
this  House  has  no  right  to  ioterfim  with. 
I  think  a  dissolution^  like  other  praroffa- 
tivea  of  the  Grown,  is  ong  in  wnich  the 
House  has  a  right,  in  oertain  cases,  to  in* 
terfere.  But  1  think  the  only  ground  upon 
which  it  can  properly  iotermre  is,  when 
this  House  can  wy*  that  the  course  of 
legislation  and  administration  ia  proceed- 
ing harmoniously*  and  that  it  ia  likely* 
both  with  reapect  to  administratkm*  and 
with  respect  to  leffislstion,  that  if  this 
House  is  not  dissolved*  maoy  beneficial 
consequeooes  to  the  country  will  ensue* 
end  that  a  diasolution  would  be  a  needleoi 
and  wanton  interference  with  the  couree 
of  business.  Such  waa  the  ground  taken 
by  Mr.  Fox  in  1784*  when  an  address  to 
the  Crowu  was  moved  against  the  disso* 
lution  of  the  Parliament  of  that  day.  He 
said*  that  the  House  wai  fully  able  to  un- 
dertake* and  would  undertake*  lo  nettle 
the  great  question  relating  to  India*  Such 
was  the  ground  thai  we  took*  wheui  in 
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)ftS6|  we  nofod  aod  carried  a  vote  of 
oeniure  ageinit  the  rig;ht  hoe.  Oentleman 
(Sir  Robert  P«el),  for  the  adviee  be  gave 
to  the  Grown  for  the  dissolution  of  that 
Parliament.  Rut  is  that  the  oourse  taken 
in  the  pieaentcasel  I  have  listened  to 
this  debate,  but  I  have  neither  heard  from 
the  right  hou.  Baronet,  nor  from  any  one 
who  followed  him,  the  assertion,  thai  if  no 
dissolution  of  the  present  Parliameei  took 
pliu:ef  it  was  likely  to  continue  for  the 
whole  sii  years  during  which  Parliaments 
aie  allowed  to  last,  with  benefit  to  the 
country,  or  with  improvement  to  Us  lagis* 
lation.  With  regard  to  legislation,  hon. 
Oeetlemen  opposite  themselves  have  made 
out,  that  various  decisions  have  been  given 
by  the  House,  some  for,  and  some  against 
Government,  Then,  with  reapect  to  the 
budget :  it  is  a  question  of  such  Impnru 
ance,  that  it  could  hardly  be  brought  to  a 
final  issue  without  appealing,  at  one  time 
or  other,  to  the  sense  of  the  people.  But 
with  regard  to  the  administration,  will  not 
the  division  of  this  night  tell  us'^whioh* 
ever  tide  may  have  the  trifling  majority, 
which  is  the  utmost  any  one  espeota^ 
will  it  not,  I  say,  show,  that  there  is  that 
degree  of  party  feeling  in  tbia  House,  that 
it  i%  not  likely,  even  if  we  had  surrendered 
the  reina  of  ofiiee  to  the  right  hon.  Baror 
neti  that  he  would  beve  found  himself  able 
lo  oontinne  the  adminiatratien  ol'  the  coun* 
try  with  the  preaent  Houee  of  Commona? 
Had  the  right  hon.  Beroaei  felt  otherwiH 
.—had  be  been  of  opinion  otherwiie,  would 
be  not  hi^ve  «tated  it?  If  the  right  bon. 
Beronet  could  have  alleged,  that»  if  he 
were  in  power,  he  could  earry  on  the  Oo« 
vernment  without  a  dtMolutioe»  would  he 
not  heve  alleged  it?  Bui  haa  be  dene 
so  ?  No.  No  doubt  the  right  hon,  Be^ 
ronet  thinka,  aa  I  ihink,  and  ee  almoat 
every  body  out  of  doore  tbinki,  thet  the 
fymptomeof  division  in  tbia  Houiei  are 
•eeh  thiit  the  pieaent  Home  of  Parliament 
eannet  be  of  leng  duretipn»  without  eome 
eppeel  being  made  to  the  people,  in  order 
to  deoide  wbioh  are  the  prlnciplet,  end 
whioh  ere  the  men.  ie  whom  they  pleoe 
eonfidenoe.  If  sueb,  then,  is  the  ce4e"«*if 
we  eennoi  ettain  the  uieful  reeult  of  evert*- 
ing  a  diisoluiion,  and  of  eentinuing  the 
preeenl  Parliement  by  eur  resignation  of 
office,  whftt  effect  w(»id  that  reiignetioe 
have  in  the  eyes  of  the  country,  but  the 
epparent  abandoement  of  thoie  principlee 
we  heve  euRported-^en  imputation,  wbicb, 
by  the  way,  Iprd  Melbourne  has  deolarecL 


would  be  the  last  he  would  like  lo  bear| 
and,  perhaps,  also,  an  impediment,  for 
some  years  to  come,  to  tlie  peseing  of 
those  meesures  of  legislation  which,  we 
think,  are  calculated  to  secure  the  welfare 
of  the  country.  Then,  Sir,  is  not  wfaust  I 
have  said  sufficient  justiSoalion  for  the 
course  that  we  are  now  pursuing  ?  Is  il 
not  a  sufficient  justification  for  our  no| 
taking  that  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  says  was  incumbent  upon  os, 
which,  no  doubt,  in  his  view,  he  considers 
incumbent  upon  us ;  but  whkih,  I  think, 
would  not  have  done  justice,  either  to  our 
principles,  or  to  the  immediate  measures 
which  we  have  propounded.  I  now  leave 
this  question  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  reaolution 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baionet,  as  a 
resolution  affecting  the  conatitulion— -put* 
ting  aside  the  merits  or  demerita  of  the 
present  Administretion,  I  think  it  is  ne| 
rightly  founded  in  precedent,  and,  above 
fdl,  ill  suited  to  the  preeent  condition  and 
state  of  our  constitution.  As  regarda  the 
Adminiatratien,  I  think,  if  it  aseena  that 
the  present  Ministers  are  not  entitled  to 
advise  the  Crown  to  dissolve  the  Parlia» 
ment,  it  is  en  unjustifiable  interferencf 
with  the  royal  prerogative*  If  it  ia  not  ae 
intended,  then  you  have,  our  confession, 
that  we  ahould  not  ibink  it  right,  after  the 
deciaion  of  the  House  upon  the  auger 
questmn,  to  continue  for  an^  longev  time 
to  bold  office  with  tbia  Parliament,  than 
is  absolutely  neceseary,  in  older  to  pase 
those  measures  which  are  eesenliel  for  the 
flnancial  service  of  the  present  time,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  aesembling,  aa  soon  ae 
publw  convenience  would  admit,  n  nepr 
Parliament,  to  decide  upon  the  whole 
question  at  i^aue.  The  right  hon.  Bnr 
ronet,  the  Member  for  Pembroke,  epr 
provee  of  the  precedent  of  1831 }  and 
yet  he  would  condemn  us  for  fnlbwin| 
that  precedent  1  and  that  entirely  upon 
the  ground,  that  it  did  so  happen  tbel  the 
augar  duties  then  eapired  in  Mareb,  and 
therefore  there  wea  no  obstacle  lo  a  diee^ 
Itttien ;  whereas  they  do  not  now  expire 
till  July,  and  therefore  require  to  be  eonx 
tinned.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  fskt 
North  Lancashire,  staled  at  that  time  his 
opinion  upon  the  aumeot    He  said  }«-*« 

*<If,  however,  a  «et  gf  jllinjstenj,  wl^p 
brougnt  forward  a  measure  to  whicti  (hey  were 
solemnly  pledged,  for  the  good  of  the  country, 
ibuad  that  that  measure  was  defeated,  it  acN 
taialy  night  not  he  imprepei,  in  lush  a  aaie^ 


1215 


Confidence  in 


{COMMONS} 


ihe  Jtfttttt^ry— > 


1S16 


that  a  reference  should  be  made  by  them  to 
the  opinion  of  the  public." 

Such  was  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  March,  1831;  and  I  know  not  why 
that  opinion  should  be  departed  from  in 
1841.  What  makes  the  difference  be- 
tween the  two  periods  ?  The  noble  Lord 
assents  to  that  opinion  ;  why^  therefore, 
press  this  resolution  upon  the  House.  If 
we  admit,  that  we  ought  not  to  continue 
in  office  with  the  present  Parliament, 
where  is  the  necessity,  and  where  is  the 
justification  of  the  resolution.  Upon  the 
whole  state  of  the  case,  and  upon  the 
whole  case  of  the  Administration,  I  beg 
the  House  to  consider,  that  this  is  a  reso- 
lution  supported  and  made  out  by  reference 
to  various  legislative  measures, — the  Mi- 
nistry having  brought  forward  more  legis- 
lative measures,  and  having  carried  more 
legislative  measures  of  useful  reform  than 
perhaps  any  other  Ministry,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Lord  Grey's  Administration, 
from  1831  to  1835.  With  respect  to  the 
state  of  affairs,  and  with  respect  to  the 
administration  of  the  executive,  I  beg  the 
House  to  consider,  that  during  the  whole 
of  this  debate,  no  delinquency  has  been 
proved,  no  weakness  has  been  shown — 
no  want  of  vigour  demonstrated  either  at 
home  or  abroad.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  on  one  occasion,  accused  us 
of  wishing  to  abandon  the  vessel  of  the 
state,  when  we  found  that  we  were  no 
longer  able  to  guide  it»  Now,  I  must  say, 
that  with  regard  to  the  present  state  of  af. 
fairs— apart  from  the  evil  of  the  equal  di- 
vision of  parties— I  see  nothing  which 
should  induce  any  Minister  to  desire  to 
quit  office,  or  any  Gentleman  to  be  un- 
willing to  accept  office.  On  the  contrary, 
I  think  the  state  of  affairs,  at  home  and 
abroad,  is  such  as  to  give  great  facilities 
to  any  Administration  who  may  have  to 
conduct  the  affairs  of  the  country ;  and, 
if  left  by  those  who  now  hold  the  reins  of 
Government,  their  successors  would  6nd 
the  character  of  the  country  standing  as 
high  as  it  ever  did  among  Uie  nations  of 
the  world,  with  peace  and  security  at 
home.  Your  onlv  difficulty  is  from  your 
unwilliDgneM  to  deal  with  interests,  which 
•re  opposed  to  measures  useful  for  the  fu- 
ture welfare  of  the  country.  If  you  can 
deal  with  those  interests  with  just  caution, 
giving  them  every  consideration  which  is 
due  to  their  long  establishment,  and  tak- 
ing upon  yourselves  the  responsibility  of 
reforming  your  proseiit  laws,  and  yet  pro- 


ceedin^  upon  sound  principles,  and  being 
determined  to  go  on  with  the  application 
of  those  sound  principles,— -then  I  say, 
that  if  you,  the  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
vernment, do  that,  there  is  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  the  Administration  of  the 
country.  But  if  you  will  not  do  that— if 
you  will  undertake  to  protect  vicious  le- 
gislation— to  consider  tne  interests  of  se* 
parate  bodies,  rather  than  the  well-being 
of  the  whole — then,  indeed,  you  may  en- 
ter upon  a  protracted  struggle,  but  it  will 
be  a  protracted  struggle  against  measures 
which  are  founded  upon  sound  policy, 
and  which  are  certain  of  ultimate  triumph. 
Sir  Robert  Peeli  Mr.  S|ieaker,  A  great 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
nas  been  occupied  by  the  information, 
kindly  conveyed  to  me,  as  to  the  measures 
which  I  should  discover  to  have  passed, 
in  case,  after  the  lapse  of  ten  years,  1 
should  be  called  to  office.  And  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt,  that,  if  there  should 
be  in  the  House  at  present,  as  there  was 
some  time  since,  some  eminent  stranger, 
to  whom  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
should  be  translated,  and  who  may  not  be 
very  conversant  with  the  parliamentary 
history  of  this  country,  that  eminent  stran- 
ger would  suppose  that  I  was  a  person  to 
whom  it  was  necessary  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  convey  information  as  to  the  measures 
that  have  been  passing  during  that  period, 
that  I  have  been  excluded  for  ten  years, 
from  any  parliamentary  proceedings — and 
that  I  had  taken  no  part  whatever  in  those 
measures  which  the  noble  Lord  was  de- 
tailing. I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
his  reminiscence  was  unnecessary.  With 
many  of  those  measures  I  have  been  fully 
conversant.  I  think  I  know  something  of 
the  consolidation  and  improvement  of  the 
criminal  law.  It  is  true  I  did  not  appoint 
a  well-paid  commission,  of  five  Gentle- 
men, sitting  for  years.  I  effected  those 
improvements  with  no  other  aid  than  the 
ordinary  official  auistance;  and  after  the 
testimonies  which  I  have  heard  borne  to 
the  utility  of  those  improvements  from  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  I  think  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  the  noble  Lord  now 
to  claim  exclusive  credit  for  them,  and  to 
remind  me  that  such  a  thing  had  been 
effected,  as  an  improvement  in  thecrimbal 
laws.  Then,  with  respect  to  Dissenters* 
Marriages,  why,  during  the  short  period 
that  I  was  permitted  to  hold  office,  in 
1836,  one  of  the  measures  which  I  intro- 
duced was  the  measure  for  the  removtl  of 
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grievances  of  which  the  dissenters  com- 
plained, both  in  respect  to  marriage  and 
to  baptism ;  and,  on  my  statement  of  that 
measure  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
I  well  recollect  that  to  the  principle  of  it, 
and  to  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  conceived, 
ample  testimony  was  borne  by  those  who 
then  occupied  the  opposition  benches. 
With  respect  to  the  English  Tithe  Com- 
mutation bill,  I  think  also  I  need  not  be 
reminded  of  it  in  this  House.  For,  al- 
though it  is  true  the  noble  Lord  did 
superadd,  after  the  lapse  of  three  years, 
the  compulsory  commutation — and  I  ad- 
roit it  was  an  important  improvement ;  I 
never  contended  it  was  not,  nor  when  I 
brought  that  measure  forward,  did  I  say 
that  I  would  exclude  compulsory  commu- 
tation ; — yet,  with  that  addition,  the  whole 
of  my  own  measure  was  copied,  and  in- 
troduced by  the  noble  Lord  into  his  bill, 
and  I  did  all  that  I  could  towards  pro- 
moting its  efficiency  and  perfecting  it. 
Then  again,  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Commutation  Act,  — all  I  know  is,  that 
after  a  lapse  of  three  years,  after  much 
confusion,  disorder,  and  bloodshed  in  Ire- 
land,— for  which  1  was  not  responsible  — 
but  after,  an  intervening  delay  of  three 
years,  the  self-same  measure,  which  I  had 
introduced  in  1835,  was  tardily  and  reluc- 
tantly assented  to  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. The  noble  Lord  says,  *'  Dont 
feel  too  confident  as  to  the  permanency  of 
that  settlement.*'  O I  no,  I  feel  no  such 
confidence.  I  know  that  the  noble  Lord 
has  the  power  to  disturb  it.  God  forbid 
that,  the  pressure  of  political  necessity 
should  ever  induce  him  to  disturb  it ;  but, 
1  own,  I  shall  feel  much  greater  confidence 
in  its  permanence  if  I  can  have  the  as- 
surance that  no  political  necessity  can 
occur,  than  I  now  feel  that,  if  a  necessity 
should  occur,  it  will  not  be  submitted  to. 
With  respect,  likewise,  to  the  Irish  Poor- 
law  Act, — why,  do  I  not  recollect  the 
bitter,  the  envenomed  opposition  to  that 
law,  which  the  noble  Lord  met  with  from 
him  who  is  the  chief  supporter  of  his  Go- 
vernment? Do  I  not  know,  with  respect 
to  that  measure,  and  with  respect  to  half 
the  measures  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
thought  it  necessary  to  recal  to  my  recol- 
lection, that,  without  my  aid,  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  have  carried  them?  Next 
is  the  English  Poor-law  Bill.  Does  the 
noble  Lord  really  think  it  necessary  that 
he  should  inform  me,  as  if  I  had  been 
'banished  from  this  House,  that  a  Poor-law 
VOL.    LVIIL    {232} 


Bill  has  been  under  consideration  ?  Then 
comes  the  Jamaica  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
says,  I  have  no  right,  whatever,  to  taunt 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  Jamaica. 
I  am  not  conscious  that,  in  discussing  the 
subject,  I  ever  did  taunt  him.  I  said  this, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  been  compelled 
to  adopt  the  suggestions  I  offered  with 
respect  to  the  Jamaica  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  says,  that  the  amendments  I  proposed 
were  slight  and  unimportant,  and  that 
they  involved  no  difierence  in  principle, 
but  that  their  adoption  simply  referred  to 
time ;  and  that,  if  the  House  of  Assembly 
in  Jamaica  proved  refractory,  the  time 
might  come  when  he  himself,  might  assent 
to  those  amendments.  But,  if  those  al- 
terations were  a  slight  and  unimportant 
difierence,  why  did  the  noble  Lord,  in 
consequence  of  their  adoption,  abandon 
the  functions  of  Government  ?  The  noble 
Lord  seeks  refuge  under  the  authority  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington ;  but  I  think, 
without  much  bettering  his  case.  In  the 
course  of  this  Session,  the  noble  Lord  was 
compelled  to  admit,  that  it  was  well  that 
our  counsels  had  prevailed  ;  that  our  pre- 
dictions had  been  verified;  and  that  it 
had  not  been  necessary  to  sacrifice  popular 
Government  in  Jamaica,  and  thereby  set 
an  example  for  the  forfeiture  of  popular 
Government  in  every  other  colony  which 
had  liberated  negroes.  The  noble  Lord, 
instead  of  disturbing  the  peace  of  society, 
throughout  the  West-India  colonies,  and 
shaking  the  security  in  representative  Go- 
vernment, in  consequence  of  difierences 
which  he  now  says  were  unimportant;  but 
which  were  important  enough^  in  his 
opinion,  at  one  period,  to  justify  the  abdi- 
cation of  his  trust — has  been  compelled  to 
admit,  that,  by  taking  our  advice,  he  has 
secured  every  object  to  which  he  could 
have  looked,  and  has  prevented  that  con- 
fusion and  disturbance  which  would  have 
followed  an  adherence  to  his  own  system. 
I  recollect,  then,  not  onlv  the  measures 
which  have  been  passed,  out  I  recollect 
also  the  dangers  which  have  been  averted, 
through  our  interference-— dangers  which 
without  our  assistance,  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  the  strength  nor  power  to  avert. 
What  would  have  become  of  the  question 
of  the  Ballot?  What  would  have  become 
of  the  New  Reform  Bill  ?  Would  the  noble 
Lord,  by  the  mere  strength  of  his  own 
hand,  and  without  our  help,  have  had  the 
power  to  prevent,  in  the  midst  of  the 
storm,  "the  raising  of  the  anchors  by 
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which  the  British  monarchy  was  moored/^ 
What  would  hate  become  of  many  of  the 
prerog^atives  of  the  Crown,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  our  intenrention  ?  Have  I  not 
seen  the  noble  Lord  abandoned,  not  only 
by  those  who  are  giving  him  their  support 
to-night"^they  voting  in  direct  opposition 
to  him — but  have  1  not  seen  him  seated 
almost  alone,  when  some  of  the  most  im* 
portant  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  have 
been  under  consideration,*— with  scarcely 
one  of  his  official  colleagues  to  assist  him 
in  the  vindication  of  them  ?  And,  there- 
fore, it  is  that  I  recollect,  not  only  the 
measures  which  have  been  prevented  by 
our  opposition,  which  have  been  modified 
at  our  suggestion,  and  which,  when  good, 
have  been  carried  exolusively  by  our  aid ; 
but  I  recollect,  likewise,  the  important 
changes  in  the  British  constitution,  which 
have  been  attempted-^the  revolution,  once 
a  year,  which  the  noble  Lord  had  to  de- 
precate, which  has  been  sought  to  be 
effected ;  I  recollect  all  this,  and  I  know 
that  it  has  been  by  the  aid  of  the  Conser- 
vative party  that  the  noble  Lord  has  been 
able  to  avert  them.  The  noble  Lord  has 
described  his  Qovernment,  as  a  Govern- 
ment successful  abroad,  poMessed  of  the 
confidence  of  the  Crown,  and  having  its 
measures  discussed  by  a  House  of  Com- 
mons, tfa^  constitution  of  which  was  framed 
by  the  noble  Lord  himself.  With  all  these 
glories,  and  all  these  advantages-^accord- 
ing  to  the  noble  Lord's  own  statement — 
will  he  permit  me  to  ask  him,  why  it  is 
that  he  does  not  possess  more  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House  of  Commons  f  The 
noble  Lord  has  said,  that  all  I  promised 
was  to  take  a  calm  review  of  certain  mat- 
ters. True,  I  did  so;  but  I  did  not  allude 
to  those  legislative  and  political  measures 
which,  night  after  night,  I  have  been  re- 
viewing. But,  among  other  diflerences 
which  I  should  find,  and  have  to  review, 
when  restored  to  power,  one  would  be  thia, 
that  whereas  1,  who,  on  quitting  office, 
left  a  clear  surplus  of  two  millions  of 
revenue— I,  who  belonged  to  an  adminis- 
tration which,  in  three  years,  had  reduced 
the  public  debt  by  twenty  millions — I,  who 
belonged  to  a  Government  that  had  re- 
duced the  interest  of  that  debt  by  one 
million  annually— should  have  to  deal 
with  «  state  of  things  which  presents  a 
deficit  of  nearly  eiglit  millions,  under  an 
administration  of  five  years.  True,  I 
should  find  reforms ,  true,  I  should  find  a 
Poor-law;  true^  1  should  find  the  Jamaica 


constttution-^defective  but  fbr  our  re*^ 
commendations ;  true,  I  should  find  that  I 
had  introduced  into  the  preamble  of  ft 
certain  Canada  Bill,  an  amendment,  whieh 
the  noble  Lord  told  me,  if  adopted,  wonkl 
be  fatal  to  the  bill — nay,  would  be  fetal 
to  the  Government ;  but  that  amendment 
was  introduced,  and  notwithstanding  its 
introduction,  and  notwithstanding  the 
predictions  of  the  noble  Loid,  the  same 
Government  has  still  preserved  its  vitality. 
Among  all  these  discoveries  which  I  should 
make,  still  my  satisfaction,  certainly, 
would  be  somewhat  abated,  on  perceiving, 
notwithstanding  all  this  success,  that  sodi 
is  the  melancholy  state  of  oor  finances, 
that  there  has  occurred,  within  five  or  six 
years,  a  deficiency  of  not  less  than 
7,600,000/. ;— and  it  was  with  reference 
to  the  means  of  supplying  that  deficiency 
and  of  determining  upon  what  system  the 
financial  administration  should  be  placed, 
that  I  declined  to  accede  to  your  piepos- 
terouB  demand,  that  I  should  at  once  come 
forward  and  suggest  what  thoae  meant, 
and  what  that  system  should  be.  I  stated, 
that  I  would  promise  nothing  buta-earefbl 
consideration  of  the  causes  which  had  led 
to  this  deficiency,  and  of  the  measures  hj 
which  that  deficiency  might  be  seppliedL 
That  was  the  calm  review  which  I  pitH 
mised;  and  it  is  not  too  madi  for  men 
who  have  all  control  over  every  pabHe 
department,  who  have  the  means  of  col* 
lecting  efficient  information  from  able 
public  servants,  in  every  department  of 
the  revenue,  whom  they  may  call  to  thehr 
assistance ;— is  it  not  rather  too  much, 
that  they,  who  have  been  the  immediate 
cause  of  involving  the  country  in  that  de- 
ficiency, should  tell  me  that,  without  auch 
official  aid,  it  is  my  dutj  to  suggest  the 
means  of  supplying  it.  I  come  now  to 
the  constitutkmal  objections  which  have 
been  made  to  the  resolution  which  I  have 
proposed ;  and  I  must  say,  thai  It  baa 
been  impossible  to  discover  any  objee. 
tions,  on  constitutional  grounds,  to  Che 
proposal  involved  in  that  resolotion,  with- 
out abandoning  everv  principle  for  which 
the  Whigs  have  hitherto  eonteadtd*  I 
begin  with  the  objeclkma  urged  by  the 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  the  &cretary  m 
War.  lliat  right  hon.  Gentleman  saya, 
that  my  resolution  involteaameraabsuraei 
dogma — that  it  is  a  mere  deelamtion  of 
coAsiitnlional  law«  Doca  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  believe  that  any  man 
will    conslme    that    reaelntion    witboni' 
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refertnces  to  the  ciraorosiances  on  which 
it  bean  ?  Doei  the  rig^bt  hon.  Oentleman 
meea  that  I  am  nally  proposing  a  resolu* 
tion  to  thit  efieet,*-*'  that  any  Minister, 
who  is  in  a  minority  apon  an  important 
legislatire  roeasarey  ought  to  resign  ?  "  Is 
ihat  the  itsolotion  I  am  proposing  ?  Do 
I  Gonleod  for  that  principle  ?  Do  1 
say,  that  any  Minister,  on  the  iirst  for- 
mation of  his  Qovernment,  and  who  is 
obetrueted  by  a  powerful  opposition,  is 
bound  to  resign  after  the  first  defeat  he 
encounters?  Of  course  I  do  not,  or  I 
should  condemn  myself  for  the  example  I 
set  IB  1835,  Do  I,  again,  say  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  a  Minister,  having  proposed 
certain  financial  measures,  and  having  met 
with  obstruction,  at  once  to  resign  office, 
and  abandon  the  reins  of  power?  No  such 
thing*  I  lay  down  no  such  principle ;  and 
I  trust  no  Qovernment  will  ever  consider 
Itself  boottd  by  it.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  that  you  might  taunt  me  as  long  as 
you  please  with  this  resolution,  but  I 
should  not  feel  myself  bound  to  resign 
upon  any  single  defeat.  Of  course  not. 
1  ooDstrne  that  resolution  with  reference 
to  the  oircumstances  in  which  the  Minis* 
tera  are  placed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen«> 
tleman  and  his  oolleagues  are  dissatisfied 
with  respeot  to  their  own  confessions  and 
deolarationa  of  their  inability  to  carry  on 
the  Qovernment,  why,  I  ask,  did  they  re- 
sign on  the  JamaSoa  question  ?  The  noble 
Lord  aow  says,  that  it  is  a  monstrous 
doctrine^  that  a  Ministry  ought  to  resign 
oo  the  failure  of  legislative  measures  pro- 
posed by  themselves;  and  he  has  gone 
through  a  long  series  of  precedents,  show^ 
ing  how  Ministers  had  retained  office  in 
defiance  of  the  Legislature.  Sir  Robert 
Walpole,  the  noble  Lord  says,  was  de* 
featvKi  upon  the  Excise  scheme; — Mn  Pitt 
wee  defeated  upon  the  question  of  the 
Fortification  of  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth ; 
and  Lord  Liverpool  was  defeeted  on  the 
Property  Tex;^^«Bd  yet  none  of  these 
Ministers  resigned.  No  doubt  all  this  is 
perfectly  true.  But  do  I  affirm  it  was 
their  duty  to  resign  ?  No.  The  propriety 
of  resignation  depends  upon  a  combina- 
tion of  circumstanoes.  But  1  ask  the  no- 
ble Lord,  of  what  avail  are  hit  precedents, 
with  reference  to  himself?  He  cannot 
deny  that  there  may  be  cireumstances 
in  which  it  may  be  proper  for  a  Ministry 
to  resign,  on  being  defeated  on  their  own 
legislative  acts.  [LQtdJohnHuiieU:  Hear, 
hear  1}    The  noble    Lord   recollects  the 


Jamawa  case  now.    For  there  was  a  case 
where  the  Government  was  not  defeated — 
where  the  Government  had  a  majority  of 
five,  and  yet  they  considered  their  victory 
so  indicative  of  the  want  of  confidence  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
they  resigned.    I  ask,  then,  is  this  a  fair 
proceeding,  that*  the  Government  shall 
hsve  the  power  of  selecting  any  legislative 
measure,  on  the  rejection  of  which  it  may 
resign  and  abdicate  its  functions;  but  that 
the   House  of  Commons  shall  have  no 
power  of  deciding,  under  other  circum- 
stances, what  shall  be  the  duty  of  that 
Government  in  respect  to  resignation  ?    Is 
it  fair,  that  the  Government  shall  take  the 
particular  measure  on  which  it  may  be 
convenient  for  them  to  resign ;  but  that 
the  right  shall  be  denied  to  the  House  of 
Commons  of  determining  whether  the  re* 
jection  of  other  measures  constitutes  a 
case  on  which  the  resignation  of  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  take  place?     Why, 
Sir,  the  very  admissions  of  the  right  hon. 
, Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at  War,  are 
sufficient  to  justify  the  House  in  demand- 
ing a  resignation.    Did  I  not  bear  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say,  not  only  that 
the  Government  had  not  the  power  to 
carry  the  alteration  of  the  Corn-laws,  but 
that  they  proposed  that  measure  without 
the  expectation  of  carrying  it  ?    Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  riglit  to  say,  that 
I  confine  the  Government  to  a  single  case 
—to  the  Irish  Bill,  or  to  the  Sugar  Duties 
Bill — when  he  himself  has  told  us,  that  he 
did  not  expect  success  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  agitate  the  House  and  the  country 
upon    the    subject   of    the    Corn-laws  ? 
Again,  dkl  he  not  say,  that  his  Govern- 
ment had  been  subjected,  by  parliamentary 
defeats,  to  a  series  of   humiliations,  to 
which  nothing  oould  reconcile  them  but 
an  overwhelming  sense  of  public  duty? 
What  did  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  tell  me  two  years  since  ?  After 
summoning  up  all  his  energies,  that  noble 
Lord   made  the  frightful  announcement 
that  the  Government  had  at  length  de- 
termined to  exist  no  longer  on  sufferance. 
Yes,  the  noble  Lordi  stung  by  a  sense  of 
that  humiliation  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   has  referred^  two  years  ago, 
told  us,  that  their  situation  vras  intoler- 
able, and  that  the  Government  had  at 
last  determined   that  they  would    exist 
no  longer  upon  sufferance — but  you  have 
had  some  humiliation  since  [Ckeers.]^^ 
i«nd  you 
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<'  Sltll  have  borne  it  with  a  patient  shrug ; 
For  sufferance  is  the  badge  of  all  your 
tribe." 

Therefore,  don't  tell  me  that  this  resolu- 
tion has  reference  to  a  single  defeat — that 
it  is  to  constitute  a  rule  to  future  Govern- 
ments— that  you  are  to  suppose  the  poli- 
ticians of  future  times  will  take  the  dry 
bones  of  this  resolution,  and  say,  **  Here 
is  a  precedent  which  is  to  govern  pos- 
terity !**  No  :  they  will  look  at  your  long 
series  of  defeats — at  your  inability  to  carry 
the  measures  which  you  have  proposed — 
at  your  own  admission  that  your  situation 
is  become  intolerable ;  and  the  construc- 
tion which  they  will  put  upon  the  resolu- 
tion  will  bear  reference  to  your  own  mea- 
BureSj  your  own  acts,  and  your  own 
confessions.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  has  argued,  at  the  close  of  this 
debate,  as  if  the  Government  has  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Yet  almost  all  his  colleagues  who  have 
preceded  him  have  admitted  that,  at  length 
the  time  was  come  when  the  want  of  con- 
fidence was  sufficiently  manifest,  and  that 
it  was  impossible  that  they  could  retain 
power  with  the  existing  House  of  Com- 
mons. All  his  colleagues  who  preceded 
the  noble  Lord  have  admitted  that.  They 
admitted  that  the  Government  bad  but 
two  alternatives — resignation,  or  the  dis- 
solution of  Parliament.  Now,  under  what 
circumstances  did  1  give  notice  of  this 
resolution — this  unconstitutional  resolu- 
tion— the  facts  contained  in  which,  and 
the  inference  drawn  from  those  facts, 
being  both  denied  ?--althoughy  notwith- 
standing that  denial,  I  have  got  this  im- 
portant admission,  that,  after  the  defeat 
upon  the  Sugar  Duties,  following  other 
defeats,  the  Government  are  at  length 
placed  in  a  situation  in  which  they  have 
no  alternative  but  resignation,  or  dissolu- 
tion. I  have  that  admission  from  the 
whole  of  them.  After  this,  all  your  doc- 
trine about  retaining  office,  notwithstand- 
ing legislative  defeats,  is  at  an  end.  And, 
Sir,  in  passing,  I  must  refer  to  that  doc- 
trine. The  doctrine  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at  War,  is  this, 
—  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  QovernmeDt 
to  administer  certain  executive  func- 
tions; and  that  that  Government  may 
submit  to  legislative  defeats,  may  survive 
those  defeats,  and  be  indtiTerent  to  them. 
So  unconstitutional,  so  dangerous  a  doc- 
trine I  never  heard  maintained.  A  doctrine 
*.o  discouraging  to  public  men,  so  fatal  to 


the  energies  of  a  Government,  I  never 
before  heard  advanced;  and  it  rather 
convinces  me  that  tbe  resolution  I  have 
proposed  is  not  quite  so  unconstitntional, 
is  not  quite  so  open  to  objection,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  assert  it  to  be,  when  I 
find  that  high  and  learned  autborities  are 
obliged  to  resort  to  such  unconstitutional 
grounds  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  it. 
Why,  can  any  man  survey  tbe  course  of 
Government  iu  this  country,  and  not  see 
that  acts  of  legislation  are  so  interwoven 
with  acts  of  administration  as  to  render  it 
utterly  impossible  to  draw  a  line  of  dia* 
tinction  between  them  ?  Nay,  I  go  further 
and  say,  that  tbe  character  of  an  admiois- 
tratioo,  that  their  claim  upon  public  con- 
fidence, is  infinitely  stronger  on  account 
of  their  legislative  measures,  than  on  ac- 
count of  their  administrative  acts.  If 
mere  departmental  administration,  not 
liable  to  question,  is  a  sufficient  ground 
for  a  Government  to  retain  office,  and  to 
be  regardless  of  legislative  defeats,  it  is 
pretty  clear  that  there  need  be  no  union  or 
concert  among  Ministers.  I  dare  say, 
in  ordinary  times,  when  questions  of  peace 
or  war  are  not  in  agitation,  it  may  be 
tolerably  easy  to  fill  tbe  departments  ol 
office  with  honest,  respectable,  and  suf- 
ficiently competent  men,  who,  each  in  his 
department,  would  be  able  to  conduct 
the  duties  devolving  on  him,  io  such  n 
manner  as  not  to  be  much  liable  to  ques- 
tion by  the  House  of  Commons.  And  no 
matter  what  opinions  such  men  nay  en- 
tertain upon  the  legislative  policy  of  the 
country.  They  may  either  avoid  legisla- 
tion altogether,  or  take  the  safer  course — 
propose  measures,  and  being  defeated,  fall 
back  upon  their  acts  of  administration. 
But  I  say,  survey  the  course  of  the  legis- 
lative and  executive  administration  of  tbis 
country,  and  look  at  the  great  measures 
which  the  Government  have  had  to  con- 
sider of  late  years,  and  see  whether  tbe 
character  and  vigour  of  a  Government  do 
not  depend  upon  its  legislative  mora  than 
upon  its  executive  administration.  Take 
the  measures  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred  to,  with  so  much  pride  and  aatis- 
faction.  Take  the  removal  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  disabilities,  as  aflecting  Ireland. 
Take  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corpora- 
tion Acts,  as  affecting  this  coootrr.  Take 
the  Reform  of  Parliament— take  the  Poor- 
law  Bill— take  the  Municipal  Bill— lake 
the  proposition  for  tbe  repeal  or  alteration 
of  the  Corn-laws ; — are  not  these  tbe  great 
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questions  by  which  the  character  of  ad- 
nnoistrations  has  been  judged  and  deter- 
mined ?    And  is  it  possible  to  contend,  in 
a  reformed  Parliament,  with  these  great 
measures  in  our  view,  that  a  Government 
can  be  safely  indifferent  to  the  success  or 
failure  of  its  legislative  acts  ?     See  what 
the  inevitable  consequence  would   be,  if 
such  a  doctrine  were  to  prevail.  See  what 
an  inducement  would  be  given,  both  to 
the  Crown,  and  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
to  depart  from  the  sphere  of  their  proper 
respective  functions.     The  Crown  would, 
or  might,  be  constantly  attempting  to  place 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  wrong,  by 
proposing   popular  legislative   measures, 
and   throwing  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  odium  of  rejecting  them.     The 
Crown  might  constantly  labour  to  place 
the  House  of  Commons  in  opposition  to 
the   constituent  body,  and  to  lower  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons,  by 
inducing  it   to  reject  popular  measures, 
purposely  proposed  with   that  view.     If 
the  doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  to  prevail,  all  that  the  Crown  would 
have  to  do,  in  order  to  stop  the  useful 
functions  of  the  House  of  Commons,  would 
be  to   say — '*  Legislative    measures    are 
matters  of  indifference  ;  the  Government 
1   have  chosen  shall  remain  in  office  in 
spite  of  the  rejection  of  the  measures  they 
have  proposed ;  and  we,  the  Crown  and 
the  Government,  shall  have  credit  with  the 
country  for  propounding  popular  measures 
which  you,  the  House  of  Commons,  have 
rejected.'^    Such  would  be  the  effect  as 
regarded  the  Crown.    Then  see  what  an 
inducement  you  would  give  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  step  beyond  its  functions, 
and  thwart  the  executive.     If  the  Govern- 
ment say, — ''We  are  independent  of  the 
legislative  measures  and  decisions  of  this 
House ;  that  which  is  your  peculiar  func- 
tion we  will  disregard ;  our  fate  shall  not 
depend  upon    your  decisions;     nothing 
but  your  mterfereoce  with  our  executive 
administration  shall  influence  our  retention 
of  power ;" — what  an  inducement  do  you 
not  hold  out  to  the  House  of  Commons 
to  interfere  with  the  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown !    The  House  of  Commons,  then, 
knowing  that  the  only  way  in  which   it 
could  influence  the  fate  of  the  Government 
was  by  interfering  with  its  administrative 
functions,  would  press  for  the  production 
of  despatches,  the  production  of  which, 
possibly,  may  be  injurious  to  the  public 
fervic6|  or  would  protest  against  appoint- 


ments  made  by  the  Crown!     In  short, 
knowing  that,  by  the  exercise  of  its  ordi- 
nary legislative  control,  it  could  not  affect 
the  Government,  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   would    present    to   the 
House  of  Commons,  the  greatest  induce- 
ment to  depart  from  its  proper  sphere, 
and  to  interfere  with  the  most  important 
functions    of   the   executive.     The    hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  says,  that  history 
is  to  constitute  uo  precedent  for  us  now ; 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  he  is  indifferent  to  all  prece- 
dents of  former  times.     I  should   have 
thought  that  an  advocate  of  the  Reform 
Bill    would    have    contended,    that    the 
House  of  Commons,  being  now  a  more 
eiact  image  of  the  popular  mind,  should 
exercise  a  greater  influence  over  the  Go* 
vernment  than  an  unreformed  Parliament 
had  ever  done.     But  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  contend,  that  a  Government  may 
be  independent  of  Parliament,  and   that 
Parliament  is  to    exercise  no   influence 
because  it  is  reformed,  is  a  doctrine   I 
never  conceived  would  have  been  advanced 
by  any  man  professing  himself  to  be  a 
Reformer.     But  these  are  the  shifts  to 
which  you  are  driven.     You   seek  some 
plausible  objection  to  my  resolution  ;  and 
you  are  obliged  to  abandon  every  consti- 
tutional principle   for  which    you    have 
hitherto  struggled,  in  order  to  show  me 
that  that  resolution  is  at  variance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution.   The  noble  Lord 
affected   to  be  surprised   that  the  Vice* 
President  of  the  Pitt  Club,  and  a  professed 
admirer  of  Mr.  Fox,  had  come  forward  to 
advorate  the   motion  before  the  House, 
because,  as  he  asserted,  both  Mr.  Pitt  and 
Mr.  Fox  repudiated  the  doctrine  laid  down 
in  the  resolution.     I  read  some  extracts 
the  other  night  from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Fox, 
and  I  showed  that   Mr.  Fox   recognised 
the  principle,  that  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons  is  necessary  to  enable 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  carry  on  the 
Government  of  the  country.     [Lord  John 
Russell :  Nobody  denied  it.J  But  the  noble 
Lord  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  made 
by  the  same  statesman,  which  he  seemed 
to  think  countenanced  another  principle. 
Out  of  the  same  volume,  nay,  out  of  the 
same  page,  1  will  produce  an  authority 
from  each  of  those  great  men,  to  show 
that  my  view  of  the  question  was,  in  their 
estimation,  the  correct  one.  Mr.  Fox  said, 
upon   this  subject,  that 
**  He  wished  to  conceal  nothing.    He  bad 
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a  suspicion  that  Mr,  Pitt  bad  an  opinion,  that 
the  Crown  might  appoint  a  Minister,  and 
persist  in  supporting  him,  who  had  not  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
wished  the  suspicion  might  be  ill-founded,  but 
he  dreaded  it  to  be  true.'' 

Those  were  the  words  of  Mr.  Fox,  Mr. 
Pitt's  opinion  was  to  this  effect :  — 

*<  He  would,  however,  adroit,  that  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House  of  Commons  was  necessary 
to  an  administration,  and  he  would  be  the  last 
man  to  oppose  that  doctrine/' 

These  were  the  opinioos  of  Mr.  Pitt 
and  of  Mr,  Fox  upon  this  subject.  If, 
theo,  I  have,  as  I  have,  the  admission  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers,  that  they  have  so 
far  lost  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  they  ought  either  to  resign 
or  to  dissolve — if  they  thus  admit  the 
truth  of  ray  first  proposition;  on  what 
ground  I  ask,  do  they  object  to  the  second 
proposition— namely,  that  a  Ministry  who 
nave  lost  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  not  to  continue  in  office? 
I  have  already  inquired,  on  what  ground 
it  was  that  I  gave  notice  of  this  resolution. 
These  were  the  circumstances : — OnTues^ 
day  the  18th  of  May,  the  noble  Lord  was 
defeated  by  a  majority  of  36.  The  noble 
Lord  then  proposed  an  a^iournmeut  to 
Thursday,  the  20th  of  May,  in  order  that 
the  Government  might  calmly  review  their 
position,  and  decide  on  the  course  they 
meant  to  pursue.  The  universal  impres- 
sion was,  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  resign.  The  noble  Lord  has 
admitted  that  it  was  a  subject  of  grave 
deliberation.  My  first  proposition,  then, 
cannot  be  so  utterly  remote  from  the 
truth.  On  Thursday,  the  20th  of  May, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quietly 
moved,  that  the  House  should,  on  the 
Monday  following^  vote  the  existing  sugar 
duties  for  the  year.  That  was  the  whole 
of  the  information  that  was  tlieo  cooYeyed 
to  us.  A  question  was  afterwards  put  to 
the  noble  Lord,  as  to  when  it  was  thai  he 
intended  to  bring  forward  the  Corn-laws« 
The  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  that  be 
intended  to  bring  forward  his  motion  on 
that  subject  on  Friday,  the  4th  of  June. 
That  being  the  answer  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  20th  of  May»  what  right  had 
I  to  infer  that  the  Gofemment  meditated 
a  dissolution?  From  what  circumstance 
could  I  suppose  that  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment—* notwithstanding  our  having 
had  the  formal  assurance  of  the  noble 
Lord^  the  Seciotary  for  Irelandi  that  a 


state  of  sufiierance  was  no  longer  to  be 
borne«-*that  they  would  no  longer  exipt 
upon  sufferance — from  what  circumstanqe 
could  I  infer,  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  intend  to  pursue  the  ufual 
course,  and  conduct  the  business  of  Par- 
liament to  the  end  of  the  Session,  in  the 
ordinary  way  ?  Under  Gircumstiincea  ao 
peculiar,  I  also  took  time  to  deliberate  on 
the  course  I  should  pursue ;  and  having 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Government 
meditated  an  immediate  dissolution  ;  and 
at  the  same  time  thinking  that  it  wax  a 
violation  of  the  principle  of  the  constitution 
— that  it  was  not  doing  homage  to  the  r^ 
presentative  principle,  after  the  long  succea- 
sion  of  defeats  which  they  had  experienced 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  remain 
in  office,  and  continue  to  conduct  the  oi^ 
dinary  business  of  the  country,  I  deter- 
mined to  give  the  noble  Lord  every 
advantage  which  a  direct,  intelligible,  and 
straightforward  course  could  affi)rd  him, 
and,  on  the  Monday,  I  j^ave  noticey  thai, 
on  the  earliest  opportunity,  I  should  move 
a  resolution,  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  the  confidence  of  this  House, 
and  that  their  continuance  in  pow^r  wax 
at  variance  with  the  apirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion. And  it  was  then>  and  not  till  then, 
that  the  fact  was  elicited  from  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  was  in  the  contemplation  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  dissolve  the 
Parliament.  Up  to  that  period,  not  a 
word  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord,  not 
only  which  pledged  the  Government  to  a 
dissolution,  out  which  even  indicated  any 
intention  on  their  part  to  dissolve.  But 
after  I  had  given  my  notice— about  ten 
minutes  after^-the  noble  Lord  got  up, 
and  said  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  intend  going  on  with  the  Poor- 
law  Bill  in  the  present  Session,  on  ac- 
count of  the  temptation  which  it  mi^hl 
offer  to  Members  to  make  speeches  uh 
tended  for  the  hustings,  and  wiUi  a  view 
to  recommend  themselves  to  their  coo« 
stituents,  rather  than  for  the  purpoee  of 
influencing  the  deliberative  judgment  of 
Parliament.  It  thus  appeared  that  the 
noble  Lord  preferred  the  alternative  of  a 
dissolution,  which  he  admitted  to  be 
inevitable,  if  he  should  relinquish  the 
other  alternative — that  of  reeignatioa. 
But  it  was  then,  for  the  first  time,  that  the 
noble  Lord  gave  any  intimation  of  hia 
intention  to  adopt  tnat  alternative.  If, 
therefore,  my  motioui  has  done  oothiitf 
else  than  tbux  to  force  her  M^tal^% 
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Government  to  determine  which  of  the 
«kernativ«a  it  would  adopt,  atill  it  has 
dona  good,  beaauie,  it  hae,  at  any  rate* 
gained  this  admiMJOD  from  tho  Gh>vero« 
moot, — that  for  them  to  retain  the  power 
of  governing  and  eond  noting  the  affaira  of 
this  country,  under  the  oiroumatancet  in 
whioh  they  are  placed,  without  either 
raaigoing  or  diuolving,  would  be  at  va* 
lianoe  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution. 
But  does  the  mode  of  their  diiiolution  re- 
oonoile  me  to  the  act  ?  Not  at  all.  I  do  say, 
that  having  made  their  election,  it  was  the 
duty  of  Qoveroment-*not,  certainly,  to 
disfoUe  without  passing  the  annual  sugar 
bill,  and  with  respect  to  that  no  obstruction 
would  have  been  offered  to  them — but 
having  adopted  the  alternative  of  dissolu- 
tion, and  not  of  resignation,  it  was,  I  say, 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  resort  to  a 
dissolution  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
It  is  inconsistent  with  all  usage,  and  in- 
eonsistent  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion, that  a  Government  should  be  enabled 
to  select  the  measures  which  it  thinks 
proper  to  submit  to  the  consideration  of  a 
condemned  Parliament,«-that  it  should 
withdraw  some,  and  submit  others, — that 
it  should  tell  the  Parliament — **  an  imme- 
diate dissolution  is  in  contemplation ;  but, 
before  we  dissolve,  we  will  just  bring  for* 
ward  those  measures,  the  rejection  of  whicb 
we  think  most  likely  to  damage  the  House 
of  Commons  in  the  eyes  of  their  oonstitu- 
ents;— we  will  propose  popular  votes, 
such  for  example,  as  that  of  advancing 
money  for  the  construction  of  railways  in 
Ireland ; — we  will  bring  forward  particular 
measures,  which,  we  are  of  opinion,  may 
aid  the  party  cause  of  our  administra- 
twn;— 'but,  respeotiog  ever^  measure 
whioh  we  have  hitherto  described  as  es- 
sential to  the  welfare  of  the  country, — 
measures,  the  principle  of  which,  has 
been  affirmed  by  large  majorities  in  Par- 
liament^  but  the  further  discussion  of 
whicb  may  prejudice  our  cause  at  the 
hustings, — respecting  these,  we  will  exer- 
cise our  own  discretion  as  to  whether  they 
shall  be  brooght  forward  or  withheld.^' 
Now,  although  the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth will,  dottbllese,  utterly  disregard  the 
eircumstaoce,  yet  I  do  affirm,  that  there 
ie  no  precedent  for  any  Government  to 
adopt  such  a  course  as  tbis«  When  Mr. 
Pitt  got  the  Mutiny  Bill,  after  some  slight 
obstruction  experienced  from  Mr.  Fox, 
that  moment  he  diisalved  the  Parliament. 
1^4  Qioff  (  epprebeiuiy  lo^h  the  earliest 


opportunity  of  dissolving  in  1831.  But 
whether  there  be  any  precedent  or  not,  I 
say  it  is  unconstitutional,  and  contrary  to 
Whig  principles,  to  condemn  a  House  of 
Commons,  and  then  to  exercise  your  own 
discretion,  for  party  purposes,  as  to  what 
measures  you  will  bring  forward,  or  what 
you  will  withhold.  Nothing  has  surprised 
me  more,  than  the  desperate  Bdelity  with 
which  a  Whig  Ministry  seem  to  cling  to 
the  opinions  of  Mr.  Pitt,  while  the  opinions 
of  Mr.  Fox  upon  the  subject  they  utterly 
despsir  of,  if  not  despise.  But  they  have 
got  the  precedent  of  1784,  and  they  bring 
it  forward  on  all  occasions  as  a  justification 
for  the  course  they  are  pursuing.  With  all 
personal  respect  for  them,  I  must  say,  that 
it  does  sppear  rather  ludicrous  to  see  them 
stretching  forward  with  so  much  eagerness, 
in  order  to  place  their  feet  in  the  gigantic 
foouteps  of  Mr.  Pitt.  First,  there  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at 
War ;  then,  the  right  hon.  Member,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control ;  and, 
lastly,  comes  the  noble  Lord  himself, — 
each  trying  to  plant  his  shoes  in  the  foot- 
steps of  Mr.  Pitt.  It  is  only  under  the 
refuge  of  the  mantle  of  Mr.  Pitt  that  they 
can  seek  safety.  They  seem  to  exclaim 
with  Trinculo  in  the  play — ''Alas I  the 
storm  is  coming,  and  I  have  no  retreat 
except  under  his  gabardine ; "  and  it  is 
under  the  gabardine  of  Mr.  Piit  that  they 
seek  shelter.  But  the  moment  they  depart 
from  that  gabardine — the  moment  they 
thrust  their  beads  from  beneath  it,  that 
moment  they  utter  some  unconstitutional 
4,octrine,— such  as  declaring  that  there  is 
a  clear  distinction  between  the  adminis- 
trative and  legislative  functions  of  a  Go- 
vernment. I  think  I  have  shown  that  the 
two  propositions  contained  in  my  resolu- 
tion are  true, — first,  that  the  Government 
by  their  own  admission,  have  not  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  secondly,  that  it  is  in  conformity 
with  all  constitutional  principle  and 
precedent  that  a  Ministry  not  having  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons 
should  relinquish  office.  I  admit,  that  if 
there  be  a  clear  intention  forthwith  to 
dissolve  the  Parliament,  that  may  be  a 
vindication  of  the  Government,  but  that  a 
dissolution  ought  to  be  immediate.  The 
House  of  Commons  hss  no  other  mode  of 
marking  its  sense  of  the  unconstitutional 
tenure  of  power,  than  by  passing  some 
such  resdution  as  that  whicb  I  have 
submitted  to  the  Hottse»  and  irhwb  I  most 
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properly  submitted  to  its  decision,  because 
I  could  not  know,  and  did  not  know,  the 
intentions  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  a  dissolution.  If  any  thing 
could  more  thoroughly  convince  me  of  the 
wrong  position  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, I  must  say,  the  humiliating  posi- 
tion, on  account  of  their  tenure  of  power, 
in  defiance  of  all  constitutional  princi- 
ples— it  is  the  appeals  which  have  been 
made,  throughout  this  debate,  to  an  indi- 
vidual Member  of  Parliament,  like  myself. 
I  will  notice  first,  the  unjust  imputations 
that  have  been  thrown  upon  me  by  some 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
I  must  say,  I  was  surprised  at  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  said, 
that  he  claimed  for  himself  the  most  per- 
fect freedom  of  speech ;  and  he  also  said, 
with  truth,  that  in  his  parliamentary  con- 
flicts with  roe,  he  had  maintained  all  due 
courtesy;  but  he  contended,  that  that 
courtesy  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
utmost  latitude  of  speech,  and  with  the 
freest  criticism  on  the  conduct  of  men, 
holding  a  public  character.  1  perfectly 
admit  all  this.  No  one  more  readily  ad- 
mits the  right  of  any  man  to  criticise,  in 
the  strongest  terms,  the  public  conduct  of 
any  Member  of  Parliament,  whether  in  an 
ofiicial  or  in  a  private  capacity;  and  I 
believe  it  is  perfectly  in  the  power  of  any 
hon«  Member  to  reconcile  the  exercise  of 
that  right  with  all  the  courtesy  which 
ought  to  preside  over  the  debates  in  an 
assembly  of  Gentlemen.  I  do  not  ask  for 
courtesy  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  I  do  ask  for  justice.  And  I  ask,  whe- 
ther the  charge  he  has  made  against  me 
is  just?  He  said,  he  would  review  my 
proceedings  as  a  Minister,  and  he  charged 
me  with  having  excited  religious  animos- 
ities in  the  election  of  1835. 

Mr.  Shell:  No.  I  did  not  charge  you 
with  it.     I  said  quite  the  contrary. 

Sir  Robert  Peel:  Why,  then,  when 
speaking  of  my  acts,  as  a  Minister— why 
with  reference  to  my  administration,  did 
you  dig  out  of  this  forgotten  appendix  to 
the  report  of  the  Orange  Lodge  Committee, 
a  report  of  the  proceedings  of  some  Orange 
Lodge,  if  it  were  not  for  the  purpose  of 
having  it  presumed  that  I  had  encouraged 
the  animosities  and  the  feuds  to  which  the 
orange  lodges  had  given  rise  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  read  an  extract  from  some 
grand  Orange  Lodge  report,  in  which  it  was 
Stated  that  there  were,  \n  the  Tarious  parti 


of  Ireland,  three  thousand  Orange  Lodgef. 
On  looking  at  the  report,  I  fouml  it  was 
dated  the  12th  of  November,  1834^  at 
which  time  I  was  at  Geneva,  on  my  way 
to  England.  Why  did  you  osake  me 
responsible  for  those  proceedings?  Wonld 
it  not  have  been  more  just  add  fair,  to 
look,  not  at  what  the  records  of  an  Orange 
Lodge  might  state,  but  at  what  were  the 
opinions  1  expressed,  and  what  waa  the 
course  I  took,  when  the  proposal  was  made 
to  address  the  Crown  respecting  Orange 
Lodges  ?  It  was  not  fair,  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  bring  such  m 
charge  against  me.  I  do  not  deserve  it 
from  persons  of  his  relieious  faith,  that 
such  unjust  imputations  should  be  thrown 
upon  me,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  an 
excitement  in  Ireland,  and  of  propagating 
the  belief,  that  it  is  my  wish  that  that 
country  should  be  governed  through  die 
influence  of  religious  party  feeling.  Why, 
if,  at  that  election  of  1835, 1  had  encou- 
raged religious  animosities,  I  suppose  I 
should  have  incurred  some  obligations  to 
Orangemen,  and  when,  in  1836,  a  proposal 
was  made  to  address  the  Crown  to  discou- 
rage Orange  Lodges,  and  those  whoahould 
belong  to  them,  1  presume,  that  that  might 
have  t>een  the  occasion— I  being  in  oppo- 
sition at  the  time,  and  therefore  under  no 
obligation  to  take  any  particular  part—when 
I  ought  to  have  given  my  support  to  ray 
friends  on  this  side  of  the  House,  many  of 
whom  entertained  strong  opinions  upon 
the  Protestant  side  of  the  question.  Bet 
what  was  the  course  I  took  on  that  occa« 
sion  ?  The  House  will  permit  me  to  refer 
to  the  debates  on  that  qoestioo— a  refer- 
ence which  the  right  oon.  Gentleman 
himself  ought  to  have  made,  if  he  really 
wished  to  know  what  were  my  public  de- 
clarations, and  my  sentiments  on  the  sub- 
ject, instead  of  referring  to  the  acts  of 
some  individual  Orange  Lodge,  for  which  it 
is  impossible  I  could  be  responsible.  In 
1836,  these  were  the  opinions  I  delivered. 
(  beg  pardon  for  trespassing  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  but  it  is  necessary  I 
should  do  so,  for  my  own  vindication  ;  for 
did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to 
the  appointment  of  Lord  Roden,  and  was 
it  not  the  whole  intention  of  his  speech  to 
show,  that,  in  1835,  1  had  a  design  to 
encourage  Orange  Lodge  Associations,  to 
promote  party  spirit,  and  foment  religiooa 
animosities  in  Ireland  ?  This,  then,  waa 
the  opinion  which  I  delivered  :*-**  I  am 
deeply  imprMstd  with  tht  oooTfetiooi  tbtt 
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it  would  tend  to  tbe  welfare  of  Ireland 
to  see  the  extinction  of  all  secret  associa- 
tions/'    Let  me  observe,  I  was  not  in 
power  at  the  time.     I  was  expressing  my 
own  sincere  opinion— an  opinion    upon 
which  I  acted — and  I  was  risking  some 
parliamentary  disapprobation  by  expressing 
it.    I  went  on  to  say,  that  however  lau- 
dable might  be  their  intentions ;  however 
sincere  their  professions  of  loyalty,  I  still 
tbaught  that  the  existence  of  societies 
having  secret  signs,  was  a  bad  precedent 
for  other  organised  bodies,  and  that,  there- 
fore, I  wished  not  only  to  see  the  Orange 
Lodges  suppressed,  but  the  angry  spirit 
which  had  so  long  distracted  Ireland,  ex- 
tinguished ;  without  which,  there  is  very 
little  to  be  gained  by  the  mere  suppression 
of  external  forms.    I  did  everything  I 
could  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the 
abandonment  of  those  Orange  Societies. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  think  what 
he  will,  but  I  venture  to  say,  that  no  man 
has  given  advice  which  has  been  more 
effectual.    It  was  strictly  attended  to,  and 
has  been  most  honourably  acted  upon. 
Tliose    to    whom    it    was    given,   have 
strictly  kept  the  promises  which  were  then 
made.     I  thank  them  for  it;  but  I  think 
it  rather  hard,  after  the  course  which  they 
and  I  have  taken,  that  we  should  be  now 
taunted  with  a  desire  to  provoke  religious 
animosity  in  Ireland.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Member  for  Lambeth,  saidj  that 
he  supposed  I  had  brought  forward  this 
motion  in  consequence  of  finding  a  cla- 
mour against  the  Poor-law  prevail ;  and 
another    hon.   Gentleman,    the  Member 
for    Lincolnshire,    asked    me    what    my 
opinions  were  with  respect  to  the  Charter. 
He  said   that  I  had  stated  my  opinions 
with  respect  to  the  Ballot,  and  with  respect 
to  the  Franchise,  but  that  I  had  not  yet 
given   my  opinion  with  respect  to   the 
charter,  and  that  that  was  one  of  the 
grounds  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
withheld  his  confidence  from  me.    May  I 
ask  the  hon.    Gentleman,  whether   the 
doubt  he  would  imply  by  that  statement, 
is  an  honest  doubt  ? — whether  he  considers 
that  the  course  I  took  the  other  night, 
with  respect  to  the  release  of  political 
prisoners,  was  such  as  to  justify  him  in 
supposing  that  I  have  done  anything  to 
court  the  Chartists?     Whether,  in  fact, 
that  is  really  one  of  the  grounds  on  which 
he  withholds  his  confidence  from  me? 
Whether,  although  1  have  declared  my 
opinion  upon  the  subjects  of  the  Ballot  and 


Franchise,  yet  that  he  really  entertains  a 
doubt  as  to  whether  or  no  I   have  not 
some  secret  understanding  with  respect  to 
the  objects  of  the  Charter  ?    Then  again, 
with  respect  to  the  course  which  I  would 
pursue ;— charges  and  conjectures,  of  the 
most  inconsistent  nature,  have  been   in- 
dulged  in  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on    this 
point.     At  one  time,  your  charge  is,  that 
I  am  clearly  the  advocate  of  all  monopo- 
lies;   that,  when   you  inquire  into  my 
political  life,  you  find  such  has  been  my 
opposition  to  all  popular  rights,  such  my 
resistance  to  every  species  of  reform,  that 
no  man,  looking  at  the  course  I  have 
hitherto  pursued,  can  entertain  the  slight- 
est doubt  as  to  the  course  which  I  must 
henceforth  pursue^    should    I  attain    to 
power ;  and  that,  upon  that  ground,  you 
withhold  your  confidence  from  me.    At 
another  time,  the  charge  is,  that  I  have 
withheld  or  concealed   my  opinions   on 
every  point ;  that  I  have  reserved  to  my- 
self such  a  latitude  of  action  upon  all 
subjects,  political,  commercial,  and  finan- 
cial, that  there  is  not  one  upon  which  I 
am  not  perfectly  at  liberty  to  act  according 
to  that  course  which  I  may  conceive  to  be 
conducive  to  the  advancement  of  my  party 
interests.    How  is  it  possible  for  me  to 
reconcile  these  contradictory  charges?    I 
believe,  however,  upon  the  whole,  that  my 
political  principles  are  pretty  well  known. 
I   think  the  course  1  have    pursued  is 
tolerably  clear;  and  that  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  believe  that  I  am  not  prepared 
for  the    purpose    of   acquiring    popular 
favour,  to  introduce  into  tbe  working  of 
the  British  constitution  so  much  of  de- 
mocracy as  shall  disturb  the  other  elements 
of  which  it  consists,  place  the  proper  con- 
struction on  my  sentiments.    Then  you 
say-*te1l  us  your  details.     I  ask,  whether 
a  more  absurd  or  preposterous  demand 
could  be  made  ?    Take  the  Corn-laws :  I 
should  like  to  know,  who  has  stood  for- 
ward more  than  I  have  done,  in  defence  of 
the  existing  Corn-laws.     I  should  like 
to  know,  whether  any  man,  looking  at 
these  debates,  can  really  have  a  doubt 
that    my  desire  is  to   maintain   a  just 
and    adequate  protection    to    the    agri- 
cultural interest  ?    Have  I  not  contended 
for  this,  while  I  admitted,  and  I  always  will 
admit,  that  there  may  be  some  details  of 
the  present  law  which  require  alteration. 
The  fact  is,  you  are  so  disappointed  at  the 
course  I  have   taken,  that — [iVb,  nof] 
Yes,  you  are !    You  want  me  to  pursuo 


|93£ 


Cbii/ideMce  tn 


{COMMONS} 


Mtf  JMMilry*- 


isde 


|ha  eoiirim  which  yon  ore  yourselves  pur- 
iuin^.  You  wish  me  to  c^^ll  a  public 
meeting,  aqd  to  move  some  reaolution,  to 
tb^  e^ct,  that  uo  adjustment  pf  this  quea- 
tioii  can  ever  be  satisfactorily  arrived  fit, 
that  no  settlement  can  be  effected^  unless 
we  pledge  ourselves  irrevocably  to  adhere 
to  tne  present  law  io  all  its  mini^test  par- 
ticulars. If  I  had  done  tbiSy  would  not 
the  charge  have  been  preferred*  that  for 
the  purpose  of  obtsining  a  party  triumph, 
I  had  tried  to  create  a  division  between 
the  agricultural  and  the  commercial  inter- 
ests ;  and  ihs^t,  for  the  purpose  of  procur- 
ing agricultural  support,  and  of  getting 
the  yptes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Lincolnshire,  and  of  bis  noble 
colleaguei  I  had  irrevocably  pledged  the 
House  tQ  the  maintenance  or  everything 
in  its  present  state.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  Lincolnshire,  has 
^  new  doctrine.  He  says,  that  I  owe  him 
some  gratitude  for  his  vote  on  the  sugar 
duties.  Gratitude  {  I  owe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  po  gratitude  for  his  vote. 
What  1  gratitude  from  one  Member  of 
the  House  to  anpther,  on  account  of  a 
vote,  upon  a  question  involving  the  inter- 
ests of  large  classes  of  the  commnnitv  ! 
The  hon.  Member  considers  I  am  guilty 
of  ingratitude,  because  I  move  a  resolu- 
tion of  a  want  of  confidence  in  her  Majes* 
ty*s  MinisterS|  which  has  placed  him  io  a 
difficult  position  with  respect  to  his  vote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  thinks,  that  this  re* 
solution  is  some  trap,  or  rather  some  im- 
mense pit-fall,  laid  especially  for  him,  that 
it  has  been  moved  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
volving him  in  some  difficulty.  I  must 
say,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  somewhat 
overrates  the  authority  and  importance, 
that  are  attached  to  the  vote  he  may  give 
on  this  occasion.  Let  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man take  bis  own  course.  One  would 
really  suppose,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
had  lapped  the  milk  of  Wbiggism  from 
his  earliest  years.  And  then,  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  m^de  that  touching  ap- 
peal about  Ireland,  I  could  not  help  asL- 
ingy  what  used  to  be  his  sentiments  r^ 
specting  that  country  7  I  rather  believe, 
I  lost  the  confidence  of  the  hon.  Gende- 
ipan,  by  proposing  the  bill  for  Roman 
Cathplic  Emancipation*  I  think,  that 
when  he  was  in  Parliament,  in  the  year 
1820,  he  voted,  as  I  did.  aeaiost  the  re- 
peal of  Roman  Catholic  disaoilicies.  The 
boo.  Gentleman  should  have  recollected 
tfiif t  before  he  asked  .ma  what  would  be 


the  opinion  which  I  should  have  of  him, 
if  be  were  now  to  write  hiinself  down  a 
**  recreant  Tory."  And  now,  with  respeei 
to  the  Corn-law.  As  I  said  before,  look 
at  the  course  which  I  have  hitherto  unU 
formly  pursued  with  respect  to  that  im- 
portant law#  I  cannot  say,  that  the  hon. 
Qentleman  opposite  has  put  any  wrong 
construction  upon  my  intention.  (  have 
always  contended,  that  the  two  great  in- 
terests of  this  cottntiy-^-the  manvfaeturiwir 
and  the  agrienltoral--have  a  close  and 
reciprocal  relation  and  inSuenee  to  and 
upon  each  oiher^  It  is  impossible  to  say 
what  mi|st  be  the  inftuence  of  s«eh  a 
town  as  Liverpool,  upon  the  rents  of  tbo 
land  in  its  neighbourhood ;  or  what  the 
effect  of  such  a  town  as  Manchester  or 
Birmingham  upon  the  interest  and  pioa- 
perity  of  the  agriculturist  residing  in  thosa 
districts.  It  is  still  mora  impossible  to 
close  one's  eyes,  and  not  to  feel  that  the 
prosperity  of  our  manufactures  is  one 
main  sourse  of  agricultural  prosperity.  I 
attach  all  due  importance  to  the  asaau- 
faeturing  interest ;  but  I  do  not  wish  lo 
appear  as  the  partisan  of  one  interest  or 
the  otherf  While,  therefore,  I  admit  the 
important  inflaenee  which  the  manufac- 
tures of  the  country  have  upon  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  I,  on  the  other  band, 
maintain  that  agricultural  prosperity  ia  es- 
sential to  the  prosperity  of  our  nanofao- 
tures.  If  one  should  fail,  there  would  not 
be  merely  a  cesaation  of  demand  for  tbo 
produce  of  the  other,  but  that  failing  in- 
terest, being  no  longer  able  to  discbaige 
the  burdens  impoaed  upon  it,  those  bur- 
dens would  inevitably  be  tranafiwred  to 
the  other.  It  ia  said,  that  I  reserva  to 
myself  Uie  details  of  any  measare  which  I 
would  support  relating  to  the  importation 
of  com.  I  do  so ;  and  why  T  Mcause  I 
am  constantly  receiving,  from  the  best 
friends  of  the  agricultural  interest,  com- 
munications as  to  the  improvements  that 
may  be  made  in  those  details  If  I  wave 
to  say,  I  will  support  a  Corn-law  against  a 
fixed  duty,  and  made  no  reservation  as  to 
details,  why,  such  is  the  manner  in  which 
you  fasten  me  down  to  every  expression  1 
make,  that  do  I  not  know  yon  would  at 
once  turn  round  upon  me,  aiid  say,  that  I 
had  incurred  some  positive  obligtUiona  of 
honour  to  stand  by  every  detail  and  every 
letter  of  the  present  Corn-law ;  and  that 
the  question  was,  not  a$  to  naiotaioiog 
the  principle  oi  a  gradnaled  doty,  but  that 
I  the  qneatioa  vipi  as  to  maintaining,  per» 
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mMenUy  and  uDnlUrably,  efery  detail  of 
^he  exUting  Coro*law — Day»  that  I  was 
not  at  at  lioeriy  lb  correct  the  admitted 
abusei  of  the  present  syntem — that  I  was 
not  at  liberty  to  prevent  any  sudden  in- 
pouring  of  foreign  corn,  arising  from  the 
objectionable  mode  of  taking  the  aver- 
ages? 1  know,  if  I  bad  made  some  such 
declaration  as  that,  I  should  have  been 
told,  that  I  bad  committed  myself,  not 
only  to  the  principle,  but  to  the  very  let- 
ter of  the  existing  law,  and  that  I  was 
precladed  from  making  any  alteration 
whatever  in  its  details.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  asked  me,  and  he  has  a  right 
to  ask  me,  whether  I  intend  to  maintain 
the  preaent  protection  for  agriculture,  I 
know  what  be  means.  ['*  No^  no  /*']  Yes, 
I  do.  He  would  require  me  to  pledge 
myself  to  some  specific  details.  That  was 
bis  object,  when  he  asked  me  what  were 
my  intentions  upon  the  subject  of  the 
CSorn-law.  I  will  not  give  a  specific  an^ 
swer.  I  state  as  much  as  any  man  can 
expect,  or  reasonably  require^  from  an  in- 
dividual Member  of  this  House.  What  I 
say  is^  that  I  prefer  the  principle  of  a 
graduated  duty  to  a  fixed  duty,  and  that 
I  think  protection  to  agriculture,  per- 
fectly consistent  with  manufacturing  pros- 
perity. I  do  not  attribute  the  present  dis« 
tresa  of  the  manufacturing  interest  to  the 
protection  which  Is  given  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  It  is  you  that  have  at* 
tempted  to  show  that,  I  have  not.  At 
the  same  time,  I  will  not  bind  myself  irre* 
vpcably  against  any  improrement  in  the 
details  of  the  existing  law.  Supposing  I 
undertook  to  give  an  answer  on  the  details 
how  should  I  act,  "  Tell  me  the  pivota** 
said  the  bon.  Gentleman*  Why,  was 
there  ever  anything  so  prepo9terQus  ?  If, 
indeed,  I  had  followed  the  precedent,  that 
bas  been  eet  me,  I  majr  well  have  ven- 
tured to  enter  upon  details  ;  and  if,  after 
having  given  them*  I  should  have  altered 
them,  we  will  say  in  the  proportion  of  five 
to  eighty  no  douot,  I  should  nave  had  cre- 
dit for  it  to-morrow.  Why,  here  is  a 
Government  that  bad  ten  months  to  con- 
sider the  question  on  which  they  wished  to 
legislate,  and  that  no  lesa  a  question  than 
one  ooncemiog  the  franchise  in  Ireland — 
a  Government  that  came  forward  with  a 
declaration  of  details,  and  yet  who,  imme- 
diatelv  preliminary  to  the  introduction 
of  their  bill,  altered  those  detaili  in  the 
proportion  of  from  five  to  eight ;  and  this 
IS  tne  Government  which  tbinks  it  decent 


to  call  upon  me  (o  commit  m  self  to  de- 
tails !  Supposing  I  had  given  details,  and 
supposing  that  atterwards.  just  before  the 
discussion  in  Parliament,  I,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conciliating  the  votes  of  two  or 
three  agricultural  friends — or  four  or  five 
at  the  most,  without  any  public  objeciipn 
or  discussion,  had  altered  those  details,  I 
know  what  imputations  I  should  have 
been  liable  to.  But  the^e  ''chartered 
libertines,"  they  m^y  alter  their  details  at 

(Measure;  they,  the  Government!  with 
uU  opportunity  of  considering  their  mea- 
sure before  propounding  it  I  But  every 
sort  of  imputation  is  to  be  thrown  upon 
me,  because  I  content  myself  with  atating 
the  eeneral  principles  that  would  puide  my 
conduct  a  and  refuee,  not  being  m  office, 
to  sav  what  is  the  system  of  taxation  I 
woulq  propose,  or  what  are  the  details  of 
a  bill  on  the  importation  of  corn  which  1 
would  support.  Yes !  here  is  a  Government, 
who  alter  the  details  of  one  of  their  own 
most  important  measures  from  a  5/.  to  an 
8/.  rrancnise,  with  no  other  reason  than  to 
conciliate  two  or  three  votes,  charging 
me  with  the  concealment  of  my  in- 
tentions, because  I  do  not  bring  forward 
details  I  Now,  allow  me  to  ask  the  quea. 
tion,  why  were  not  these  three  great  sub« 
jects,  corn,  sugar,  and  timber,  brought 
forward  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion? What  pretence  is  there  for  not 
having  named  any  ope  of  them  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  t  If  you  bondjide 
intended  to  bring  them  under  discuss  on, 
why,  I  ask,  dicTyou  not  mention  them 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  ?  Is  this  the  rea- 
son«*-tbat  it  is  contrary  to  all  precedent  to 
refer  to  the  details  of  measures  until  you 
are  prepared  to  introduce  them;  that  it 
has  only  a  tendency  to  agitate  the  public 
mind,  to  disturb  commercial  enterprise,  to 
divert  the  application  of  capital,  and  in- 
duce precipitate  speculations?  If  these 
were  your  reasoni,  upon  what  principle  do 
you  dlemand  of  me,  an  individual  Member 
of  Parliament,  wiibput  the  responsibility 
of  office,  to  make  a  declaration  of  my 
opinions  aa  to  detaili  of  such  meainres  u 
these  ?  You  say,  that  the  sugar  and  the 
timber  duties  formed  part  of  the  budget ; 
but  the  Corn-laws  formed  no  part  of  the 
budget*  That  might  have  been  men* 
tinned  in  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  and 
the  attention  of  Parliament  mi|;ht  have 
been  called  to  it  at  an  earlier  period.  Nor 
was  there  any  reason  why  the  timber  du- 
ties sbould  not  hare  been  mentioned  in 
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the  Queen's  Speech.    There  is  a  strong 
suspicion     abroad ,    that    yoa    had     two 
budgets,  one  for  fair  weather,  and   the 
other  for  foul ;  and  it  was  not  until  foul 
weather  had  overtaken  you,  that  you  pro- 
duced your  present  plan.    To  have  pre- 
vented such  an  impression  being  formed, 
you  should  have  alluded  to  these  impo 
ant  questions  in    the  Speech   from  the 
Throne,  at   the  commencement  of   the 
present    Session.      You    describe    these 
measures  as    involving  important  consi- 
derations, as  affecting  the  prosperity  of 
the  country ;  and  you  say,  that  the  prin- 
ciples   which    you  now    avow,  are    the 
principles    which     must    be     ultimately 
adopted.     Why,  then,  in  justice  to  those 
principles,  did  you  not  urge  them  at  an 
earlier  period  ?    What  was  the  course  you 
took  with  respect  to  the  Import  Duties 
Committee  ?    Your  measures  are  founded 
upon  the  report  of  that  committee.     But 
was  that  committee  moved   for  by    her 
Majesty's  Government  ?    Were  the  Mem- 
bers of  her  Majesty's  Government  aware 
of  the  intentions  of  those  by  whom  that 
committee  was  appointed  ?     Did  any  one 
Cabinet  Minister  attend  that  committee  ? 
Was  any   one  question  asked,  by  any 
Member  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  of 
a   single  witness  examined  before    that 
committee  ?    Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
attend  the  sittings  of  the  Import  Duties 
Committee?     No,  not  one  day.     And 
yet  the  report  contains  all  that  relates  to 
the  practical  application  of  those  great 
principles  which  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
now  propound.    Surely  you  must   have 
been  aware  of  the  pressure  of  your  finances 
as  far  back  as  from   the  middle  of  last 
year  at  least ;  and  yet  so  little  were  you 
convinced  of  the  soundness  of  those  prin- 
ciples»  which  you  now  affirm  to  be  ne- 
cessary to  the  salvation  of  the  country, 
that  you  permitted  the    Import  Duties 
Committee     to   be    appointed,    without 
knowing  well  what  its  object  was,  and 
without    thinking   it  necessary  for    any 
Member  of  the  Government  to   attend 
upon  it.    If  you  thought  it  desirable  to 
affirm  the  principles  recommended  in  the 
report  of  that  committee,  why  did  you  not 
make    that    announcement     from    the 
Throne?    Or,  if  you  thought  that  further 
inquiry  was    necessarv,   and    additional 
evidence  was  reqaireo,  why  did  you  not, 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  move 
that  that  committee  be  reappointed  f  Yoa 


did  neither  one  nor  the  other ;  nor  did  you 
take  any  step  till  the  month  of  May ;  and 
then  you  brought  forward,  in  a  time  of 
pressing  political  necessity,  three   great 
measures,   founded    upon   the    evidence, 
and  exclusively  upon  the  evidence,  taken 
by   that    committee.     It    is    this  which 
compels   me  to    say,   that   the    manner 
in  which  you  have  brought  forward  these 
great  questions,  is  one  by  which  you  nei- 
ther do  justice  to  yourselves  as  a  Grovem* 
ment,  nor  to  the  importance  of  the  mea- 
sures you  propound.     And  again  I  say,  if 
these  principles  are  so  excellent;  if  these 
measures,  founded  upon  them,  are  so  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  salvation  of  the 
country,  is  it  not  most  unfortunate  that 
you  should  have  incumbered  them  with 
your  help,  not  on  account  of  your  actions 
as  Ministers,  but  on  account  of  your  posi* 
tion  as  the  executive  Government.   Inhere 
is,  depend  upon  if,  a  prevalent  ileeling  in 
the  country,  that  these  measures  could 
not  have  been  passed  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  propounded.     Your  ob- 
ject being  to  remove  the  commercial  dis- 
tress, and  relieve  the  financial  embarrass* 
ment  of  this  country,  to  restore  confidence, 
and  to  find  means  of  profitably  employing 
capital,  I  must  say  that  you  are  striking 
the  severest  blow  conceivable  against  the 
industry  of  the  country,  by  leaving  these 
three  great  questions*  in  doubt  for  an  inde- 
finite  period ;   by  setting  party  against 
party,  upon  such  a  question  as  that  of  the 
Uorn-laws ;  by  stirring  up  society  to  its 
foundation  ;  and  by  arraying  against  each 
other,  in  bitter  discord,  classes  of  the 
community  whose  harmony  is  essential  to 
their  own  welfare,  as  well  as  to  the  hap- 
piness and  safety  of  the  State.    You  are 
now  about  to  dissolve  Parliament  upon 
the  cry  of  *'  cheap  bread."    You  promise 
the  substitution  of  a  fixed  duty  for  the 
present  fluctuating  one.    My  firm  belief 
is,  that  a  fixed  duty  will  give  no  efiectual 
protection  to  the  agriculture  of  Ireland,  or 
of  many  parts  of  this  country.    What  the 
effect  of  it  may  be,  is  entirelv  doubtful. 
I  believe  it  to  be  fraught  witn  the  most 
serious  consequences.    I  do  not  believe, 
that  you  can  paralvse  agricultural  pros- 
perity, by  a  fixed  duty  of  one  shilling  a 
bushel    upon     corn,    without    seriouslv 
affecting  other  interests  connected  with 
agriculture.    But  my  firm  belief  it^  that 
the  course  which  you  have  taken,  the 
appeals  which  you  have  made,  the  mode 
in  which  you  nave  conducted  this  ques« 
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tion,  and  the  ezcitemenU  to  agitation 
have  been  incurred  through  that  mode  of 
its  introduction,  will  mal^e  it,  when  the 
time  of  difficulty  shall  come,  impossible  for 
you  to  resist  the  application  of  the  same 
appeals,  and  to  maintain  that  duty  which 
you  now  state  to  be  fixed  and  immutable. 
This  is  my  firm  conviction ;  and  I  now 
take  my  leave  of  the  discussion  of  this 
question,  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  content,  whatever  may  be  the 
issue,  with  the  course  which  I  have  pur- 
sued, which  has  been  less  with  a  view  to 
any  party  advantage,  than  to  .the  vindica- 
tion of  the  just  authority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  uphold  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution.  Many  may 
think  that  it  would  have  been  much 
better  to  have  permitted  you  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  to 
have  had  three  successive  debates,  and 
three  successive  minorities,  each  decreasing 
in  numbers.  That  may  have  been  a  better 
and  more  political  course,  in  respect  to 
party.  I  know  the  advantages  which  I 
give  you  by  bringing  forward  this  motion. 
I  am  content  to  give  you  those  advantages, 
because  I  think  I  should  have  been  aban- 
doning my  duty,  after  the  declaration  you 
made,  of  its  being  your  intention  to  con- 
tinue in  the  ordinary  performance  of  your 
official  functions,  notwithstanding  the 
defeats  you  had  met  with,  if  I  had  acqui- 
esced in  that  principle,  and  not  asked  the 
House  of  Commons,  by  some  distinct 
declaration,  to  affirm  or  to  deny  the  pro- 
position, that  you  do  not  possess  the 
confidence  uf  the  House,  andf  that  your 
retention  of  power,  under  such  circum- 
stances, is  at  variance  with  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution. 
The  question  was  put  as  follows : — 

''  That  her  Majesty's  Ministers  do  not  suffi- 
ciently  possess  the  Confidence  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  enable  them  to  carry  through  the 
House  measures  which  they  deem  of  essential 
importance  to  the  public  welfare ;  and  that 
their  continuance  in  office,  undeV  such  circum- 
stances, is  at  variance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution.'* 

The  House  divided  :^Ayes  312;  Noes 
311;  Majority  1. 
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Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Major  C« 
ViTian,  J.  H. 
Vifian,rt.hn.SirRH. 
Wakley,T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H, 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Weatenlra,  ho.  H.  R. 
Weatenra,  hon.  J.  C. 
White,  A. 
White,  H. 
White,  L. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wianington,SirT.  E. 
Winninglon,  H.  J. 
Wood,G. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,B. 
Worsleyj  Lord 
Wrighuon,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

tELLteRS. 

Stanley,  hon.  B.  J. 
Maule,hoii.F. 


Lord  i/oAn  Rmseli,  in  movine  that  the 
House  at  Its  rising  a^ourn  till  Monday 
said,  that  he  would  reKrve  hinnelf  with 
restMcfe  to  the  oouree  th6  Gotemmeiit  would 
take  until  that  d&y.  All  he  would  say  now 
was^  that  he  propoaed  to  take  a  vote  of 
supply  on  Monday,  and  take  only  Aich  of 
the  miscellaneous  estimates,  the  necessity 
for  which  was  lo  immediate  that  any  delay 
would  oecaiion  gte§i  inocmfenienbe  to  tho 
public  service,  if  not  granted  at  the  present 
moment.  [*'  The  Comolaws.*^  He  would 
state  on  Monday  what  oouraa  he  meant  to 
pursue  on  that  guettion,  but  the  right  hofi« 
Genlleman(SirKobeTt  Peel) having  thought 
proper,  in  his  reply^  to  bring  new  charges 
aga&nat  the  Government,  which  he  had 
never  heard  of  before^  he  must  take  till 
Monday  to  consider  what  steps  he  could 
beat  tsike  to  vindicate  the  Government. 
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Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  a  great  part  of 
the  speech  of  the  nohle  Lord  consisted  of 
an  attack  upon  himself,  hut  he  would  he 
exceedinglj  sorry  if  it  were  possible  for  the 
noUe  Lord  to  impute  anything  unfair  to 
him,  or  that  he  had  taken  any  advantage 
in  his  reply  to  bring  forward  fresh  charees 
against  the  Government.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  do  so,  and  knowing  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  no  right  of  reply,  he  had 
not  said  one  word  upon  the  foreign  policy. 
He  would  not  deprecate  the  course  which 
the  noble  Lord  might  think  desirable,  and 
he  might  take  it  for  granted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  bring  forward  the  Corn- 
laws  on  Monday. 

Lord  /.  Russell :  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  Hindley  did  not  care  twopence  for 
the  charges  against  the  Government,  but 
he  was  exceedingly  desirous  of  having  the 
discusnon  on  the  Corn-laws ;  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  prepared  on  Mon- 
day to  name  the  day  for  the  discussion. 

Mr.  Hume  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
that  nifiht  fix  the  time.  Ample  time  had 
been  lulowed  to  consider  this  question. 
There  was  no  doubt  entertained  by  any  one 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Corn-laws  must 
come  on.  As  Tuesday  was  the  first  day, 
the  noble  Lord  ought  at  once  before  he  left 
the  House  to  fix  that  day. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Monday^  June  7,  1841. 

Ifnrvn&l  Billi.  Raul  a  fint  time: — PunMiment  of 
Death  I  Svgtr  DutlM.— Read  a  ieoond  Untie  s<— Anened 
TaxM  Compoiitioii;  Militia  Ballot  Siupemloo  i  Vaodna- 
tioni  Ordnanoe Survey;  Court  Houiei  (Ireland)  i  Turn- 
pike RoadiL 

pBtttlaBi  prciented.  By  the  Duke  of  Derooihire,  the  Earl 
of  RoMberry*  and  Earl  FltiwiUiam»  from  plaees  in  Sect- 
land,  Hampdiir^  and  other  plaoM,  fur  an  Alteration  of 
the  Coni-lawi.*-By  the  Earl  of  Hareirood,  the  Earl  of 
Brawnlowi  the  Earl  of  WlncMbea,  and  the  Earl  of  Caw- 
dor, ttauL  Yoriuhire,  Carmarthen,  IinoohMhire«  and 
SttflUk,  i^aioit  any  Altoratkm  of  the  Con-lawi. 

Corn-laws — Wages.]  On  some  pe- 
titions being  presented  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws, 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said^  he  would  take 
that  opportunity  to  advert  to  an  extraor- 
dinary doctrine  contained  in  a  petition 
presented  on  Friday  evening  last  by  a 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Braybrooke). 
It  was  there  set  forth,  that  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  would  rather  have  dear 
bread,  and  fair  wages  to  pay  (or  it,  than 
cheap  bread  with  inferipr  wages ;  and  the 


inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  argument 
advanced  on  that  occasion  by  a  noble  Earl 
(Stanhope)  whom  he  did  not  then  see  in 
bis  place,  was,  that  a  high  price  of  com 
was  actually  advantageous  to  the  labourer. 
Now,  it  was  inconceivable  to  him  how  it 
was  possible  that  the  consumer  of  any 
article  could  be  benefitted  by  having  the 
price  of  that  article  raised.  The  noble 
Earl,  to  whom  he  had  alluded,  had,  in 
support  of  his  argument,  referred  to  two 
periods,  in  one  of  which,  corn  being  dear, 
the  agricultural  labourer  was  well  off,  and 
in  the  other,  corn  being  cheap,  great  agri- 
cultural  distress  prevailed.  In  answer  to 
that,  he  begged  leave  to  point  to  the 
evidence  given  before  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House  in  1836,  when 
several  competent  witnesses  ( extracts 
from  whose  evidence  the  noble  Lord  read) 
stated,  that  in  1835-36,  when  corn  was 
cheap,  the  agricultural  labotirer  was  in  a 
very  comfortable  situation.  Further,  to 
show  the  distress  occasioned  by  the  dear- 
ness  of  corn,  and  the  relief  derived  from 
having  corn  at  a  cheap  rate,  the  noble 
Earl  referred  to  the  annual  amount  of 
poor-rates  from  1821  to  1839,  from  which 
It  appeared  that  the  Poor-rates  were  in- 
creased or  diminished  as  the  price  of  corn 
rose  or  fell.  It  was  impossible  to  adduce 
more  direct  evidence  of  the  prevalence  of 
distress  than  was  supplied  by  the  increase 
of  the  Poor-rates ;  and  the  return  which 
he  held  in  his  hand  showed,  that  in  pro- 
portion as  the  price  of  corn  was  raised, 
the  amount  of  the  Poor-rates  was  in- 
creased ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a  re- 
duction in  the  amount  of  the  Poor-rates 
always  accompanied  a  decrease  in  the 
price  of  corn.  It  was,  therefore,  evident 
to'  him,  that  dear  corn  was  disadvantage- 
ous to  the  labourer,  and  that  cheap  corn 
was  advantageous  to  him.  Again,  if  they 
looked  to  the  crimes  committed  in  the 
agricultural  districts,  it  would  be  found, 
by  reference  to  a  paper  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment (from  which  the  noble  Earl  read  an 
extract)  that  the  number  of  crimes  dimin- 
ished when  corn  was  cheap,  but  that 
crimes  increased  when  com  became  dear. 
How,  he  would  ask,  was  it  pouible  that 
the  labourer  could  be  better  off  by  pur- 
chasing corn  at  a  dear  rather  than  a  cheap 
rate  ?  Why  should  such  a  contradiction 
be  true  with  reference  to  com,  which  was 
not  trae  with  respect  to  any  thing  else  ? 
If,  for  instance,  one  of  their  Lordthios 
wished  to  buy  a  pair  of  honea,  would  he 
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not  feel  better  pleased  to  purchase  them 
at  a  cheap  than  at  a  dear  rate  ?  As  to 
the  rate  of  wages,  it  did  not  depend  on 
the  price  of  corn,  but  on  the  relative  pro- 

Krtion  of  the  demand  and  supply  in  the 
x>ur  market.  If  there  were  but  little 
employment,  and  large  numbers  competing 
for  it,  wages  must  fall;  but  if,  on  the 
contrary,  the  demand  for  labour  was  ex- 
tensive, and  the  labourers  few,  wages 
must  naturally  rise.  lu  conclusion,  he 
would  contend,  that  the  statement,  that 
dear  corn  was  advantageous  to  the  la- 
bourer was  contrary  to  all  evidence  and 
to  all  experience. 

Lord  Braybrooke  was  not  so  much 
enamoured  of  these  incidental  discussions 
as  his  noble  Friend,  and,  therefore,  he 
would  not  go  at  length  into  the  subject. 
It  was  unquestionably  stated  in  the  peti- 
tions which  he  had  presented  from  Essei, 
that  the  labourers  were  better  off  when 
corn  fetched  a  high  price  than  when  it 
was  sold  at  a  low  one ;  and  in  that  opinion 
he  concurred.  He  had  for  three  years 
been  chairman  to  a  board  of  guardians, 
and  he  bad  made  it  his  hobby  to  inquire 
into  the  situation  and  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers; 
and  he  could  state  from  experience,  that, 
in  1834,  1835,  and  1836,  when  corn  was 
cheap,  a  great  deal  of  agricultural  distress 
prevailed. 

The  Earl  of  Stradbroke  also  felt  con- 
vinced, that  a  very  low  price  of  corn  did 
not  operate  bene6cially  for  the  agricultural 
labourer. 

Lord  Ashburton  did  not  understand 
how  bread  could  be  brought  down  to  a 
lower  price  without  a  diminution  of  wages. 
He  knew  not  how  it  was  possible  that  any 
poor  man,  or  any  rich  man,  could  be  so 
exceedingly  credulous  as  to  suppose  that 
the  price  of  bread  could  be  reduced  one 
half  in  this  country,  and  that  the  rate  of 
wages  should  remain  the  same.  If  this 
could  be  so,  what  became  of  the  argument 
on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers,  that 
they  could  not  compete  with  other  coun- 
tries on  account  of  the  high  rate  of  wagea 
which  they  were  obliged  to  pay  ?  If 
wages  did  not  fall  when  the  price  of  bread 
was  reduced,  then  the  expectations  of  the 
manufacturers  would  prove  to  be  an  en- 
tire fallacy.  If  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  was  correct,  then  must  the 
great  mill-owners  learn  from  him  that 
their  calculation,  as  to  a  reduction  of 
wages,  was  wholly  fallacious.    With  re- 
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spect  to  the  farmer,  was  it  possible  that 
he  could  continue  to  pay  125.  a  week 
when  he  had  to  compete  with  the  produce 
of  foreign  countries,  where  the  wages  of 
the  labourer  were  exceedingly  low  ?  Any 
person  of  the  most  common  understand- 
ing— any  person  outside  the  walls  of  a 
lunatic  asylum — must  see,  that  the  British 
farmer,  who  paid  his  labourers  2«.  a-day, 
could  not  compete  with  the  foreigner,  who 
only  paid  Sd.  or  Ad,  a-day — as  was  proved 
by  a  document  on  their  Lordships'  Table. 
If -the  proposed  alteration  were  carried, 
how  was  it  possible  for  any  man  to  say,  that 
the  cultivation  of  the  land  would  still  go 
on  ?  Under  such  adverse  circumstances, 
if  the  farmer  wished  to  realize  his  capital, 
he  had  better  go  to  Pomerania,  Holstein, 
Mecklenburgh,  or  some  other  place  in  the 
north  of  Germany,  where  cultivation  might 
be  carried  on  at  a  cheap  rate.  If  they 
looked  at  the  common  sense  of  the  thing, 
they  must  see  that  the  farmer  could  not 
go  on,  if  the  proposed  plan  prevailed! 
and  it  was  a  delusion  to  suppose  that 
a  high  rate  of  wages,  and  a  great  re- 
duction in  the  price  of  corn,  could  exist 
together. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  would  ask,  how 
were  they  to  compete  with  the  low  wages 
in  Ireland  ?  The  noble  Lord  (Ashburton) 
had  said,  that  in  parts  of  Germany,  the 
aveage  amount  of  labourers'  wages  was 
4d.  a  day,  and  that  if  the  duty  were  re- 
duced on  foreign  corn,  this  country  could 
not  compete  with  that.  But  did  the  noble 
Lord  forget  that  4d.  a  day  was  the  average 
price  of  wages  in  Ireland  as  well  ?  It  was 
so  stated  in  the  Poor-law  reports.  It  was 
stated,  that  the  highest  average  price  was 
6d,  a  day,  and  that  the  labourers  were 
employed  but  eight  months  of  the  year, 
which  reduced  the  average  price  to  4d. 
The  noble  Earl  referred  to  a  document 
which  he  said  had  been  circulated  through 
the  country  by  the  Society  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  Agriculture,  of  which  society  he 
believed  the  noble  Lord  (Ashburton)  was 
a  member.  That  document  stated,  that 
the  Government  were  about  to  permit  the 
introduction  of  foreign  corn  at  such  a  low 
rate  of  duty,  as  to  deprive  the  agri- 
culturist of  all  protection — a  statement 
which  was  not  correct,  and  which  he 
was  surprised  to  find  issuing  from  such  a 
society. 

Lord  Ashburton  was  understood  to  jus- 
tify the  publication  of  that  document,  in 
consequence  of  the  statement  which  bad 
2S 
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been  circulated  throagbout  the  country, 
in  order  to  create  an  opposition  to  the 
present  com  laws,  and  to  obtain  signatures 
to  petitions  for  their  repeal^— a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
upon  foreign  corn  would  give  cheap  bread 
to  the  labourer.  He  admitted  that  he  did 
belong  to  the  society  alluded  to,  but  let 
it  be  recollected,  that  it  was  a  society 
which  had  been  established,  to  counteract 
the  effects  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  Society, 
which  was  exciting  agitation  through  I  he 
country,  creating  the  grossest  abuses,  and 
putting  forth  statements  of  the  most  de< 
lusive  and  fallacious  character.  He  and 
other  noblemen  had  reluctantly  joined  the 
society  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  but 
with  the  conviction  of  its  necessity,  and 
the  determination  to  act  entirely  on  the 
defensive.  If  agitation  had  not  been  ex- 
cited and  carried  to  such  an  extent  upon 
this  question,  the  noble  Earl  would  never 
have  heard  of  the  Society  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  Agriculture. 

Earl  FitzwiUiam  admitted,  that  the 
English  labourers  were  better  fed,  and 
better  clothed  than  foreign  labourers,  but 
the  superiority  of  their  condition,  in  his 
opinion,  was  to  be  attributed,  not  to 
the  monopoly  of  the  corn  trade,  but  to 
the  more  advanced  civilixation  of  this 
country. 

The  Marquess  of  Saliihury  felt  the 
inconvenience  of  these  ocoasional  delates, 
and  thought  that  the  noble  Earl  who 
introduced  them,  ought  to  bring  forwar 
a  separate  motion  on  the  subject.  Tho 
object  of  the  noble  Earl  was,  to  reduce  tho 
wages  of  the  labourer  to  the  lowest  pos- 
sible extent.  If  this  were  not  his  objecti 
he  could  have  none,  for  it  was  utterly 
impossible  that  the  English  grower  could 
compete  with  the  foreigner,  except  by 
such  reduction.  He  was  in  the  habit 
of  mixing  a  good  deal  with  agricultural 
labourers,  and  there  was  not  one  who 
had  not  expreiscd  to  him  his  desire  for 
dear  bread,  and  comparatively  high  wages. 
The  Earl  of  Hanwood^  admitted  that 
the  state  of  the  manufacturing  classes  in 
this  country  was  never  worse  than  it  was  at 
present.  He  admitted  the  great  distress 
which  at  present  existed,  and  whiob,  he 
was  greatly  afraid,  would  continue  i  bat 
he  denied  thai  that  distress  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  existing  price  of  eon, 
or  bad  anything  to  do  with  the  corn  laws. 
He  attributed  that  distress  to  a  very  dif* 
ferent  casie.    la  that  part  of  tbe  cottotry 


where  he  resided,  there  were  a  great  num- 
ber of  factories,  and,  indeed,  every  time 
he  returned  home,  he  perceived  that  f^esh 
factories  had  been  established.  Was  it 
possible  to  believe  that  persons  who  had 
real  capital  to  build  those  factories  with 
would  embark  their  money  in  such  specu* 
lations,  at  a  time  when  the  trade  generally 
was  in  such  a  sinking  and  diseouragiog 
state?  No;  but  the  facts  of  the  case 
were  these,  these  factories  were  generally 
established  upon  false  and  fictitious  ca- 
pitals, the  consequence  of  which  was,  the 
sudden  breaking  up  of  tho^  concerns, 
which  necessarily  entailed  the  greatest 
distress  opon  the  poor  of  the  neighbour- 
hood. The  present  state  of  the  country 
was  not,  then,  produced  in  coosequenoe 
of  corn  h%\Tkg  dear--not  on  aocount  of 
the  inability  of  manufacturers  to  get  sale 
for  their  goods,  but  because  the  trade 
of  the  country  was  carried  on  in  an  un- 
natural manner,  and  upon  a  principle  of 
underselling  each  other,  and  because  the 
foreign  markets,  instead  of  being  sleeked 
by  a  good  and  wholesome  supply,  were 
actually  glutted  with  a  supetabuadaot 
quantity  of  goods  from  this  country,  a 
great  part  of  which,  after  being  sent 
out,  was  sold  at  a  loss.  He  was  of 
opinion,  that  if  they  attempted  to  asaka 
any  alteration  In  the  existing  ooni  lawi* 
they  might  confer  great  advantage  upon 
the  employers,  but  they  would  Inevitably 
injure  the  labouring  classes. 

The  Earl  of  Wanaich  only  rose  to  refer 
to  the  conduct  of  a  society  wliieh  bad 
been  mentmned  by  the  noble  Barl^'-Hhe 
Anti*Corn  Law  League*  They  had  bteii 
sending  emisearies  through  the  couniryi 
and  writing  letters  to  evert  Dissenting 
minister  whose  ohapel  was  his  own,  ra* 
questing  him  to  expose  to  his  floek  tbe 
<*  anti-Christian  "  operatkHi  of  the  Gom* 
law.  He  would  read  an  extract  of  a  ledar 
sent  by  the  council  of  tbe  assoeiaMon  to  a 
R4>man  Catholic  clergyman,  In  which  he 
was  invited  to  preach  a  seraaoo  to  Us 
congregation,  showing  the  nnjost,  l»« 
moral,  and  anti-seripteral  ebaiaolar  of 
these  laws.  As  anoh  agiution  was  carried 
on  by  the  association  against  the  praeaol 
laws,  sorely  the  Soeiatf  lor  tho  PioleethNi 
of  Agricalture  might  be  allowed  by  i^r 
and  legitiraata  means,  aad  they  need  oo 
other,  to  meet  their  attache,  aod  nairt  tbiir 
opposition. 

Ear  I  FiiMmUHaam  gate  oocioa,  that  to* 
morrow  ie*oai|hl  km  shoold 
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solution^  to  the  effect  that  it  was  the 
boonden  duty  of  Parliateetit  to  take  the 
subject  of  the  corn-laws  into  consideration 
early  in  the  next  Session.  Preparatory  to 
thftt  motion,  he  should  tcmorrow  more, 
that  either  some  of  his  excellent  Friends, 
the  clerks  at  the  table  be  directed,  or  a 
select  committee  be  appointed,  lo  enume- 
rate the  various  signatures  of  parties  who 
had  petitioned  on  this  subject  on  either 
side  of  the  question. 

The  Marquess  o(  Salithury  suggested, 
that  there  should  also  be  appended  a 
statement  of  the  residence  and  profes. 
sions  of  those  who  had  affixed  them  to 
their  signatures. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  after  hearing 
the  notice  given  by  his  noble  Friend,  he 
could  not  help  calling  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  fact,  that  he  had  two  years 
ago  brought  forward  a  motion,  which,  if 
carried,  would  really  have  been  the  means 
of  throwing  some  light  upon  this  subject ; 
bat  which  their  Lordships  had  rejected. 
Amongst  other  faHacies  which  the  inquiry 
which  he  then  propoied  would  have  re** 
moved  was,  that  cheap  bread  would  lead 
to  low  wages.  This  was  an  assertion  which 
he  had  never  lielieved ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  stated  at  the  time  he  referred  to,  that 
he  was  prepared  to  prove  upon  oath  at 
their  Loitiahips'  bar,  that  the  very  contrary 
would  be  the  ease*  Their  Lordships,  how* 
ever,  rejected  hie  motion,  and  also  a  mo- 
tion which  he  afterward!  made  for  ap- 
pointing a  committee  on  the  subject.  In 
reference  to  those  motions,  he  must  ob- 
serve, further,  that  at  the  time  he  brought 
them  forward,  there  was  no  temporary 
excitement  existing  in  the  country,  caused 
by  peculiar  distress,  of  high  price  and 
scarcity  of  food ;  neither  was  there  any 
other  cause  of  political  excitement  existing 
in  the  country,  to  mar  the  salutary  effect 
which  he  sought  in  the  inquiry  he  pro- 
posed. He  thought  it  peculiarly  unfortu- 
nate, therefore,  that  her  Majesty's  Oo^ 
vernment,  and  their  Lordships  had  not 
consented,  at  that  time,  to  take  up  the 
subject;  because  he  felt  certain  that  if 
they  had  done  so,  both  the  minds  of  their 
Lordships,  and  of  the  country,  would  have 
been  convinced  by  the  facts  which  would 
have  been  adduced,  of  the  propriety  of 
making  some  alteration  in  these  laws. 
With  respect  to  the  agitation  now  set  on 
foot  on  the  subject,  though  he  was  glad 
her  Majesty's  Government  had  been  in- 
daeed  to  change  their  views  on  the  subject, 


yet  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  tha 
time  and  circumstances  under  whicH  it 
was  now  brought  forward  wefe  unfortu- 
nate ;  and  that  the  question  would  lose 
as  much  on  the  one  hand,  through  those 
causes,  as  it  gained  on  the  other  by  the 
support  and  co-operation  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  doubly  regretted,  there- 
fore, that  the  question  had  not  been  taken 
up  at  the  time  he  had  proposed.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  then  presented 
petitions  for  the  repeal  of  the  corn-laws, 
from  the  royal  burghs  of  Annan  in  council 
assembled ;  and  from  a  place  in  the  county 
of  Banff;  also  a  petition  from  certain 
inhabitants  of  St.  James's,  Westminster, 
agreed  to  at  a  public  meeting,  in  favour 
of  a  filled  duty  on  com.  With  respect  to 
the  last  petition,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  observed,  that  he  thought  the  peti- 
tioners should  have  carried  their  prayer 
further,  namely,  for  a  total  abolition; 
nevertheless,  he  rejoiced  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  brought  forward  the  subject, 
and  proposed  even  the  moderate  remedy 
of  a  fixed  duty,  which  he  for  one,  however, 
should  accept  only  as  the  most  likely 
means  of  arriving  at  a  total  repeal. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  table. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday t  June  7,  1841. 

IfnfOTMk]  Billf.  Ucid  m  fint  Unie:^Bailk«  of  Iinie} 
IMbCf  of  Parlfhttb— Read  ft  iwoQad  tfme:  —Dean  Forests 
Municipal  Corpontiooi ;  New  SouUi  Wales  i  Bribery  at 
Elections  t  Westafii  AitttfaUa.— Read  a  third  time:^ 
TlUie  Compositknia  (Ireland). 

Petitiuiis  prrscmffd.  By  Mr.  Calerall,  from  Waieham,  for 
Churoh  E«teniioo»  and  againat  ttie  Repeal  of  the  Com- 
lawt. 

LahdIorb  akdTekant— (Irelakd) 
-^ExpLAMATioN.]  Mr.  0*ConneU  gave 
notice  of  a  motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  land* 
lord  and  tenant  In  Ireland.  He  would 
take  that  opportunity  to  allude  to  a  mat* 
ter  personal  to  himself.  The  House  was 
aware  that,  a  few  evenings  ago,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bandon  (Ser- 
geant Jackson)  made  a  verv  aerious  charge 
against  him  (Mr.  O'Connefl)  of  oppressing 
his  tenants  in  Kerry,  by  distraining  Id 
April  for  rent  due  in  March.  Not  having^ 
been  in  Kerry  of  late,  he  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
did  not  know  whether  some  agent  of  his 
might  not  have  distrained  some  of  the  te- 
nants from  malicious  motives ;  therefore, 
he  did  not  rise  at  the  instant  to  contradict 
2S2 


1235      Landlord  and  Tenant       {COMMONS}    (helandy^ExpUmaJ&on.    VUA 


the  statement.  Since  then,  however,  he 
had  requested  his  son  (Mr. Maurice  0*Con- 
nell),  whor  had  the  honor  of  being  ac- 
quainted with  Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson,  to 
call  upon  that  Gentleman  to  inquire  the 
name  of  his  informant,  and  his  authority 
for  the  statement  he  had  made ;  and,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
now  read  the  letter  he  had  received  from 
his  son,  describing  the  result  of  his  inter- 
view.    It  was  as  follows : — 

"  16,  Pall-mall,  Monday,  June  7, 1841. 

"  My  dear  Father — I  have  just  seen  Sergeant 
Jackson.  I  told  him  that  I  came  from  you,  \ 
to  ascertain  the  name  of  the  person  whom  he 
quoted  in  the  House,  the  other  night,  as  having 
stated,  that  he  had  known  tenants  of  your^s  to 
have  been  distrained  in  April  for  rents  due  on 
the  25th  of  March  previous,  and  also  if  possi- 
ble, the  names  of  the  tenants. 

<<  He  said,  that  he  did  not  know  the  names 
of  the  tenants ;  that  a  gentleman  called  on  him 
some  time  since,  in  Dublin,  and  said  he  was  a 
Kerryman,  and  his  name  Twiss;  that  Ser* 
geant  Jackson  recollected  having  seen  him  on 
juries  in  Kerry,  but  does  not  know  his  Christian 
name  or  address ;  that  this  man  then  made  al- 
lusion to  a  speech  of  your's  about  Irish  land- 
lords, and  said  that  you  yourself  were  a  bad 
landlord  ;  that  he  had  been  in  Iveragh  some 
time  previous,  had  seen  a  number  of  cattle  in 
pound  in  the  month  of  April,  and  on  inquiry, 
that  he  was  told  they  belonged  to  tenants  of 
your's,  and  had  been  distrained  for  the  March 
rent.  I  asked  what  year  this  was  in  ?  Ser- 
geant Jackson  did  not  know,  but  said  he  had 
a  memorandum  of  it  somewhere,  and  promised 
to  let  me  have  a  copy  thereof.  According  to 
him,  Twiss  said  he  would  swear  to  the  facts. 

'*  Your  affectionate  Son, 

^  Maurice  O'Connell." 

He  was  able  to  state,  that  up  to  the 
month  of  January  last,  when  he  was  last 
in  Kerry,  no  such  thing  had  occurred; 
and,  therefore,  up  to  that  period,  at  well 
indeed  as  up  to  that  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  had  referred,  he 
was  enabled  to  contradict  the  statement  in 
the  strongest  possible  terms.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  comment  on  the  manner  in 
which  the  charge  bad  been  made  against 
him.  The  man's  name  from  whom  the 
information  was  received  was  not  known— 
his  address  was  not  known—the  only  alle- 
gation was,  that  somebody  had  told  the  I 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant,  that  so  and  so  ' 
had  taken  place.  He  (Mr.  O'Conneli) 
begged  to  take  that  opportunity  of  denying, 
in  the  most  distinct  terms,  that  anything 
of  the  kind  had  occurred. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackion  observed,  that 


the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  as  to  what  had  taken 
place  between  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  (Mr.  MauriceO'Connell)wasnot  pre* 
cisely  correct.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
called  upon  him  (Sergeant  Jackson)  that 
morning,  and,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  stated,  said,  that  becaine, 
by  his  father's  desire,  to  ascertain  the 
name  of  the  person  to  whom  he  bad  re- 
ferred in  the  address  he  made  to  the 
House,  in  the  course  of  the  late  debate. 
He  stated  that  he  knew  the  gentleman 
perfectly  well — that  he  had  seen  him 
serving  on  juries  in  the  county —that  his 
name  was  Twiss — that  he  had  waited  opon 
him  (Sergeant  Jackson),  and  told  bin 
that  he  had  seen  a  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nell),  attacking,  in  his  usual  strain,  the 
landlords  of  Ireland — that  he  knew  from 
his  own  knowledge,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  himself  a  very 
harsh  landlord,  and  that  he  would  tell 
him  (Sergeant  Jackson)  what  he  had  seen 
take  place  in  Kerry,  in  the  month  of 
April.  He  mentioned  the  year — [Mr. 
O'CanneU:  What  year  t]  He  mentioned 
the  year  to  me  at  the  time,  and  I  took  a 
memorandum  of  it ;  bat  not  having  thai 
memorandam  by  me  at  the  moment,  I 
could  not  venture  to  name  the  year  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  son  tbia 
morning.  I  offered,  however,  to  write  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  to  inform  him  of  the 
year,  as  soon  as  I  had  ascertained  it  by 
referring  to  my  memorandam.  The  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Twiss  made  lo  me  was-* 
that  he  had  gone  to  that  part  of  Kerry  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
property  was  situated  in  the  month  of 
April ;  and  that  he  there  found  the  eattle 
of  a  number  of  the  tenants  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  distrained,  and 
driven  to  the  pound,  for  rent  due  on  the 
25th  of  March.  That  waa  the  statemeoi 
that  Mr.  Twiss  made  to  me.  I  asked  if 
he  was  quite  certain  of  the  accaraey  of 
what  he  bad  stated.  He  replied  that  be 
was  perfectly  certain  of  its  aecoracy^-tbal 
I  was  perfectly  at  liberty  to  make  nae  of 
it,  and  that  he  waa  prepared  to  come  for- 
ward and  prove  it  in  any  court,  on  aoj 
occasion.  In  the  presence  of  Mr.  Twits, 
I  took  pen  and  ink,  and  wrote  down  the 
substance  of  what  he  had  stated  to  me, 
observing  that  I  should  make  ose  of  it  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  ever  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gent lemao  repeated  his  attacks 
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•gainst  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  He  stated 
that  I  was  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so,  and 
that  he  should  be  ready  at  any  time  to  come 
forward  and  substantiate  all  that  he  had 
told  me.  I  should  not  otherwise  have 
mentioned  the  matter  in  the  House. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  Now  I  appeal  to  the 
House  to  decide  as  to  the  fairness  of  this 
dealing.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
roan  has  stated,  that  he  has  a  document. 
Ought  he  not  to  have  had  that  document 
ready  to  produce  when  he  made  a  charge 
of  this  nature?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  8a3rsi  that  he  made  a  memoran- 
dum, if  he  made  a  memorandum,  ought  he 
not  to  have  ascertained  the  man's  name  ? 
He  knows  as  well  as  I  do,  that  there  are 
several  Twisses  on  the  Jury  in  Kerry. 
Ought  he  not  to  have  taken  down  his  ad- 
dress ?     ["  Order.''] 

The  Speaker  said,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  anything  further  to 
state  in  explanation  of  the  facts,  of  course 
the  House  would  be  ready  to  hear  it ;  but 
he  submitted  to  htm  whether  he  ought  to 
prolong  this  conversation  when  there  was 
no  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  I  was  merely  saying 
this — that  the  name  of  the  party  accusing 
me  is  not  given — that  the  address  of  the 
party  ts  not  given— that  the  date  of  the 
year  is  not  given— and  that  the  lands 
where  this  harshness  is  said  to  have  been 
practised  is  not  given.  And  this  last 
fact  is  material ;  because  I  have  but  one 
property  on  which  such  a  transaction 
could  have  happened,  and  that  is  the 
college  property.  On  all  the  rest  of  my 
property  the  rent  falls  due  in  Mny  and 
November.  It  appears,  in  short,  that  this 
charge  has  been  made  against  me  in  the 
total  absence  of  an  accuser— in  the  total 
absence  of  any  witnesses — in  the  total 
absence  of  dates— in  the  total  absence  of 
all  particulars.  I  am,  therefore,  now  en- 
titled to  pronounce  it  as  gross  a  falsehood 
as  was  ever  uttered. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson:  Perhaps  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  say  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  that  I  will  make 
it  my  business  to  put  him  in  possession  of 
all  the  particulars  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  I  promised  his  son  to*day  that 
I  would  furnish  the  information  this  even* 
log,  if  I  could  lay  my  hand  on  the  memo- 
randum I  had  made. 

Mr.  0*ConneUi  I  don't  know  how  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can  give  the 
particulars  of  a  ftiltehood. 


Register  of  Electors — Hertford- 
shire.] On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Duncombe,  John  Samuel  Storey,  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  for  the  county  of  Hertford 
was  calM  to  the  bar. 

In  reply  to  questions  from  the  Speaker, 

Mr.  Storey  stated,  that  he  had  received 
an  order  from  that  House  for  a  copy  of 
the  register  of  electors  for  the  county  of 
Hertford  for  1840  and  1841 ;  that  he  had 
not  complied  with  the  order,  because  the 
register  was  not  in  his  possession,  nor 
under  his  control ;  that  he  had  no  access 
to  it;  that  by  the  55th  section  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  the  sheriff  of  the  county, 
not  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  was  made  the 
custos  of  the  register ;  and  that  the  register 
of  the  electors  of  the  county  of  Hertford  was 
accordingly  in  the  possession  of  the  sheriff 
of  the  county  of  Hertford.  He  was  aware, 
he  said,  in  reply  to  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  that 
under  the  55th  section  of  the  Reform  Bill 
he  was  bound  to  give  a  copy  of  the  regis- 
ter to  any  one  applying  for  it.  He  could 
not  say  what  was  the  date  on  which  he 
received  the  order  of  the  House.  The 
magistrates  of  the  county  of  Hertford  had 
constantly  refused  to  print  the  register, 
and  unless  they  allowed  the  expense  there 
was  no  other  way  of  defraying  it.  He 
(the  witness),  had,  from  his  notion  of 
respect  for  that  House,  refused  to  give 
that  [which  would  be  but  the  copy  of  a 
copy  of  the  register.  The  witness,  in 
continuation  said,  that  h&  had  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  authenticity  of  the  copy  in 
his  possession.  He  refused  to  make  a 
copy  of  a  copy,  because  the  order  of  the 
House  required  him  to  make  a  copy  of 
the  register  itself.  Did  not  send  the  copy 
in  his  possession  because  it  belonged  to 
the  county. 

The  witness  was  then  ordered  to  with- 
draw. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  to  the  House  that  this  order  was 
sent  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Ripon  had  been  decidedly  of 
opinion,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  to  furnish  a  copy  of 
the  register.  It  was  quite  clear,  after 
the  statement  of  the  witness,  that  he  was 
in  possession  of  the  register,  and  that  it 
was  his  bounden  doty,  as  clerk  of  the  peace, 
to  furnish  a  copy  of  it  to  theHouse.  An  hon. 
Member  had  asked  him  if  it  was  an  au- 
thentic copy,  and  he  replied  that  it  was. 
It  seemed  that  his  only  object,  as  an  indi- 
vidual^  in  not  furnishing  this  copy,  was  to 
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considering  the  question.  Had  he  been 
permitted  to  bring  forward  the  question, 
he  thought  that  he  could  have  shown  that 
neither  the  intention  nor  the  effect  of  the 
proposals  [interruption] — They  might  al- 
low him  five  or  ten  minutes  to  explain 
what  would  have  been  the  general  scope 
of  his  argument.  He  was  about  to  say, 
that  he  could  have  shown  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  proposal  was  not,  nor  would  its 
effect  be,  to  excite  either  extravagant 
hopes  or  false  impressions.  It  was  a  pro- 
posal well  worthy  their  attention,  and  was 
submitted  to  the  House  with  a  view  of 
effecting  an  alteration  in  some  of  the  most 
important  laws  which  affected  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people.  In  regard  to  the  other 
arguments  which  had  been  urged  against 
an  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws,  he  thought 
that  he  could  have  shown  them  to  be 
equally  inconclusive  Let  it  be  recollected 
that  the  whole  principle  on  which  the 
budget  had  been  brought  forward  was, 
that  prohibition  should  no  longer  be  con- 
tinued; and  that  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  might  be  provided  for  by  an 
alteration  of  the  prohibitory  duty.  It 
would  have  been  a  course  which  would 
have  given  some  advantage  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  making  his  proposals  if  he  had 
left  the  Corn-laws  altogether  on  one  side 
i—if  he  had  left  that  question  as  it  was 
during  some  years  past — as  it  was  under 
the  Government  of  Earl  Grey  when  he  as- 
sumed office  in  1830,  an  open  question, 
and  had  not  considered  it  as  in  any  way 
connected  with  the  proposal  regarding  the 
sugar  and  timber  duties,  and  various  other 
matters.  He  repeated  that  the  question 
might  have  been  left  as  it  was  in  the  time 
of  Earl  Grey  and  Earl  Spencer,  an  open 
question ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  such 
a  course  would  have  been  fair  towards  the 
agricultural  interests.  It  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  they  could  have  brought  for- 
ward the  general  principle  that  prohibition 
ought  to  be  done  away  with— that  their 
whole  tariff  ought  to  be  renewed— that 
alterations  should  be  made,  in  order  to  in. 
crease  the  revenue,  without  at  the  same 
lime  bringing  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws  before  the  Legulature.  Therefore  he 
thought  it  the  fairer  and  plainer  course  of 
proceeding  to  adopt  these  principles,  not 
merely  with  a  view  to  increase  the  revenue, 
for  that  was  the  smallest  consideration, 
but  with  a  view  to  the  various  other  and 
oxtendml  interests  which  would  be  affected 


by  it,  and  therefore,  at  nearly  the 
time,  he  had  thought  it  would  be  best  to 
propose  an  alteration  in  the  Corn- laws. 
He  had  now  only  one  remaining  statement 
to  make  as  regarded  the  charge  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  in  the 
course  of  his  reply  on  Friday  last  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  stated,  as  he  under- 
stood, his  belief  in  the  report  that  the 
Government  had  had  two  budgets  pre- 
pared— a  fair  weather  budget  and  a  fool 
weather  budget.  It  was  stated  at  the 
commencement  of  these  discussions,  ae 
a  charge  against  the  Government,  that 
the  budget  had  been  a  sudden  thought-* 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  had,  he  sup- 
posed, in  the  course  of  a  single  morning, 
prepared  the  whole  of  those  extensive  al- 
terations which  he  had  proposed.  Thai 
was  a  charge  so  extravagant  that  he  had 
taken  no  notice  of  it,  and  the  invent- 
ors of  it.  he  imagined,  had  become  so 
convinced  of  its  extravagance  that  they 
had  dropped  it.  He  did  not  think,  that 
there  was  any  man,  whatever  his  political 
party  might  be,  who,  as  a  confidential 
adviser  of  the  Crown,  and  holding  a  re« 
sponsible  office  in  the  Government,  could 
so  far  forget  his  duty  as  to  frame  two 
budgets  in  order  to  suit  his  own  political 
situation.  He  regretted,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  brought  forward  so 
absurd  a  statement,  and  in  a  manner 
that  led  the  House  to  suppose,  that  he 
thoroughly  believed  it.  There  was  not  the 
least  foundation  for  the  assertion.  The 
course  which  Government  now  proposed 
to  pursue  was  that  which  be  stated  shortly 
on  Friday  last  They  proposed  to  take 
the  civil  contingencies,  ana  some  of  the 
estimates  in  regard  to  the  service  in  Ca* 
nada  and  in  China.  In  regard  to  the 
miscellaneous  estimates,  they  would  take 
the  same  course  which  was  pursued  ia 
1830,  on  the  death  of  his  Majesty  George 
4th.  They  proposed  to  take  a  sum  on 
account  of  the  miscellaneoua  estimates 
for  six  months  from  the  1st  of  April  last^ 
sufficient  to  supply  the  immediate  wants 
of  the  budget,  and  prevent  inconvenience 
to  individuals  and  public  officers.  He  did 
not  think  there  could  be  any  objectioa  on 
the  part  of  the  House  to  allow  the  Go* 
vernment  to  take  this  course.  Hie  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Leneashiie 
said  the  other  night,  that  the  question  el 
dissolution  was  not  one  which  ousfat  to 
be  discossed  in  that  House,  and  Uiat  it 
was  a  matter  of  preiofativo ;  wbother  tlMt 
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optBiOD  was  right  or  not,  he  thought  no 
man  would  say,  that,  after  the  division  of 
Friday  night,  when  623  Members  voted, 
and  there  was  only  a  majority  of  one  in 
favour  of  the  resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  when  he  believed  there  were 
only  eight  Members  of  the  House  who 
were  not  accounted  for,  either  as  having 
declared  their  opinion  in  the  House,  or  of 
having  suggested  their  opinion  by  pairing 
off— and  the  eight  Members  who  did  not 
either  vote  or  pair  off,  certainly  not  being 
to  be  depended  upon  by  either  party  in 
that  House  for  their  support,  either  of  the 
existing  GoTcmment  or  of  any  Govern- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
form-^when  such  a  division  of  opinion 
prevailed  in  the  House,  he  thought,  what- 
ever might  have  been  the  case  before  as 
to  the  propriety  of  giving  any  advice  to 
her  Majesty  witn  respect  to  an  appeal  to 
the  country,  it  must  now  be  generally  ac- 
knowledged, both  in  that  House  and  in 
every  part  of  the  kingdom,  that  it  was  not 
▼ery  likely,  that,  during  the  continuance 
of  the  present  House  of  Commons,  any 
steady  majority  would  be  found  in  favour 
or  supportof  the  Government  of  either  party. 
Such  being  the  case,he  confessed  it  appeared 
to  him  as  clear  as  any  proposition  in 
politics  ever  did,  that  the  only  method  of 
solving  this  doubt  and  difficulty  was, 
that  the  country  itself  should  decide  upon 
questions  which  so  gravely  affected  the 
interests  of  the  country.  And,  if,  on  that 
decision  being  made,  it  should  be  a  de- 
cision in  favour  of  the  party  now  in  op- 
position»  he  thought  it  would  be  unadvis- 
aUe,  on  the  part  of  the  present  Ministers, 
to  commence  or  continue  any  struggle  for 
the  purpose  of  their  continuance  in  the 
offices  they  now  held.  But  if,  on  the 
contrary,  the  country  should  decide  the 
other  way,  and  give  a  majority  to  her 
Majesty's  present  Government,  then  pro- 
gress might  be  made  in  those  measures 
which  he  and  his  colleagues  thought  so 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
This  was  the  only  statement  which  he  had 
to  make  on  behalf  of  the  Cabinet  with  re- 
spect to  the  course  which  the  Government 
meant  to  pursue.  He  had  at  least  stated 
everything  as  fairly  and  plainly  as  he 
could,  with  regard  to  the  intention  of  her 
Majesty's  Gofernmeot.  He  knew  not, 
whether  there  was  any  other  question 
which  he  had  not  touched  upon,  and  con- 
cerning which  any  doubt  or  suspicion 
CQUld  ariset    If  there  w^re,  and  if,  con- 


sistently with  his  duty,  he  could  give  any 
explanation  upon  it,  be  should  be  most 
ready  to  do  so.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  House  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  said,  he  would  attempt  to 
state,  as  clearly,  as  fully,  and  he  hoped,  as 
calmly  as  the  noble  Lord  had  done,  the 
view  which  he  took  of  the  present  position 
of  the  House  in  reference  to  those  ques- 
tions which  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to. 
He  would  in  the  first  place  notice  what 
the  noble  Lord  had  designated  as  the 
charges  which  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had,  in  his 
speech  in  reply,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
debate  on  Friday,  brought  against  her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  He  rather  believed, 
that  there  was  only  one  charge  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  could  complain,  and 
that  was  with  reference  to  the  Budget.  It 
certainly  was  not  his  intention  on  Friday 
night  to  take  advantage  of  the  opportunity 
which  the  right  of  reply  gave  him  to  urge 
other  charges  against  the  Government, 
considering  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  noble  Lord  was  placed,  of  not  being 
in  a  situation  to  answer  him.  Technically 
speaking,  he  should  have  had  a  perfect 
right  to  do  so,  but  nothing  would  have 
been  more  repugnant  to  his  feelings.  For 
instance,  when  he  heard  the  noble  Lord 
the  other  night  speak  of  the  great  success 
of  the  foreign  policy  of  his  Cabinet,  and 
the  achievements  which  the  British  arms 
had  made  in  China,  it  certainly  came 
across  his  mind  to  state  what  he  considered 
were  the  abatements  that  ought  to  be 
made  from  the  glory  of  those  achieve- 
ments ;  but  knowing  that  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  would 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  replying,  he 
abstained  from  saying  a  single  word  upon 
the  subject.  And  now,  with  respect  to 
the  Budget,  he  certainly  did  state  that 
there  was  an  impression  throughout  the 
country,  that  the  Budget  had  been  adopted 
at  a  very  recent  period ;  that  had  circum* 
stances  been  more  favourable  towards  her 
Majesty's  Government,  probablv  those  ex- 
tensive measures  they  now  had  heard  of 
would  not  have  been  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord,  however,. had 
assured  him  that  he  was  wrong ;  and  thai 
her  Majestv's  Government,  having  viewed 
the  state  of  the  finances,  had  at  an  early 
period  prepared  these  measures  for  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.  The  noble 
Lord  having  given  him  this  aasurancct  he 
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wttft  bound  to  belie?e  it,  and  h«  did  to, 
ftdd  placed  the  most  implicit  confidetice  in 
it.    At  the  same  time,  the  charge  which 
be  made  agaioat  the  noble  Lord,  remained 
tintonched,  becauie  the  charge  was  this  i'^ 
If  her  Majesty's   Ministers  contemplated 
these  important  measures,  which  partook 
less  of  measures  of  finance  than  of  mea- 
aores  of  relatation  of  the  commercial  policy 
of  the  country,  then  it  would  hate  been 
miMh  better  to  baye  called  the  attention 
of  Parliament  to  the  subject  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  and  even  in  the 
apeeeh  from  the  throne.    These  measures 
were  mainly  fbanded  upon  the  report  of 
the  Import  Duties  Ck)mmittee  [Lord  John 
Rttsseli  signified  his  dissent.]     The  three 
measures  relating  to  the  reduction  of  the 
timber  duties,  the  alteration  of  the  Corn* 
laws,  and  the  ecjualiKation  of  the  sugar 
duties,  were  oertamly  touched  upon  in  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Import  Duties  Com- 
mittee.   He  would  not,  however,  dwell 
upon  this,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  provoke 
an  argument.    But  what  be  on  Friday 
night  stated  was,  that  no  Member  of  her 
Majestyli  Government  had  attended  that 
committee,  and  he  farther  observed,  that 
if  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  convinced 
that  in  the  evidence  taken  before  that 
ootomittee  they  found  arguments  in  favour 
of  these  great  measures,  it  would  have 
been  better  either  to  have  re-eppointed 
that  committee  at  an  early  period  of  the 
present  Session,  or  in  case  they  conshlered 
the  evidence  sufficiently  conclusive  with- 
out taking  that  step,  and  such  as  would 
justify  their  proeeedines  upon  the  evidence 
they  already  possessed,  then  considering 
that  tbeae  were  less  measures  of  finance 
than  of  an  important  relatation  of  the  com* 
aseroiai  policy  of  the  country,  he  thought 
Ibe  attenlioQ  of  Parliament  should  have 
been  directed  to  them  at  an  earlier  period. 
In  the  abeenoe  of  all  etplanation,  that  was 
the  oiitmmatanoe  which  created  the  im- 
{Mcaiioa  that  those  meaaufea  were  the  re* 
aolt  of  a  sudden  determination,  owing  to 
the  tttthvoarabie  poeitfon  of  her  Majesty's 
Miniatera  in  the  Honae  of  Commons.  But 
after  what  the  noUe  Lord  bad  stated,  he, 
of  course,  no  longer  retained  that  tmpres* 
aioa.    Go  the  anbject  of  the  Com-laws,  it 
appealed  to  him,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
only  oMof  two  cMteea  to  p«rsue-*either  to 
bring  on  the  Oom4awe,or  to  abstain  fhmi 
adverting  to  them  altogether.    Bither  one 
Of  the  oiner  of  tbeae  twocooraea  waa  open 
to  the  Mhle  Leidt  Ho  would  not  pieeunM 


to  give  an  opinion  as  to  which  was  the 
best  course  in  the  present  position  of  her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  but  he  thought  it 
was  hardly  fair  to  determine  not  to  briof 
forward  the  Corn-laws,  and  then  to  give 
the  House  the  main  heads  of  the  argu^ 
ment  which  he  would  have  urged  in  favour 
of  an  alteration  of  those  laws  if  he  had  de* 
termined  to  bring  the  question  on.  The 
noble  Lord  pointed  out  the  four  prioclfinl 
arguments  upon  which  he  intended  to  lay 
stress,  and  he  would  submit  to  the  Home 
that  he  could  not  state  his  view  of  thoee 
arguments,  and  attempt  to  impress  upon 
the  House  those  measures  which  ioducod 
him  to  take  a  different  view  of  the  quee^ 
tion  to  what  the  noMe  Lord  dkl,  without 
provoking  a  wry  inconvenient  discusaiou 
on  the  whole  subject  of  the  Com-lawc. 
It  would  be  quite  impossible.  The  noble 
Lord  gave  the  heads  of  chaptera  of  what 
would  constitute  his  speech  rather  than  the 
details  of  the  speech  itself,  upon  which*  if 
he  were  to  make  any  observations,  he 
should  be  leading  on  a  discussion  whieb 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  enter  upon.  He  was  the  more  die- 
posed  to  give  the  noble  Lord  full  poiseasion 
of  the  advantage  he  had  thua  gained,  and 
forego  the  opportunity  of  any  dtscusaioD, 
because  he  confessed  that  the  noble  LordTb 
summary  of  his  arguments  had  not  made 
that  impression  on  his  mind  which  induced 
him  to  think  any  discussion  necessary.  Of 
course  the  noble  Lord  put  in  advance  hta 
four  principal  arguments,  and  they  might 
safely  conclude  that  the  remainder  were 
not  so  cogent  as  those  he  had  put  fonrnrd. 
He  was  perfectly  willing,  perceiving  the 
immense  inconvenience  of  the  House  being 
forced  into  a  discussion  upon  the  Coro- 
laws,  hon.  Gentlemen  not  being  prepared, 
(br  it,  to  leave  the  noble  Lord  in  nosaes 
sion  of  that  advantage,  which  he  tnouj^l 
waa  not  quite  fairly  taken,  by  stating  the 
main  arKumenta  upon  which  he  intended 
to  rely  in  case  tlie  discussion  had  been 
brought  forward.  The  remaining  point  to 
which  he  wiahed  to  refer  waa  the  proposri 
of  the  noUe  Lord  with  reepect  to  the  votes 
in  a  committee  of  aupply.  He  infcmd 
Arom  the  statemem  of  the  noMe  Lord,  thel 
it  was  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Gu» 
vemment  to  appeal  to  the  aenae  of  tfia 
people,  and  to  call  a  new  Pailiaaeai»  Ra 
would  expieH  no  opinion  apon  the  pr»> 
priety  of  that  eowse.  He  would  teaTO  the 
responsibility  of  it  entirely  wsth  bar  Ma^ 
jesty'a  Miuiataia.    Ha  had  uadewlood  an 
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Fridfty  nigltt,  after  the  eonelusion  of  the 
debate,  that  the  noble  Lord  gave  a  notice 
aomewhat  of  thii  kind.  He  would  read 
the  words,  and  he  thought  he  must  be  ac- 
coratOifor  he  took  down  the  very  phrase  fn 
which  the  notice  was  given.  Speaking  of 
the  course  which  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
intended  to  pursue  in  consequence  of  the 
division,  the  noble  Lord  said,  *'  We  pro- 
pose to  take  a  vote  of  supply  on  Monday, 
and  take  only  such  of  the  miscellaneous 
eeiimates  the  necessity  for  which  was  so 
hnmediate  that  any  delay  would  occasion 

nt  inconvenience  to  the  public  service 
ot  granted  at  the  present  moment.*' 
Those  were  the  terms  used  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Now,  while  he  distinctly  wished  to 
avoid  all  implied  approbation  of  the  course 
whiob  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  about 
to  take^namely,  that  of  making  an  appeal 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws  to  the 
sense  of  the  people,  while  he  left  entirely 
with  her  Majesty's  Ministers  all  the  respon- 
sibility upon  that  question,  yet  he  must  at 
the  same  time  say  that  he  was  not  prepared 
10  offer  the  slightest  obstruction  in  the  way 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  taking  that 
course.  He  presumed  there  was  a  mate- 
rial diitiootion  between  assuming  no  part 
of  tha  responsibility  of  a  certain  line  of 
conduct  to  ba  adopted,  and  abstaining 
from  any  net  by  which  her  Majesty's  Qo« 
vernment  might  be  obstructed  in  the  adop- 
tion of  that  course.  His  opinion  was 
simply  this,  thati  leaving  the  respoaaibiltty 
exclusively  with  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
^f  they  were  determined  to  assume  that 
responsibility,  and  to  advise  the  exercise 
of  the  unquestioned  prerogative  of  dis- 
solving the  Parliamentt  that  responsibility 
ought  to  be  assumedi  and  that  prerogative 
oueht  to  be  exercised,  with  the  least  poa- 
sibie  delay.  He  would  say,  that  such 
should  be  the  case  at  all  itmee  and  under 
all  eiroumatanoea  i  because  the  diaouasion 
of  any  important  measura  by  a  Parliament 
whkh  knew  flrom  aigniflcant  intimations 
that  its  da^s  were  registered,  and  its  fate 
was  determmed,  was  evidently  mostincon- 
venieot.  Ho  would  any,  also,  without 
wiafaiag  on  the  nvasent  ocoaaion  to  intro* 
duce  one  word  of  ascerbation  or  asperitv 
aa  to  the  ooutao  taken  by  the  noble  Lordi 
that  the  peeuliar  position  in  whieb  her 
Majesty'a  Oovemment  stood,  after  the  vote 
on  Friday  nighti  gave  an  additional  reason 
for  the  enforaenent  of  the  observation  he 
had  just  made,  and  imposod  an  additional 
ohiigalion  on  bar  Mtjeit/a  MiQistara  to 


refer  at  once  to  the  sense  of  the  people. 
He  did  not  think  there  could  be  a  differ^ 
enee  of  opinion  upon  these  proposljtioiis ; 
as  he  had  said  befbre,  inferring  certainlv 
flrom  the  course  of  the  discussion  which 
had  recently  taken  place,  and  from  the 
language  held  by  Cabinet  Ministers  during 
that  discussion,  that  her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment had  made  up  their  minds,  even  (f 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  his  rrso^ 
lution  should  be  adverse,  not  to  fbel  them- 
selves bound  to  resign  upon  that  adverse 
decision,  but  to  take  the  sense  of  the  peo- 
ple upon  the  measures  they  had  proposed. 
When  the  noble  Lord  made  the  announce- 
ment on  Friday  night,  that  he  sbotfld  taka 
such  of  the  estimates  as  were  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  public  service,  he  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  felt  at  once  that  it  ought  without  de^^ 
lay  to  be  conceded.  But  he  must  say 
that  the  notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  of  a  difibrent  kind.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  taka 
the  whole  of  the  remainmgestimates*^he 
civil  contingencies,  the  commissariat,  and 
the  miscellaneous  for  England  and  Ire^- 
land,  for  the  period  of  sit  months.  That 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  material  depar- 
ture from  the  usual  course.  [Lord  J,  Ru$^ 
telli  The  votes  will  be  from  the  1st  of 
April.]  That  he  knew.  Wishing  not  to 
take  any  subsequent  advantage  of  the 
position  in  which  he  stood»  he  would  pro-^ 
ceed  to  state  what  were  his  opinions  with 
respect  to  the  course  which  her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  to  adopt.  He  had  aU 
ready  said,  and  the  House  appeared  gene* 
rally  to  concur  with  him,  that  it  was  tha 
duty  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  advise 
the  Crown  to  diuolve  Parliament  as  soon 
as  possible,  without  inoonvonience  to  the 
public  service.  He  was  aware  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  annual  Suear  Duties 
BUI  should  pass  through  its  proper 
stages;  and  nothing  was  farther  from 
his  intention  than  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  that  bill,  and  enable  the  Government 
to  provide  for  tha  publio  aerrfoe.  He 
thought  that,  not  only  ought  the  act  of 
dissolution  to  be  immediately  (by  imme<» 
diately  he  meant  aa  soon  as  it  could  lake 
place  consistently  with  the  manifest  de** 
mands  of  the  publm  aervice))  but,  be 
must  say  that,  according  to  all  usage 
and  under  oircumataneo  of  all  tho  casM 
that  were  analogous  to  the  present,  the 
new  Parliament  ought  to  be  convoked  im« 
mediately.  He  said  this,  not  only  with  re* 
feiiDoe  to  the  impoHaal  questiona  to  whMi 
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the  public  mind  was  alive,  not  only  with 
reference  to  the  immense  advantage  which 
it  must  be  to  all  persons  engaged  in  com« 
oiercial  speculations,  or  enterprise  of  any 
kind,  to  know  what  was  to  be  the  state  of 
the  law  affecting  the  importation  of  corn 
— not  only  with  reference  to  these  con- 
siderations, but  also  with  reference  to  the 
position  of  the  Executive  Government, 
which  manifestly  stood  before  the  people 
as  not  possessing  the  confidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  combined  force 
of  these  considerations  compelled  him  to 
conclude  that  the  interval  ought  to  be  as 
short  as  possible  between  the  dissolution 
of  the  present  Parliament  and  the  calling 
together  a  new  Parliament.  No  con- 
siderations  of  private  or  personal  conve- 
nience of  Members  ought  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  interfere.  This  was  a  great 
constitutional  question,  and  reasons  of 
great  constitutional  urgency  precluded  any 
consideration  of  a  private  nature.  Accord- 
ing to  all  analogy,  and  according  to  pre- 
cedent under  sdl  former  circumstances 
when  Parliaments  had  been  so  dissolved, 
the  succeeding  Parliament  had  been  at 
once  summoned.  The  noble  Lord  would, 
no  doubt,  recollect  that,  in  the  year  1784, 
after  Mr.  Pitt  dissolved  the  Parliament, 
as  short  an  interval  as  possible  was  per« 
mitted  to  elapse  before  the  succeeding  Par- 
liament was  summoned.  In  1807,  after 
the  Parliament  of  that  day  was  dissolved, 
the  succeeding  Parliament  was  also  called 
as  soon  as  possible;  and  in  1831,  when 
Lord  Grey  dissolved  the  Parliament,  on 
account  of  some  obstruction  which  the 
Reform  Bill  met  with  then,  the  dissolution 
was  immediate,  and  the  convocation  of  a 
new  Parliament  was  also  immediate.  These 
were  the  three  instances  most  analogous 
to  the  present  in  which  that  course  was 

tursued.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  House 
ad  a  fair  right  to  expect  from  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  that  the  new  Parliament, 
if  a  new  Parliament  was  to  be  called, 
should  be  assembled  at  as  early  a  period 
as  possible.  If  the  noble  Lord  should 
think  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to  make, 
on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
a  public  declaration  that  that  was  the  ad- 
vice which  would  be  given  by  her  Ma* 
jesty*s  Servants  to  the  Crown,  he  would 
say,  that  a  declaration  of  that  description 
from  the  noble  Lord  would  be  satisfactory 
to  him  (Sir  R.  Peel).  He  should  con« 
sider  a  declaration  made  by  the  leader  of 
th«  Uoaae  of  Commons,  and  who  pee- 


sessed  the  confidence  of  the  Crown,  was  a 
declaration  on  which  be  could  explicitly 
rely,  as  on  a  formal  resolution  of  the 
House,  passed  for  the  purpose  of  controU 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  Government.  He, 
therefore,  would  at  once  say,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  announce  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  pursue  the  precedents  to  which 
he  had  referred,  and  that  they  had  deter- 
mined at  as  early  a  period  as  the  public 
service  would  permit,  to  dissolve  the  present 
Parliament  and  call  a  new  one,  it  would 
be  amply  suflBcient.  The  noble  Lord  would 
find  there  was  no  constitutional  objectioB 
to  his  making  such  a  declaration ;  none 
whatever ;  because,  in  the  instance  of  the 
dissolution  of  the  Parliament  in  1807«  the 
Crown  distinctly  notified  to  the  Parliament 
that  was  about  to  be  dissolved,  that  its 
successor  would  be  immediately  caUed. 
On  that  occasion,  the  following  was  the 
expression  contained  in  the  Speech  fioin 
the  Throne: — 

''  His  Majesty  trusts  the  early  attention  of 
the  new  Parliament,  which  he  will  forthwith 
direct  to  be  called,  will  be  applied  to  the 
prosecution  of  those  important  objects.'* 

Therefore,  there  was  no  constitntional 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  to 
make  a  public  declaration  as  to  Its  inten- 
tion with  respect  to  calling  another  Par- 
liament. In  1820,  on  the  demise  of  King 
George  the  3rd,  the  same  course  waa 
pursued.  The  King  informed  the  Pariia* 
ment,  whiph  he  was  about  to  dissolve* 
that  he  had  determined  to  call,  without 
delay,  a  new  Parliament:  and  in  1831, 
the  last  instance,  and  an  instance  when 
Lord  Grey  presided  over  the  ConncUs  of 
his  Majesty  William  the  4th,  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  it  was  announced  in 
these  terms : — 

**  I  have  observed,  with  satbfaction,  your 
desire  to  introduce  strict  economy  into  every 
branch  of  the  public  service.  I  trust  the 
efibrts  of  the  new  Pariaament,  which  I  shall 
forthwith  direct  to  be  called,  will  be  applied 
to  the  prosecution  of  the  same  object.^ 

He  hoped  he  had  now  shown  first,  that 
on  four  occasions,  namely,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  1784,  and  on  the  occasions  of 
1807,  of  1830,  and  of  1831,  the  Crown 
did  not  object  formally  to  notify  to  the 
Parliament,  then  sitting,  that  its  snceestof 
would  be  immediately  assembled,  and  he 
trusted,  that  in  conformity  with  these  pre* 
cedents,  the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to 
give  the  present  House  of  Conunons  that 
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which  he  conceived  they  had  a  right  to 
expect,  the  tame  assurance.  He  would 
say  nothing  in  addiiion  to  what  he  had 
already  observed  with  respect  to  the  pe- 
culiar position  of  the  Executive  Govern* 
nienty  only  to  remind  the  House,  that 
that  circumstance  constituted  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  the  adoption  of  the  course 
which  he  had  suggested.  Supposing  the 
noble  Lord  should  find  himself  unable  to 
give  any  such  assurance,  then  he  begged 
to  say,  that  although  he  would  not  obstruct 
the  noble  Lord  with  respect  to  the  imme* 
dkte  dissolution  of  the  Parliament,  and  al- 
though he  would  give  him  whateverestimates 
be  might  require  for  the  immediate  public 
service,  yet  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  a 
vote  which  would  imply  an  opinion  on  his 
part  that  the  Parliament  might  be  dis- 
solved, and  its  successor  not  be  immedi* 
ately  assembled.  It  was  quite  clear^  he 
apprehended,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  took 
a  vote  for  the  various  remaining  estimates 
for  a  period  of  six  months,  that  was  to 
say»  from  the  5th  of  April  last  to  the  5th 
of  October,  that  would  clearly  enable  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  defer  the  meet- 
ing of  the  next  Parliament  until  October 
or  November,  or  even  later.  He  must  say, 
he  considered  that  would  be  an  unconsti- 
tutional proceeding,  and  to  which  the 
House  had  a  right  to  refuse  its  acquies- 
cence. He  would  repeat,  therefore,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  give  the  assurance, 
in  his  place,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Crown  to  pursue  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  on  former  occasions,  in  that 
declaration,  he  should  place  entire  confi- 
dence, and  he  would  not  (luarrel  with  the 
period  for  which  the  estimates  were  pro- 
posed to  be  taken.  But  he  would  submit 
to  the  House,  that  taking  a  vote  on  the 
estimates  for  three  months  would  be  amply 
sufficient.  Still  he  begged  the  House  to 
observe,  that  so  determined  was  he  not  to 
take  advantage  of  his  present  position, 
for  the  purpose  of  inflicting  upon  any 
branch  of  the  public  service  inconvenience, 
that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  say,  that  there  were  certain  votes 
for  which  a  grant  of  three  months  would 
not  suffice,  from  their  having  been  antici- 
pated, or  if  he  proved  that  during  the  in- 
terval of  the  dissolution  of  the  present  and 
the  assembling  of  the  new  Parliament  an 
extended  vote  ought  to  be  granted,  he 
would  grant  the  additional  sum.  But  if  the 
noble  Lord  could  relieve  him  from  adopt- 
ing any  hostile  course  on  this  occasion,  he 


should  be  ready  to  withdraw  all  objection 
to  the  extended  period  for  which  the  votes 
were  asked;  nor  should  he  consider  it 
necessary  to  require  any  absolute  and  for- 
mal guarantee  in  addition  to  any  declara* 
tion  the  noble  Lord  might  make  as  to  the 
intentions  of  her  Majesty's  Government 

Lord  John  Russell:  After  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  I  feel  it 
necessary  to  address  a  few  observations  to 
the  House,  stating,  in  the  first  place,  that 
I  do  not  think,  upon  ordinary  occasions, 
that  giving  the  House  any  guarantee  with 
respect  to  any  advice  which  may  be  ten- 
dered by  Ministers  to  the  Crown  would 
be  convenient ;  not  allowing  that  to  be 
the  usual  course  in  ordinary  cases,  yet, 
considering  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  present  case,  and  knowing  the  mind 
of  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  her 
Maiesty*8  Government,  and  what  are  his 
wishes  upon  this  subject,  I  cannot  have 
any  hesitation  in  saying,  that  the  advice 
we  shall  give  to  the  Crown  will  be,  that 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  dissolving  the 
present  Parliament  and  in  summoning  a 
new  one.  We  feel  that  to  be  the  most 
convenient  course ;  and  I,  as  holding  the 
seals  of  office,  still  more  personally  feel 
all  the  objections  that  can  be  urged 
against  continuing  to  act  in  office  after 
the  vote  to  which  the  House  came  the 
other  night — a  vote  which  we  feel  im- 
poses upon  us  the  obligation  as  soon  as 
possible  to  refer  that  decision  to  the  judg- 
ment of  a  new  Parliament. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  The  answer  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  given  is  the  answer  which 
I  myself  anticipated ;  and,  therefore,  in 
fulfilment  of  my  promise,  feeling  that  in 
the  noble  Lord's  assurance  I  can  place 
the  amplest  confidence,  I  withdraw  all 
objections  whatever  to  the  period  of  six 
months,  for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
seeks  a  vote  of  supply. 

Mr.  VtUiers  said,  that  as  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  and  the  right 
hon<  Baronet  had  stated  what  they  called 
their  view  of  the  position  of  parties  and 
the  course  they  intended  to  taxe,  and  as 
Members  seemed  afler  that  to  consider  that 
all  real  business  was  over^  he  hoped  he  might 
make  oneor  two  observations  upon  that  ques- 
tion which  had  caused  that  porition  of  parties, 
and  upon  which  thej  were  now  about  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  Uie  country;  and  if  he 
did  not  know  what  grave  considerations 
that  question  involved-— how  doiely  con- 
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nected  it  was  with  the  misery  of  many  of 
our  fellow  creatures— he  could  really  find 
matter  for  amusement  in  the  predicament 
in  which  he  saw  some  around  him  placed 
l^  it.  It  had  been  made  matter  of  re* 
proach,  that  the  demand  for  a  total  repeal 
of  the  law  was  extravagant^  that  those  who 
had  leagued  themselves  together  out  of 
the  House  to  instruct  the  people  on  the 
matter  were  too  vioIent-»^that  they  should 
be  more  moderate— 4hat  they  should  leave 
it  to  the  Government  to  bring  it  forward. 
Let  the  Gbvemment  take  it  up*  said  some, 
and  the  landed  interest  will  then  consider 
it  gravely-^they  will  enter  into  it  calmly 
—they  will  admit  of  some  mitigation  of 
the  law^  and  settle  the  question.  Now, 
then,  he  invited  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try and  the  House  to  the  present  position 
of  the  matter.  The  question  had  been  taken 
out  of  his  hands  I  it  had  been  so  by  the 
Government ;  and  he  bad  surrendered  it 
with  satisfaction,  hoping  that  good  might 
follow.  They  had  proposed  a  measure,  a 
moderate  measure,  fair  as  some  called  it, 
extravagantly  in  favour  of  the  landed  in- 
terest as  he  considered.  How  were  they 
treated  }  Why  worse  than  he  had  been— 
he  had  been  allowed  to  have  his  say-^he 
had  been  allowed  to  bring  on  hu  motion ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  had  not  been  suffered 
to  brine  on  his.  He  gave  his  notice,  an- 
nounced the  nature  of  his  measure,  and  he 
fulfilled  every  condition  which  he  had  been 
(did  last  year  would  secure  serious  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  when  down  comes  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  carries  a 
resolution  in  the  face  of  the  noble  Lord's 
miticei  by  a  majority  of  persons  whose  in- 
terests are  supposed  to  be  involved  in  it, 
whidh  has  the  effool  of  precludidff  the  noble 
Lord  from  bringing  forward  hu  measure, 
of  preventing  a  d^Uiemte  oonsidoration  of 
the  suUeoti  and  in  fiict»  of  eseaping  them- 
selves trom  a  division.  Well»  then»  that 
wee  tha  position  of  the  qttostbn ;  the  land* 
owners  were  the  majority  of  the  House,  they 
would  not  albw  the  law  which  gave  them  a 
monopoly  to  be  alteredi  and  they  would  not 
allow  it  to  be  fairly  discussed*  This  was  a 
question  now  seriously^  engaging  the  atten« 
tion  of  every  state  in  Europe,  and  the 
United  States  of  America ;  their  interests 
were  all  involved  in  it.  They  saw  and  un* 
derstood  the  struggle.  They  knew  tho 
parties  engaged  in  the  oonflict**whiGh  were 
those  who  profited  liv  a  monopoly  of  the  sub- 
sistence of  tho  ocople  on  the  one  side,  and 
the  advocates  or  unrestricted  commerce  with 
the  rest  of  the  world  on  the  other ;  and  this 


week  presented  them  with  the  first  scene  in 
this  battle,  little  creditable  to  the  oountiy , 
though,  doubtless,  a  triumph  for  mono- 
poly -—a  deliberate  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  landowners  to  suffer  the  question  to 
be  fairly  debated.  This  House  only  re* 
presented  their  interests,  and  they  coold  do 
what  they  liked  with  their  own.  He  re- 
ferred the  other  night  to  the  dose  analogy 
that  existed  between  the  slave  question  m 
America,  and  the  Corn-laws  of  England; 
that  resemblance  was  now  strengtbeDed. 
This  was  the  state  of  the  slave  question 
in  Congress.  They  refused  to  diasuM 
it*  Two  years  ago,  it  was  mooted  and 
the  Membfflrs  all  rushed  from  the  Hooae 
as  they  had  done  to-ni§^t«  That  sub- 
ject was  offensive  to  the  interests  of  the  ma- 
jority in  Congreasf  as  the  Corn-laws  were 
to  the  houses  here,  and  they  refused  to  dis- 
cuss it.  Did  that  discourage  him?-^ar 
from  it.  Did  he  advise  the  country  to  be 
disheartened  by  it?— auite  the  contrary. 
No  cause  in  the  name  of  freedom  had  ever 
fared  better  at  first.  He  was  gjladj  in- 
deed, that  this  course  had  been  pursued. 
People  hated  what  was  unfair  in  this  coun  try« 
and  this  would  rouse  them.  They  would  now 
see  the  relative  strength  of  their  frienda 
and  their  enemies  ;  they  would  see  the  ne- 
cessity of  acting  with  energy.  He  liked  the 
course  taken  by  the  opposite  side  on  this 
account — ^it  was  bold  and  daring,  and  in- 
telligible to  all.  He  preferred  It  to  the 
trimming  course  pursued  before.  It  bid 
defiance  to  the  people.  It  would  compel 
the  people  to  meet  it.  He  was  glad  that  a 
more  delusive  course  was  not  taken,  which 
might  have  been.  He  was  satisfied  that 
there  Was  no  ground  In  justice  whatever  for 
any  tax  on  the  people^s  food.  Had  the 
Government  measure  been  adopted  or 
spoiled  by  the  landlords,  the  question  of 
total  repeal  would  hardly  have  had  fair 

Cay.  That  question  was  now  asaln  fiilljr 
ifore  the  country,  and  he  defied  any  man 
to  show  that  the  people  were  not  entitled  to 
that  full  measure  of  Justice.  They  bore  the 
burdens  of  the  onuntiy,  and  he  contended 
that  none  were  borne  exclusively  fay  the 
landlords.  He  rejoioed  that  the  quea^on 
had  been  agiuted  in  the  eountry  upon  tkh 
broad,  inteSigible  basis,  and  tluit  the  peo» 
pie  had  put  the  landlaids  to  tito  proof  of 
their  deim  to  a  permanent  lax  upon  the 
food  of  the  oommunity.  Aa  he  had  said 
beforoi  he  saw  nothing  in  whei  waa  oeeur* 
rii^  then  that  did  not  raiae  his  most  aaiw 
guine  expeotasioaa  of  speedy  auooaaL  llie 
question  must  now  exclosi^j  «>V*8^  ^ 
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attention  of  this  House  till  it  was  settled  In 
some  way.  Constant  reference  would  be 
made  to  it  in  all  the  business  in  the  next 
Parliament,  and  he  predicted  a  speedy  dis»* 
solution  again,  and  upon  the  same  eround, 
of  the  Pbnidment  about  to  be  electra.  The 
question  neter  eould  be  set  at  rest  again, 
and  ht  firmly  expected  that  the  end  would 
be  the  total  repeal  of  this  Iniquitous  law. 
He  believed  that  the  country  would  have 
supported  the  noble  Lord,  had  he  disre- 
garded all  form  on  this  oeeasion,  and,  in 
spite  of  the  tesolution  so  carried,  had  he 
bmught  oil  his  measure.  The  country 
understood  the  noble  Lord's  position.  The 
noble  Lord  had  given  his  notioe^he  had 
fisied  his  day«  The  measure  was  ofiensive 
to  the  minority  in  the  House,  and  they 
interposed  a  resolution,  which  they  oerried, 
declaring  that  he  had  not  their  confidence, 
and  further  interference  was  threatened. 
He  had  hoped  that  anything  So  unfair,  so 
unusualj  need  not  have  been  heeded  by 
the  Government  He  was  told«  that  in 
point  of  jibrm  the  noble  Lord  was  precluded 
from  bringing  it  on»  and  that  he  ffould  not 
have  had  a  fair  discusmon  if  he  was  opposed 
in  doing  so.  He  thought,  however,  that  it 
mattered  little,  for  in  truth  the  people  un* 
derstood  the  question,  and  the  whole  pro* 
ceeding  woula  mark  it  dearlv  to  them  in 
what  way  they  oup;ht  to  act  m  justice  to 
themselves,  anid  with  regard  to  the  interest 
of  the  ODUntry,  now  in  such  distress. 

Mr.  Waktey  referred  to  the  manner  In 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  on  former  occasions  had  deprecated 
excitement  on  the  eve  of  a  general  elec* 
tion,  although,  at  the  present  moment,  be 
was  anxious  at  once  to  go  to  the  country, 
and  to  assemble  Parlienient  again  with  all 
possible  dispatch,  in  order  to  consider  a 
ereat  national  question^  which  could  not 
fail  to  excite  the  inhabitants  of  the  empire 
horn  bne  end  to  the  other.  No«^»  popu- 
lar clamour,  pressure  from  without,  and 
pledge!  of  candidates  on  the  hustings, 
were  as  nothing  in  the  eyes  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  He  did  not  complain  of 
this;  but  he  did  complain  thai  the  right 
hob.  Baronet,  and  those  who  acted  with 
him,  opposed  the  repeal  of  the  Septennial 
Ael,  and  would  not  hear  of  shortening 
the  duration  of  Parliaments.  It  appeared 
not  otttv  incotiiistenti  but  irrational,  that 
the  right  hott.  Baronet  should  wish  to 
select  n  new  Parliament  for  the  diseus- 
aiott  and  decision  of  a  question  of  such 
pfodigiotti  importanct  and  interest,  and 


yet  should  be  adverse  to  more  freoueat 
elections.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  all  the 
f;reat  interests  of  the  country  were  to  be 
treated  as  toys  and  trifles,  in  comparison 
with  the  interests  of  party.  Only  three 
weeks  ago  his  hon.  colleague  (Mr.  Dun- 
combe)  had  brought  forward  a  motion 
to  induce  the  Cro^n  to  take  into  consi- 
deration the  case  of  certain  political  of- 
fenders. **  No  (said  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
on  that  occasion).  Touch  not  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Grown:  it  is  too  bright  a 
jewel  to  be  gazed  at  by  Radical  eyes.  You 
must  not  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the 
exercise  of  the  royal  prerogative.'*  He 
was  therefore  content  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  that  very  executive  Go- 
vernment in  which  he  declared  by  hrs 
resolution  of  Friday  night,  that  he  bad  no 
confidence.  This  iuconsistencv  was  ap- 
parent enough  to  people  out  of  doors,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  not 
be  willing  to  acknowledge  it.  ffe  (Mr. 
Wakley)  trusted,  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  Would  not  obtain  a 
majority  by  means  of  the  dissolution :  he 
hoped  that  neither  of  the  great  parties, 
strictly  called  Whigs  and  Tories,  would 
obtain  a  majority  upon  the  returns.  He 
hoped,  that  the  people  would  exercise 
their  good  sense,  and  that  the  result 
would  be  to  extend  the  number  and  in- 
fluence  of  that  small  party,  to  which,  if  to 
any,  he  had  attached  himself.  That 
small  party  endeavoured  to  accomplish  the 
public  good  without  reference  to  indivi- 
dttl^ls,  and  to  maintain  and  advance  the 
interesta  of  the  country,  as  contradis- 
tinguished from  the  sordid  interests  of 
pirly.  He  did  not  believe,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself  wished  to  rule  the 
country  for  party  interests,  and  not  for 
the  general  welfare.  At  no  distant  period 
he  anticipated  a  scene  of  strife  and  eon- 
fusion  in  this  kingdom  paralleled  in  ao 
part  of  ite  history.  The  question  of  the 
Corn»lawB  was  daily  beoomiog  mora  ox* 
citing  and  perplexing,  and  it  struck  many 
as  extraordinary  that  Ministers,  who,  up 
to  this  Session,  were  increasing  in  unpo- 
pularity, the  moment  they  brought  tor- 
ward  a  subieot  which  justly  rendered  them 
popular,  that  very  moment  they  were 
obliged  to  quit  the  Treasury  Beneh,  and 
to  appeal  to  the  country.  The  lecret  waS| 
that  tne  influence  of  party  was  much  more 
powerful  than  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  this  evening  sums  to  an  enormous 
amount  would  be  voted  away  without  any 
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inquiry.    How  could  guch  a  system  last  ? 
It  coald  not  last  long  against  the  good 
sense  of  the  people.    Before  he  sat  down 
he  wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet of  what  he  had  said  in  1835,  when 
he  met  his  new  Parliament ;  but  first  he 
wished  to  remark,  that  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  so  much  deference  was  to 
be  paid  to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
at  one  time,  and  not  at  another.    The 
people  would  thus  see  that  the  Crown 
was  in  truth  but  a  puppet  in  the  hands  of 
a  political  faction,  and  they  might  in  time 
be  convinced  that  it  was  mainiainedj  not 
for  their  benefit,  but  for  the  advantage  of 
faction.  What  would  be  the  result  ?  They 
would  say,  that  those  who  gained  by  the 
Crown  ought  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  costliness  of  the  establish- 
ment would  be  felt  more  and  more  every 
day.     As  to  interfering  wilh  the  royal  pre- 
rogative by  producing  a  change  of  Minis-' 
ten,  all  he  could  say  was,  that  he  should 
like  to  see  such  changes  every  month,  and 
a  new  Parliament  every  year,  until  the 
condition  of  the  people  was  improved,  and 
they  were  faithfully  represented.  To  revert 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to 
which  he  had  already  alluded,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  of  1835,  he  might 
observe,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
not  then  so  niggardly  of  his  promises  as 
he  had  been  lately;  he  had  refused  to 
give  a  single  pledge  as  to  the  future.  This 
course  might  be  ingenious,  prudent,  saga- 
cious, and  convenient;  but  it  was  not 
satisfactory   to  him  (Mr.  Wakley),  nor 
would  it  be  satisfactory  to  the  people. 
What  had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
soon  after  the  publication  of  his  celebrated 
Tamworth  letter  on  the  debate  in  the  new 
House  of  Commons,  on  the  motion  re- 
specting the  address : — 

''I  make  great  offers,  which  should  not 
lightly  be  rejected.  I  ofiler  you  the  prospect 
of  coDtinued  peace,  the  restored  confidence  of 
powerful  states,  that  are  willing  to  seise  the 
opportunity  of  reducing  great  armies,  and  thus 
diminishing  the  chances  of  hostile  collision  ;  I 
offer  ^ou  reduced  estimates,  improvements  in 
civil  jurisprudence,  reform  of  ecclesiastical 
law,  the  settlement  of  the  tithe  question  in 
Ireland,  the  commutation  of  tithe  in  England, 
the  removal  of  any  real  abuse  in  the  Church, 
the  redress  of  those  grievances  of  which  the 
Dissenters  have  any  Just  ground  to  complain. 
I  offer  you  these  specific  measures,  and  I  offer 
also  to  advance,  soberly  and  cautiously,  it  is 
true,  in  the  path  of  progressive  improvement. 
I  offer  also  the  best  chancci  that  these  things 


can  he  effected  in  wiUtng  concert  with  tiie 
other  authorities  of  the  state ;  thus  restoring 
harmony,  ensuring  the  maintenance,  hot  not 
excluding  the  reform  (where  reform  is  really 
requisite)  of  ancient  institutions." 

These  were  the  offers  and  promises  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  that  time.  [Sir 
Robert  Peel  .*  and  I  repeat  them  now.] 
He  was  willing  to  admit,  that  as  the  oppo- 
nent of  Ministers,  he  bad  now  and  then 
rendered  the  country  good  service;  bat 
he  was  afraid,  that  the  right  hon.  Bafonet 
had  also  given  Ministers  his  support 
at  the  very  time  when  they  least  deserved 
support.  The  Irish  Coercion  Bill  and 
the  Poor-law  bill  were  passed  in  1833; 
and,  instead  of  being  opposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  they  had  been 
supported  by  him,  while  Tory  candi- 
dates on  the  hustings  had  not  scropled 
to  declaim  against  that  very  law  which 
their  leader  had  advocated.  Formerly  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lao- 
cashire  (Lord  Stanley)  had  belonged  to  a 
Government  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  opposed,  hot  after  five  or  six 
years  of  friendly  intercourse  and  sitting 
side  by  side,  he  was  now,  it  appeared, 
fully  prepared  to  take  office  under  him. 
What  did  the  noble  Loid  say  upon  the 
same  occasion  as  that  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  spoke  ? 

'<  But,  Sir,  of  this  I  am  confident,  that  no 
dissolution  of  any  Government — no  conslito- 
tion  of  any  administration  can,  since  tbmt  great 
measure  was  passed— either  impede  or  en- 
danger  the  course  of  a  temperate,  salutary,  and 
comprehensive  system  of  Reform.'' 

The  country  ought,  therefore,  at  the 
present  moment,  to  have  some  information 
given  to  it  as  to  that  **  salutery  and  com* 
prehensive  system  of  Reform.*"  Was  it  to 
be  the  slidmg  or  the  slippery  system  ? 
Where  was  the  pivot?  Was  the  noble 
Lord's  Irish  Registration  Bill  to  be  taken 
as  a  specimen  of  that  **  salutary  and  com- 
prehensive system  of  Reform"  ?  That  mea- 
sure was  thought  by  many  to  be  directly 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  Reform  and 
representation.  There  ought  to  be  no 
concealment  of  their  future  views  by 
statesmen  [Sir  /2.  Peel:  At  the  proper 
time].  It  had  been  supposed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  sometimes  said  one 
thing  and  meant  another,  but  at  all  events 
he  had  expressed  himself  very  distinctly 
hostile  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
and  to  the  vote  by  ballot.    There  had 
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been  no  disguise  about  htm  upon  those 
questions ;  but  if  he  had  a  system  of  Re- 
form of  his  own,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
ought  to  state  it.    The  country  wanted 
the  details,  and  the  reserve  was  hardly  fair 
towards  those   Reformers  who  might  be 
disposed  to  support  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
as  a  Reformer.     He  (Mr.  Wakley)  trusted 
that  public  men  during  the  coming  elec- 
tion would  be  honest  upon  the  hustings; 
for  his  part  he  was  determined  to  exercise 
considerable  industry  in  noting  the  declara- 
tions, whether  of  friends  or  foes.     They 
should  be  sure  to  hear  of  it,  if  he  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat,  if  they  were  guilty  of 
any  inconsistency  and  abandonment  of 
their  declarations  when  they  got  into  the 
House.     At  the  last  election  the  Tories  on 
the  hustings  declared  against  the  Poor- 
lawSy  and  on  the  strength  of  those  declara- 
tions he  bad  been  urged  to  move  for  its 
repeal.    People  entertained  a  notion  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  leader  of  the 
Tories,  was  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  that 
if  he  did  not  vote  against  it,  he  would 
walk  out  of  tbe  House,  and  leave  others 
to  vote  against  it.     He  knew  better;  he 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
give   the    bill   and   the  government  his 
strenuous  support,  and  accordingly  when 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  01dham(Mr.  Fielden) 
moved  for  the  repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Act, 
and   he  seconded  the  motion,  out  of  a 
House  of  about  400  Members,  they  had 
only  nineteen  votes.  These  things  lowered 
the  character  of  the  House,  and  lessened 
the  confidence  of  the  people.    At  a  gene- 
ral election  there  was  sometimes  a  great 
scarcity  of   candidates;    now  and   then 
Members  who  could  make  long  speeches 
were  wanted,  but  oftener  Members  who 
had  long  purses.    These  were  generally 
the  most  unscrupulous,  and,  having  bought 
their  seats,  they  resolved  to  sell  them. 
However,  he  would  keep  an  eye  upon  all, 
and  would  mark  their  declarations,  espe- 
cially on  the  new  Poor-law :   he  would 
make  a  register  of  what  candidates  said 
upon  the  hustings,  and,  if  he  again  had  a 
seat,  would  take  care  to  confront  their 
conduct  with  their  professions.    At  the 
same  time  be  quite  acquitted  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  of  any  disingenuousness :  he 
had  not  said  one  word  out  of  the  House 
respecting  the  new  Poor-law  that  was  in- 
consistent with  what  he  had  said  in  the 
House. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  Friday  last  con- 
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tained  graver  charges  against  the  present 
Government  than  had,  perhaps,  ever  been 
comprised  in  any  previous  speech.     His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  disposed  of  one  of 
those  charges — that  relating  to  the  fair 
weather  and  foul  weather  budgets,  and  as 
he  was  well  acquainted  with  the  senti- 
ments of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  could  bear  testimony  that  he  had 
never  varied  from  the  opinion  that  the 
financial  difficulties  of  the  country  were  to 
be  met,  not  by  new  taxes,  not  by  a  loan, 
but  by  dealing  with  the  great  interests  in 
the  manner  proposed,  to  the  great  increase 
of  the  revenue,  and  the  incalculable  relief 
of  commerce  and  manufactures.    Another 
charge  was  equally  unfounded.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  supposed  that  Ministers  had 
only  determined  to  resign  office  or  dissolve 
Parliament  in  consequence  of  his  notice  of 
a  vote  of  want  of  confidence.     He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  this 
charge  was  just  as  unfounded  as  that  of 
the  two  budgets,  for  the  notice  of  the  vote 
of  want  of  confidence  had  not  the  slightest 
influence  on  the  conduct  of  Ministers  in 
that  respect.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
also  said,  that  if  the  measures  regarding 
trade  had  been  so  long  prepared,  they 
ought  to  have  been  introduced  into  the 
Queen's  speech.      The    truth,  however, 
was,  that  they  were  not  mere  measures  of 
trade;  they  were  importantly  connected 
with  finance,  and  for  this  reason  they  had 
not  been  adverted  to  from  the  Throne. 
The  budget  had  been  brought  forward  at 
the  earliest  possible  period,  but  without 
exciting  false  expectations  and  paralysing 
every  branch  of  commerce,  the  intended 
change  could  not  be  announced  until  the 
period  of  the  annual  financial  statement. 
The   right  hon.   Baconet  also  contended 
that  the  measures  were  entirely  founded 
upon  the  report  of  the  committee  on  im- 
port duties.    That  report  contained  a  great 
deal  of  useful  information-^more,  perhaps, 
than  any  other  document  of  the  same 
kind;  but  tbe  committee  had  made  no 
discoveries,  though    they  had    been   the 
means  of  circulating  facts  already  well  as- 
certained.   The  timber  duties  was  not  a 
new  question  in  the  budget ;  almost  the 
identical  measure  had  been  proposed  by 
Lord  Althorp  six  or  seven  years  ago,  and 
the  principle  had  received  the  sanction  of 
a  committee.   Hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  seemed  to  think  that  the  proposition 
respecting  the  Corn-laws  was  quite  a  sud- 
den thouglit  on  the  part  of  Government ; 
«T 
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bot  in  the  debate  opon  the  f  Dbjeet  last 
year  be  had  adfocated  a  moderate  fixed 
daty,  and  had  even  gone  so  far  as  to  say, 
that  the  duty  onght  to  be  7t.  or  8f.  The 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  in  his 
speech  upon  ihe  same  occasion,  had  sup- 
ported a  moderate  fised  duty,  though  he 
might  not  hare  stated  what  the  amount  of 
that  fixed  duty  ought  to  be,  and  he  went 
so  far  as  to  add,  that  if,  in  consequence  of 
the  motion  of  Ihe  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, the  House  went  into  commit* 
tee,  a  resolution  to  that  effect  would  be 
moved  by  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment It  did  not  need  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Import  Duties  to  show  that 
the  subject  of  tne  sugar  duties  was  of 
forest  importance.  Ten  years  ago  Mr. 
Huskisson  and  Mr.  Grant  had  brought  in 
a  bill  on  the  same  principle  as  that  which 
Ministers  would  have  introduced,  indeed, 
it  went  furthert  as  regarded  the  differ- 
ential duties.  He  would  also  ask  the  House 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
the  present  Session  on  matters  of  trade. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  recollect  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  those 
matters,  they  must  do  Ministers  the  justice 
to  say»  that  their  measures  were  not  taken 
in  consequence  of  any  particular  party 
difficulty  at  anj  particular  time,  but  from 
the  general  opmion  that  it  was  their  duty 
as  a  Gofemment  thoroughly  to  review 
and  consider  the  whole  of  our  commercial 
and  fiscal  policy.  What  was  the  first 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament  P  The 
bill  for  putting  the  East-Indies  and  the 
West-Indies  in  an  equal  condition ;  and 
although  that  measure  had  not  produced 
a  great  effect  upon  the  East-Indians  as 
free-traders,  he  dkl  not  regret  that  this 
measure  was  now  the  law  of  the  land* 
He  had  next  thought  that  it  would  be 
right  to  relieve  the  West*  Indies  from  some 
of  those  burdens  of  which  they  bad  long 
complained,  and  for  which  protection  had 
been  granted  to  then.  With  Uiat  object 
he  had  brought  forward  the  Colonial  Dih 
ties  Billy  and  ha  regretted  extremely  that 
the  state  of  the  Session  was  such  as  to 
raise  a  doubt  whether  that  OMasura  could 
be  brought  to  a  aaiisfactory  oondusion. 
He  renSleeted,  however,  that  when  he 
was  bringing  it  forward  he  was  asked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Gottlburn)  what  were  the  intentiona  of  the 
GovenMient  with  respect  tp  the  larger  | 


measure,  and  he  had  staled  then,  what  he 
would  state  now,  that  be  was  ready  to  de- 
fend the  Colonial  Duties  BQl  apoo  ila  oira 
merits,  and  that,  whether  it  were  isleaded 
or  not  to  alter  the  sugar  duties^  he  van  aoC 
prepared  to  say.  it  was  dear  frooi  the 
question,  that  the  right  hon.  Oewtleeiae 
saw  clearly  to  what  the  first  neaauie 
would  probiibly  lead.  He  asentioned  these 
things  because  he  heard  it  saich  that  the 
Government  in  a  fit  of  desperatioa,  and 
for  the  object  of  party,  bad  brought  Ibr- 
ward  these  measures.  He  thought  Ibet 
nothing  would  be  more  unworthy  of  e 
Government  or  of  an  individual,  for  Ihe 
sake  of  mere  party  interest,  to  lausper 
with  great  questions  of  thb  nature.  He 
conscientiously  lielieved,  that  the  Govere- 
ment  did  not  deserve  the  aspefaions  that 
had  been  cast  upon  them,  and  he  waa  fo* 
deed  surprised  that  hon.  Oentleasee  mho 
had  watched  the  course  of  Ihe  Govern* 
ment  upon  these  questions  should  so  treat 
their  present  proposal.  It  waa  the  wish 
of  the  Government  in  the  present  Session 
to  make  other  important  changes.  They 
had  made  an  alteration  in  tlie  mm  duties: 
they  had  prepared  bills  Ibr  Ihe  alteraliee 
of  the  sugar,  timber,  and  com  dutiea; 
but  they  had  not  intended  lo  slop  them. 
It  was  his  Intention  in  the  Customs  Bill  to 
have  introduced  many  meaaurea  wliieh 
would  haveoooferred  important  Iwnefils  ee 
the  commereial  community,  and  in  thuaa 
proposals  he  would  have  followed  the  sssao 
principles  as  in  the  other  meaaurea  ef 
trade  which  they  had  submitted.  Nothieg 
was  more  unfair  than  to  eharfe  them  with 
having  fiung  themselvea  upon  extrsnsa 
measures.  They  saw  that  the  euuntfy 
was  gradually  dividing  ttaelf  into  two 
great  parties;  they  saw  great  inleresas 
banded  together  on  one  sidei  and  the  gmt 
comasercial  and  manufaeturing  populatioe 
on  the  other ;  and  ha  must  say,  that  Im 
thought  that  all  the  evil  of  former  taumu 
that  had  arisen  from  opposing  Isctioeu 
was  as  nothing  compared  with  wliat  wouhi 
have  Ukea  place  now,  if  they  had  allowud 
these  things  to  occur  without  Ihe  hilefw 
femace  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
Pariiameet  to  reatore  tranquillity  ned  oue^ 
tent,  by  the  only  measure  which  weeM  sa^ 
store  them,  a  measure  of  faimass  and  joa* 
lice  to  boih  parties*  If  the  Govuvamuea 
had  shewn  no  eonsidemtioo  for  any  |iiuju 
dices  that  might  still  esist,  if  they  had  had 
reuourae  to  eatraoM  meeiurgs  of  mu  ttaie, 
and  had  trusted  la  pupelar  daaaoer  to 
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carry  them,  be  admitted  that  they  woald 
have  been  liable  to  just  imputation  ;  but 
it  was  ludicrous  to  hear  it  stated  that  the 
measures  which  the  Government  had  pro. 
pased  were  founded  on  extreme  opinions. 
Good  God ;     When  they  left  a  protection 
of  50  per  cent,  upon  sugar,  and  a  still 
higher  protection  on  timber,  and  a  very  large 
protection  to  the  home  grower  of  corn,  to 
hear  that  they  had  yielded  to  clamour,  and 
tohave  it  said  that  the  Government  had  not 
fairly  and    impartially    considered  these 
questions  in  all  their  bearings  f     In  con- 
clusion, he  would  only  advert  to  the  charge 
which   the    right    hon.    Gentleman   had 
thrown  out  against  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's) 
conduct,  in  not  having  attended  the  meet- 
ings of  the  committee  on  import  duties. 
It  was  true  that  he  had  not  attended.  The 
committee    was    appointed    late  in   the 
Session  of  Parliament;  he  was  at  that 
time  engaged  on  four  other  committees, 
one  of  which*-the  Inland  Bonding  Ware- 
hoases— he  regularly  attended,  and  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  him  to  attend  more. 
But  it  was  not  accurate  to  say  that  no 
Member  of  the  Government  attended  that 
committee.     One  of  the   Lords  of  the 
Treasury  did  attend,  and  another,  as  well 
qualified  aa  any  in  that  House  to  take  pert 
in  such  measures,  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  also  attended. 
It  was  very  curious  to  mark  how  he  had 
been  dealt  with  during  the  present  Session, 
with  respect  to  committees  of  the  House. 
When  he  brought  forward  the  East-India 
Rum  Bill*  be  was  taunted    with  going 
against  the  recommendations  of  a  Parlia* 
mentary  committee ;  and  now  he  was  re- 
proached  with  bringing  forward  a  measure 
which  was,  no  doubt,  in  accordance  with 
the  spirit  of    the  committee  on  import 
duties,  and  he  was  represented  to  have 
servilely  followed  that  committee,  as  if  he 
had  ho  opinions  of  his  own.     Now,  since 
hm  had  iMeo  in  office,  he  had  always  fol- 
lowed one  coune — he  had  always  thought 
that  ha  had  abundant  means  of  informa* 
tioD  within  his   own  offiee    upon  these 
matters,  and  that  he  ought  not  to  throw 
the  responsibility  upon  any  committee; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  nev«r  op* 
poaed  any  motion  for  a  committee  which 
might  be  thought  necessary  by  any  inde- 
pendent Member,  and  which  was  brought 
forward   by   him.     Of  course,  when  the 
committee  had  made  their  report  he  gave 
to  it  his  respectful  attention  and  consider- 
ation, t>ut  be  had  never  felt  bound   to 


adopt  its  recommendation  against  his  own 
opinion,  and  that  had  always  been  the 
course  which  he  had  thought  most  con- 
ducive to  the  public  advantage.  He  did 
not  know  that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
trouble  the  House  at  greater  length ;  he 
would  not  have  risen  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  charges  brought  forward  in  his  reply  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  had  been  satisfactorily  answered. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  really  supposed  that 
it  was  high  treason  in  that  House  for  any 
hon.  Members  upon  that  side  of  the  House 
to  make  any  accusation  against  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  he  would  never- 
theless, say,  that  he  had  no  opinion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  budget, 
or  in  anything  else  that  he  did.  He  de- 
clared moreover,  his  belief  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  done  no  one  act  to  benefit 
the  public,  or  to  promote  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown  and  the  character  of  the  coun- 
try. They  did  not  hesitate  to  employ  the 
secret  service  money  to  the  extent  of 
13,000/.  in  St.  Alban's  and  other  places, 
nor  to  promise  to  their  supporters  and 
friends  places  and  promotion,  whilst  they 
charged  those  who  exercised  the  common 
rights  of  hospitality  with  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption. There  was  It8l5/.  to  k>e  paid  to 
Mr.  Vlaard,  including  the  annual  salary  of 
1,500/.  a  year,  and  1,800/.  as  a  last  pay- 
ment to  Dr.  Bowring,  He  had  nothing 
to  say  against  the  one  or  the  other  of  those 
gentlemen,  but  he  objected  to  fooling  away 
money  in  this  way.  He  would,  therefore, 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  if  he  now  consented  to  a  general 
vote,  he  would  be  at  liberty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  these  details  in  the 
next  Parliament?  He  would  tell  his  con- 
stituents on  the  hustings,  and  he  hoped 
soon  to  be  there,  that  a  more  profligate, 
lazy,  and  inefficient  Government  had 
never  sat  on  those  benches.  He  thought* 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  very 
excellent  man  out  of  the  House,  but  he 
must  say  he  could  not  think  as  much  of 
him  in  it ;  and  it  was  known  that  he  was 
never  given  to  pay  compliments.  He, 
therefore,  required  an  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion ;  because  he  did  not  think  it  con  - 
gisent  with  his  duty  to  give  up  public  life 
whilst  he  bad  health  left,  and  if,  as  no 
doubt  he  would,  he  should  again  appear 
at  that  table,  he  told  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  would  be  found  as 
willing  to  oppose  those  details  as  he  was 
at  the  present  moment. 
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but  in  the  debate  upon  the  subject  last 
year  he  had  adfocated  a  moderate  fixed 
duty,  and  had  even  gone  so  far  as  to  say, 
that  the  duty  ought  to  be  7s.  or  8t.  The 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Coloniea*  in  his 
speech  upon  the  same  occasion,  had  sup- 
ported a  moderate  fixed  dutv,  though  he 
might  not  have  stated  what  the  amount  of 
that  fixed  duty  ought  to  be,  and  he  went 
80  far  as  to  add,  that  if,  in  consequence  of 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, the  House  went  into  commit- 
tee, a  resolution  to  that  effect  would  be 
moved  by  some  Member  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  It  did  not  need  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Import  Duties  to  show  that 
the  subject  of  the  sugar  duties  was  of 
great  importance.  Ten  years  ago  Mr. 
Huskisson  and  Mr.  Grant  had  brought  in 
a  bill  on  the  same  principle  as  that  which 
Ministers  would  have  introduced,  indeed, 
it  went  further,  as  regarded  the  di^er- 
ential  duties.  He  would  also  ask  the  House 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
the  present  Session  on  matters  of  trade. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  recollect  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  those 
matters,  they  must  do  Ministers  the  justice 
to  say,  that  their  measaret  were  not  taken 
in  consequence  of  any  particular  party 
difficulty  at  any  particular  time,  but  from 
the  general  opinion  that  it  was  their  duty 
as  a  Government  thoroughly  to  review 
and  consider  the  whole  of  our  commercial 
and  fiscal  policy.  What  wat  the  first 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament?  The 
bill  for  putting  the  East-Indies  and  the 
West-Indies  in  an  equal  condition ;  and 
although  that  measure  had  not  produced 
a  great  effect  upon  the  East-Indians  as 
free-traders,  he  did  not  regret  that  this 
measure  was  now  the  law  of  Uie  land» 
He  had  next  thoaght  that  it  would  be 
right  to  relieve  the  West*>Indiet  from  some 
of  those  burdens  of  which  they  bad  looff 
complained,  and  for  which  proteetion  had 
been  granted  to  them.  With  that  objeet 
he  had  bronght  forward  the  Ck)lonial  Du- 
ties Billt  and  he  regretted  extremely  that 
the  state  of  the  Session  was  aoch  as  to 
raiae  a  doubt  whether  that  measure  could 
be  brought  to  a  saliafactory  oouelaeion. 
He  recollected,  however,  that  when  be 
was  bringing  it  forward  he  was  asked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoaite  (Mr. 
Goulburn)  what  were  the  iolentioua  of  the 
GoveraneiH  with  respect  to  the  larger 


measure,  and  he  had  stated  then^  what  he 
would  state  now,  that  he  was  ready  to  de- 
fend the  Colonial  Duties  Bill  upon  \U  own 
merits,  and  that,  whether  it  were  Intended 
or  not  to  alter  the  sugar  duties,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say.  It  was  clear  from  the 
questiony  that  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
saw  clearly  to  what  the  first  measuru 
would  probably  lead.  He  mentioned  these 
things  because  he  heard  it  saich  that  the 
Government  in  a  fit  of  desperHtion,  and 
for  the  object  of  party,  had  brought  for* 
ward  these  measures.  He  thought  that 
nothing  would  be  more  unworthy  of  a 
Government  or  of  an  individoal,  for  the 
sake  of  mere  party  interest^  to  tamper 
with  great  questions  of  this  nature.  He 
conscientiously  believed,  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  tiot  deserve  the  aspersions  that 
had  been  cast  upon  them,  and  he  waa  in* 
deed  surprised  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  watched  the  course  of  the  Govern* 
ment  upon  these  questiona  should  eo  treat 
their  present  proposal.  It  was  the  wish 
of  the  Government  in  the  present  Session 
to  make  other  important  ehanges.  They 
had  made  an  alteration  in  the  rum  duties; 
they  had  prepared  bills  fbr  the  alteratieo 
of  the  sugar,  timber,  and  com  dutiee; 
but  they  had  not  intended  to  stop  there. 
It  was  his  intention  in  the  Customs  Bill  to 
have  introduced  many  meaaurea  whieli 
would  haveoooferred  important  beoefitaeu 
the  eommereial  communitft  and  iu  theou 
proposals  lie  would  have  followed  the  easMi 
principles  aa  in  the  other  aseasurea  of 
trade  which  they  had  submitted.  Nothieg 
was  more  unfair  than  to  charge  them  with 
having  flung  themselvea  upoo  ealrease 
measures.  They  saw  that  the  eeuntry 
waa  gradually  dividing  itself  into  twe 
great  parties;  they  saw  gnat  iutereeia 
banded  together  on  one  sidei  and  the  gieec 
comasercial  and  manufacturing  population 
on  the  other ;  and  he  must  aay,  that  he 
thought  that  all  the  evil  of  foruMV  timea 
that  had  arisen  from  opposing  Ibctbnu 
was  as  nothingeompaied  with  what  would 
have  taken  place  now^  If  they  had  allowed 
these  thinga  to  occur  without  the  foter* 
fereace  of  the  Government  and  of  Um 
Parlinnient  to  reetore  tranquillity  uiid  can* 
tent,  by  the  only  measure  which  wuuM  i»- 
store  them,  a  menaure  of  faimeea  and  jua* 
lice  te  bodi  panaea.  If  the  Ooruinmunt 
had  shewn  no  eonsideration  fbr  any  piiju 
dices  that  might  still  exist,  if  they  bad  bud 
reeouraa  to  eatreoM  ineasursa  of  me  trade, 
and  had  trusted  in  popnier  eluniour  to 
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carry  them,  he  admitted  that  they  would 
have  been  Hable  to  jutft  imputation  ;  but 
It  was  ludicrous  to  hear  it  stated  that  the 
measures  which  the  Government  had  pro. 
pMed  were  founded  on  extreme  opinions. 
Good  God  ;     When  they  left  a  protection 
of  50  per  cent,  upon  sugar,  and  a  still 
higher  protectionontimber,andavery  large 
protection  to  the  home  grower  of  com,  to 
hear  that  they  had  yielded  to  clamour,  and 
to  have  It  said  that  the  Government  had  not 
fairly  and    impartially    considered  these 
questions  in  all  their  bearings  !     In  con* 
elusion,  he  would  only  advert  to  the  charge 
which   the    right    hon.    Gentleman   had 
thrown  out  against  his  (Mr.  Labouchere's) 
conduct,  in  not  having  attended  the  meet- 
ings of  the  committee  on  import  duties. 
It  was  true  that  he  had  not  attended.  The 
committee    was    appointed    late  in  the 
Session  of  Parliament;  he  was  at  that 
time  engaged  on  ibur  other  committees, 
one  of  which — the  Inland  Bonding  Ware- 
houses—he  regularly  attended,  and  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  him  to  attend  more. 
But  it  was  not  accurate  to  say  that  no 
Member  of  the  Government  attended  that 
committee.     One  of  the   Lords  of  the 
Treasory  did  attend,  end  another,  as  well 
qoftlifled  as  any  in  that  House  to  take  pert 
in  such  measures,  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  also  attended. 
It  was  very  carious  to  mark  how  he  had 
been  dealt  with  during  the  present  Session, 
with  respect  to  committees  of  the  House. 
When  he  brought  forward  the  East-India 
Rum   Bill,  be  was  taunted    with  going 
against  the  recommendations  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary committee ;  and  now  he  was  re- 
proached with  bringing  forward  a  measure 
which  was,  no  doubt,  in  accoidanoe  with 
the  spirit  of    the  committee  on  import 
duties,  and  he  was  represented  to  have 
servilely  fbllowed  that  committee,  as  if  he 
had  no  opinions  of  his  own.     Now,  since 
bu  had  been  in  office,  he  had  always  fol- 
lowed one  cout«e — he  had  always  thought 
that  ha  had  abundant  means  of  informa** 
tloD  within  his  own  offiee    upon  these 
mutters^  and  that  he  ought  not  to  throw 
the  responsibility  upon  any  committee; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  never  op- 
posed any  motion  for  a  committee  which 
might  be  thought  necessary  by  any  inde- 
pendent Member,  and  which  was  brought 
forward   by   htm.     Of  course,  when  the 
committee  had  made  their  report  he  gave 
to  tt  his  respectful  attention  and  consider- 
ation! but  be  had  never  felt  bound   to 


adopt  its  recommendation  against  his  own 
opinion,  and  that  had  always  been  the 
course  which  he  had  thought  most  con« 
ducive  to  the  publio  advantage.  He  did 
not  know  that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 
trouble  the  House  at  greater  length ;  he 
would  not  have  risen  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  charges  brought  forward  in  his  reply  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  had  been  satisfactorily  answered. 

Colonel  SibthoTp  really  supposed  that 
it  was  high  treason  in  that  House  for  any 
hon.  Members  upon  that  side  of  the  House 
to  make  any  accusation  ag^ainst  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  he  would  never* 
theless,  say,  that  he  had  no  opinion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  budget, 
or  in  anything  else  that  he  did.  He  de- 
clared moreover,  his  belief  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  done  no  one  act  to  benefit 
the  public,  or  to  promote  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown  and  the  character  of  the  coun- 
try. They  did  not  hesitate  to  employ  the 
secret  service  money  to  the  extent  of 
13,000/.  in  St.  Alban's  and  other  places, 
nor  to  promise  to  their  supporters  and 
friends  places  and  promotion^  whilst  they 
charged  those  who  exercised  the  common 
rights  of  hospitality  with  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption. There  was  1,815/.  to  k>e  paid  to 
Mr.  Vizard,  including  the  annual  salary  of 
1,500/.  a  year,  and  1,800/.  as  a  last  pay- 
ment to  Dr.  Bowring.  He  had  nothing 
to  say  against  the  one  or  the  other  of  those 
gentlemen,  but  he  objected  to  fooling  away 
money  in  this  way.  He  would,  therefore, 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  if  he  now  consented  to  a  general 
vote,  he  would  be  at  liberty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  these  details  in  the 
next  Parliament?  He  would  tell  his  con- 
stituents on  the  hustings,  and  he  hoped 
soon  to  be  there,  that  a  more  profligate, 
laxy,  and  inefficient  Government  had 
never  sat  on  those  benches.  He  thought, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  very 
excellent  man  out  of  the  House,  but  he 
must  say  he  could  not  think  as  much  of 
him  in  it ;  and  it  was  known  that  he  was 
never  given  to  pay  compliments.  He, 
therefore,  required  an  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion ;  because  he  did  not  think  it  con- 
sisent  with  his  duty  to  give  up  public  life 
whilst  he  had  health  left,  and  if,  as  no 
doubt  he  would,  he  should  again  appear 
at  that  table,  he  told  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  would  be  found  as 
willing  to  oppose  those  details  as  he  was 
at  the  present  moment. 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  had  been  asked  by  the  gallant 
Officer,  whether  he  would  have  a  fall  op- 
portunity hereafter  of  discussing  all  the 
items  in  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates ;  and 
in  reply,  he  must  say,  that  with  regard  to 
Dr.  Bowring,  the  gallant  Officer  must  be 
aware  that  the  sum  charged  had  been  al- 
ready paid  last  year,  but  that,  as  he  did 
not  intend  to  retire  from  public  life,  it 
would  be  perfectly  competent  for  the 
gallant  officer  to  make  any  observations 
and  speeches  that  he  might  now  postpone. 
But  as  the  early  part  of  the  present 
discussion  had  turned  on  the  charges 
brought  forward  the  other  evening  in  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  bear  with  him  a  few 
minutes  whilst  he  made  some  short  obser- 
vations. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
charged  him  with  having  a  double  budget, 
and  had  since  received  communications 
from  other  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  the  accusation  of  the 
suppression  of  one  budget,  because  in  a 
proposed  Queen's  speech  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  received  information  which 
could  prove  the  fact.  Imputations  of  this 
kind,  as  they  grew,  became  more  and 
more  particular,  and  he  was  informed 
since  he  came  into  the  House,  by  several 
partie.i,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
actually  in  his  possession  information  that 
proved  the  charges  against  the  Govern- 
ment. Of  course,  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not 
without  some  cause  for  their  assertion. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  he  had  not  the 
slightest  information  more  than  was  in  the 
possession  of  other  Members.  What  be 
spoke  of  the  other  night,  was  not  from 
more  information  than  was  possessed  by 
other  Members;  it  was  a  suggestion  of 
the  moment,  and  what  he  said  was  matter 
of  surmise,  and  not  from  any  particular 
information  that  he  had. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
perfectly  satisBed  with  what  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  but  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  debate,  it  was  a  con- 
fident imputation  put  forward  by  hon. 
Members  one  after  the  other.  So  far  for 
the  double  budget.  He  thought,  however, 
that  he  could  show  the  House,  that  this  was 
not  the  only  point  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  wrong.  He  would  state  some 
fignri*s,  for  the  purpose  of  setting  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  right  upon  some  mat« 


ters  of  detail.  The  right  hon.  BarcmeC 
had  said  the  other  night,  **  I  should  find, 
on  being  restored  to  power,  that  we,  who 
left  a  clear  surplus  of  2,000,000/.  of  reve- 
nue—that we,  who  in  three  years  reduced 
twentv  millions  of  debt,  as  well  as  reduced 
the  interest  one  million  annually,  must  deal 
with  a  deficit  of  eight  millions,  after  an  ad- 
ministration of  five  years."  Now,  in  the  first 
place,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment about  the  1^,000,000/.  of  surplus 
was  not  correct.  True  it  was,  that  in  the 
last  year  of  office  the  right  hon.  (jentle- 
man  had  a  surplus  revenue  of  a  considec- 
able  amount,  but  it  was  spent.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge took  off  taxes,  and  so  far  from 
leaving  a  surplus  of  two  millions,  he  had, 
as  it  was  stated  by  Lord  Ashburton,  left  a 
surplus  of  not  more  than  300,000/.  His 
own  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  atated  it 
only  at  1 ,600,000/.,  and  he  afterwards  lost 
several  taxes,  commuted  others,  and  re- 
pealed more.  What  was  the  practical 
result  ?  When  Lord  Spencer  brought  for- 
ward his  budget,  he  stated  the  amount, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  him 
to  spend,  and  at  the  time  he  made  the 
statement,  it  was  his  interest  to  place  it 
as  high  as  possible ;  and  what  his  right 
hon.  Friend  said  was,  that  the  sorplot 
was  300,000/.,  as  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
cess of  income  over  expenditure,  as  left 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  he,  therefore,  gave  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  benefit  of  a  doubt,  and 
raised  the  amount  from  300,000/.  to 
500,000/.,  he  would  overestimate  the  sur- 
plus that  was  left.  He  thought,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  seen  a  little  double 
when  he  talked  of  the  two  millions.  The 
next  point  on  which  he  conceived  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  in  error,  was 
as  to  the  twenty  millions  of  debt  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  be 
had  paid  off.  Now  this  statement  was 
not  quite  correct,  and  it  was  not  quite 
incorrect.  It  was  true,  that  the  amooot 
of  the  capital  of  the  debt  had  been  re- 
duced twenty  millions,  but  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  in  the  belief  that  twenty 
millions  had  been  paid  off  out  of  the  sur- 
plus revenue  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
they  were  under  the  greatest  delusion. 
10,000,000/.  had  been  converted  into  ter- 
minable annuities ;  no  doubt  this  was  an 
exceedingW  good  arrangement,  bat  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  be 
had  paid  ofi*  twenty  millions,  it  was  nol 
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accurate.    What  would  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  if  he  were  told  by  his  steward — 
*'  I  have  converted     100,000/.    of  your 
debts  and  changed  them  into  terminable 
annuities,  so  that  your  debts  are  all  paid 
off."    Here,  again,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
bad  seen  a  little  too  much.     Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  the  an- 
nual payment  on  account  of  the  national 
debt  had  been  reduced  nearly  a  million. 
He  would  like  to  have  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  figures,  for  he  could   find  no 
such  reduction.     If  he  had  been  an  op- 
ponent of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  Par- 
liament, and  he  had  intended  to  bring 
forward  a  charge  against  his  Government, 
he  should  have  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  give 
him  some  notice  of  what  he  proposed  to 
do,  but  he  thought,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  acted  towards  him  with  some 
unfairness  in  bringing  forward  this  charge 
at  a  period  when  there  was  no  opportu- 
nity of  his  replying.     [Sir  R,  Peel::  I 
made  the  same  statement  on  the  debate 
on  the  sugar  duties.]    The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  undoubtedly  made  some  state- 
ment on  that  debate,  to  which  he  offered 
an  explanation,  which  was  received  with 
shouts  of  derision  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite; but  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
statement  had  been  made  by  him  such  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  brought  for- 
ward on  the  debate  on  the  resolution  of 
want  of  confidence.    But  with  regard  to 
the  matter  in  question,  he  found  that  his 
figures  did  not  tally  with  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.    The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  spoken  of  the  reduction  of  the 
interest  of  the  national  debt  between  the 
years  1827  and  1831,  by  the  amount  of 
one  million.    He  found,  however,  that  the 
amount,  was,  in  1827,  28,825,000/.,  while 
in  1831,  it  was  28,341,000/.,  so  that  the 
reduction  was  484,000/.  only,   and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  arrived  at  an  in- 
correct  conclusion  to  the  extent  of  up- 
wards of  half  a  million.    He  would  now 
go  to  those  deficiencies  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  alluded,  and  which  he 
had  stated  to  have  amounted  to  seven 
millions.     What  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
bad   intended  to  say,  of  course,    must 
have    been    taken    to    be,    that    during 
the  period  of  the  Government  of  the  pre- 
sent administration    the  expenditure  of 
tlie  country  had  exceeded  its  income  by 
that  amount.     He  found  that  for  the  year 
ending  the  5th  April,  1836,  the  surplus 
revenue  was  1,376,000/.,  while  for  the 


year  1837,  it  was  1,863,000/.  In  the 
course  of  the  years  1838,  1839,  1840, 
and  1841,  the  deficiency  amounted  alto- 
gether to  6,163,000/.;  so  that  the  sur- 
plus of  two  years  being  3,239,000/.,  and 
the  deficiency  for  the  four  years  being 
6,163,000/.,  the  actual  result  of  the  defi- 
cit was  only  2,924,000/. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  What  was  the  defici- 
ency for  the  last  five  years? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took 
the  calculation  for  six  years,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  recollect  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  had,  in  1835,  taken  upon 
itself  the  West  Indian  loan  of  twenty 
millions;   so  that,  if  he  took  away  the 
surplus  of  that  year,  he  ought  also  to 
relieve  thetn  of  the  loan.     But  the  result 
of  this  calculation  was,  that  instead  of  the 
diminution  being  7,000,000/.,  it  was  less 
than3,000,000/.     But  there  was  another 
point  to  which  he  should  refer,  and  to 
which  it  had  not  been  his  intention  to 
allude  at  the  present  time,  but  for  the 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  which 
would  prevent  his  giving  that  information 
which  he  had  proposed  upon  the  debate 
upon  the  Corn-laws.     The  objection  was 
made  when  the  budget  was  first  brought 
forward,  and  it  was  asked,  '*  How  do  you 
calculate  your  corn  ?     Last  year  you  re- 
ceived 2,700,000/.  for  corn ;  you  calculate 
on  an  increase  of  400,000/."    He  had 
stated  to  the   House  that  the   customs 
yielded  twenty-two  millions,  and  he  cal- 
culated upon  their  future  produce  being 
of  about  the  same  amount — the  produce 
of  corn  being  altogether  thrown   aside. 
Upon  the  average  of  the  years  from  1835 
to  1839,  with  the  addition  of 5  percent.,  he 
calculated  that  the  total  amount  produced 
would  be    21,500,000/.     That  was    the 
entire  amount,  throwing  aside,  as  he  had 
already  said,  anything  that  might  be  de- 
rived  from    corn.    Taking   the    average 
amount  received  for  corn  during  the  last 
six  years,  and  also  since  the  time  when 
the  Corn-law  firsj  came  into  operation,  it 
was  just  that  he  should  calculate  the  in., 
creased  produce  at  500,000/.    The  House 
was  well  aware  that  corn  and  malt  to  a 
certain  degree  counterbalanced  each  other. 
If  there  was  a  bad  harvest,  a  large  revenue 
was  received  from  the  importation  of  corn, 
but  if  it  was  a  good  harvest,  and  less  was 
received  from  that  source,  the  amount  of 
malt  duty  .increased.      Taking   the  corn 
duty,  therefore,  at  500,000/.,  he  might 
expect  the  malt  to  yield  5,506,000^.,  which 
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was  under  tbe  eslimate,  and  under  the 
produce  for  every  year  since  1835»  excepi 
1838.  During  those  years,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  1 838,  com  and  malt  had  pro- 
duced more  than  be  bad  calculated.  The 
year  1 838  happened  to  be  a  year  in  which 
corn  was  introduced  at  a  low  duty,  wbicb 
had  produced  the  result  U>  which  he  had 
referred. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Cventleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  placed  him  in  the  same  situation  of 
difficulty  in  which  he  complained  that  he 
bad  himself  been  placed,  because  be  bad 
entered  into  an  explanation  of  circum- 
stances wbicb  he  was  unprepared  to  meet. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  intimated 
to  him  that  be  had  intended  to  call  upon 
him  to  sustain  the  calculation  wbicb  be 
had  produced  on  a  former  evening,  he 
should  bave  come  prepared  to  give  what 
answer  be  could.  Upon  tbe  debate  upon 
tbe  sugar  duties,  be  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  bad 
said|  tbat  during  tbe  last  five  years  there 
had  been  a  deficiency  of  nearly  eight 
millions-— a  statement  which  be  afterwards 
corrected  by  reducing  tbe  amount  wbicb 
he  named  to  7,600,000/.  He  wished  now 
to  state  tbe  grounds  on  wbicb  he  sustained 
that  view.  In  a  paper  laid  on  tbe  Table 
of  tbe  House,  and  signed  "  Robert  Gor- 
don/' it  was  shown  that  during  the  last 
five  years,  there  had  been  an  accumulated 
deficiency  of  7,600,000/.  In  calculating 
that  deficiency,  be  had  taken  it  from  the 
year  1838  to  1841,  and  also  the  estimated 
deficiency  for  tbe  present  year  ending 
April,  1842.  In  1838,  the  deficiency  was 
.1,428,000/.;  in  1839,  it  was  430,000/.; 
in  1840  it  was  1,457,000/.;  in  1841,  it 
was  1,851|000/.;  and  tbe  estimated  de- 
ficiency for  1842,  was  2,400,000/.;  so 
tbat  tbe  total  amount  of  deficiency  was 
7,566,000/. 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer:  You 
are  not  calculating  it  as  a  matter  of  sur- 
plus at  all. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  bad  no  right  to  set  off 
the  supltts  revenue  of  the  years  1836  and 
1 837  against  the  deficiency.  The  present 
Government  began  with  a  great  surplus 
of  revenue,  but  in  the  last  five  years  a 
melancholy  contrast  bad  been  presented. 
If  he  wu  to  take  the  whole  seven  years, 
of  course  tbe  deficiency  would  not  be  so 
great,  but  when  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
spoke  of  tbe  present  alarming  state  of  tbe 
finances  of  the  country,  and  their  pros- 
perity during  the  first  two  years  of  their 


administration,  they  only  aggravated  the 
charge  to  which  they  were  open. 

Mr.  Merries  had  heard  tbe  stateasent  of 
the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  with 
great  surprise.  He  had  not  been  able  to 
contradict  the  fact  that  for  the  last  five 
years  there  bad  been  a  continually  inereea* 
ing  deficiency,  now  aoKMiotiog  to  seven 
mUlions  and  a  half.  Of  all  the  argameota 
be  ever  heard  be  thought  it  the  moat  ex- 
traordinary that,  because  they  had  a  sur- 
plus for  two  years,  that  surplus  should  be 
put  forward  as  a  set-off  against  con  tine- 
ally  recurring  deficiencies.  But,  if  that 
argument  was  good,  why  did  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stop  at  the  two  first  years — 
why  did  he  take  credit  for  tbe  six  mil- 
lions and  a  half  of  surplus  that  existed 
when  Lord  Althorp  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ?  Why  did  not  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  add  Lord  Althorp's  surplus  of 
six  millions  and  a  half  to  tbe  three  nstl* 
lions  tbat  he  claimed  credit  for,  and  thus 
be  might  on  the  same  ground  claim  credit 
for  nine  millions?  Now,  with  respect  to 
what  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  be  begged  to  say  tbat  during  the 
years  between  tbe  peace  and  1828,  when 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the'  Member  for  tbe 
University  of  Cambridge  was  Chancellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer,  tbirty«one  millions  were 
paid  out  of  the  public  moneys  in  the  re- 
mission of  taxes.  During  the  administfa* 
tion  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  he  had  ap- 
plied ten  millions  to  the  reduction  of  the 
public  debt.  During  tbe  time  tbat  Lord 
Althorp  was  Chanoellor  of  tbe  Exchequer, 
he  had  applied  six  millions  and  a  half  to 
the  reduction  of  tbe  debt.  Lord  Monteagle 
had  applied  about  three  millioos  to  the 
same  purpose.  However,  during  the  last 
five  years  the  deficiencv  amounted  to 
seven  millions  and  a  balL  In  answer  to 
this  it  was  saul  that  tbe  present  Govern* 
ment  had  taken  off  a  large  amount  of 
taxes;  but  were  they  the  only  Govern* 
ment  tbat  bad  done  so?  When  Lard 
Monteagle  brought  forward  bis  fint 
budget,  he  bad  done  justice  to  the  efforts 
of  former  Administrations  in  the  redoctioii 
of  taxation.  He  had  said  tbat  he  could 
only  be  a  gleaner  in  the  field,  that  tbe 
harvest  had  been  gathered  b|  the  Wei* 
lington  and  Liverpool  Administrationa. 
He  told  tbe  House  tbat  since  the  peace 
forty*two  millions  of  taxation  had  bean 
reduced,  of  which  thirty*three  millioos  had 
been  reduced  by  tbe  Liverpool  and  Wei* 
lington  Admioislratioos.  lie  hoped,  tbtrt* 
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iiwr0,  he  •hoald  nol  again  hear  of  any 
more  ejccluaive  daiina  for  the  prewni  AU- 
miniatfation  on  accouni  of  the  reduction 
pf  tavaiioo.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alatad  thai  there  had  nol  been  a  sur- 
plus of  more  tiian  a  few  hundred  thousand 
pounds  left  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cambridge,  and  had 
therefore  urged  that  his  oalculations  were 
erroneous.  Now  it  was  the  duty  of  a 
Fioaaee  Minister  to  make  pvoviiion  ac- 
eordiBg  to  the  beat  estimates  he  could 
procuroi  and  state  to  the  House  what 
would  be  the  pvobable  aurplusy  and  be 
waa  fully  justified  in  acting  on  those 
estimates,  although  he  might  be  disap- 
pointed in  the  refult.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  estimated  his  surplus  at 
19600,000/.;  it<lid  so  happen  that  during 
the  seiLt  year,  owing  to  circumstances 
whieh  it  bad  been  impossible  to  foresee, 
the  actual  pnrplus  bad  fallen  abort  of  that 
aaiount;  but  the  following  year  Ix)rd 
Althoip  found  the  surplus  greatly  increas- 
edt    He  went  into  these  details  for  the 

Grpoae  of  shewing  the  great  contrast 
tweeo  this  and  idl  former  Adminiatra- 
tioQs.  All  former  Administrations  had 
bad  a  aurplusy  but  the  present  Adminis- 
tration biu)  a  deficiency. 

Mr.  Hume  was  amazed  at  the  charges 
brought  against  the  Goyemment  by  the 
sight  hon.  Baronet.  The  right  boo.  Ba- 
looei  was  quite  as  responsible  for  the 
deficiency  as  the  Government,  The  Qo- 
fernment  had  been  foolish  enough  to 
9uifet  themselves  to  be  entrapped  into 
increased  expenditure  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  He  had  told  them  at  the  time 
what  mnat  be  the  consequence  of  such 
profuse  expenditure;  but  they  had  chosen 
rather  to  listen  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo« 
^ite  than  to  him,  and  tlierefore  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  bad  no  right  to  the  claim 
be  had  put  in,  that  he  would  have  manag- 
ed the  finances  better.  The  whole  excess 
of  expenditure  had  been  owing  to  the 
miscooduct  of  the  Tories  and  the  weak- 
ness of  the  Whigs — Tories  urging  them  to 
ao  extravagant  expenditure,  and  the 
Whiga  having  the  weakness  to  yield  to 
them.  Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for- 
get Uiat  five  millions  taxation  had  been 
leduced,  and  yet  the  revenue  had  only 
fallen  by  one  and  a  half  millions?  He 
would  adroit  that  from  1836  there  had 
been  no  relief,  but  the  revenue  had  been 
imouaUy  increasing,  and  the  average 
mwm  «f  1839, 1840|  and  1841  exceed- 


ed that  of  the  four  preceding  years  by 
600,000/.  There  bad  been  no  deficiency 
of  revenue,  and  the  present  deficiency 
wag  entirely  owing  to  an  increased  expen- 
diture, against  which  be  bad  protested 
year  after  year.  The  army,  the  pavy,  and 
all  the  establishments,  had  been  increased 
in  consequence  of  the  representations  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  to  which  the 
Government  had  bad  the  weakness  to 
yield.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
themselves  created  the  deficiency,  and 
now  they  turned  round  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, in  a  manner  very  little  creditable  to 
any  party,  and  taunted  the  Ministers  with 
the  deficiency,  which  they  themselves  had 
occasioned.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  point 
out  one  instance,  with  the  single  excep* 
tton  of  the  vote  to  Princie  Albert,  in  which 
they  bad  ever  given  an  economical  vpte; 
and  even  on  that  occasion,  when  he  had 
inoved  to  reduce  the  grant  to  21,000/., 
they  had  divided  against  him.  But  they 
said  if  they  had  been  in  office  they  would 
have  managed  better,  they  would  have 
bad  no  deficiency.  No;  because  they 
would  have  laid  on  new  taxes.  Then 
they  raised  this  outcry  in  order  to 
blind  the  people  as  to  the  real  question 
at  issue.  A  more  bare-faced  attempt 
to  mislead  the  public  be  had  never 
heard  of.  He  had  seen  many  things  in 
that  House,  and  had  frequently  blushed 
at  the  efirontery  of  hon.  Members,  but  a 
more  shameless  and  scandalous  attempt 
to  impose  upon  the  public,  he  bad  never 
known.  If  they  were  so  anxious  to  have 
the  deficiency  made  good,  why  did  they 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  remedy  the  Go- 
vernment proposed?  Up  to  the  month 
of  January  last,  he  should  have  cared  lit. 
tie  whether  the  Administration  had  been 
Whig  or  Tory,  but  now  when  the  Minis- 
ters brought  forward  measures  calculated 
to  benefit  the  country,  be  felt  bound  to 
give  them  his  support.  He  was  glad  to 
see  they  were  bringing  forward  measures 
calculated  to  turn  public  attention  to  the 
real  causes  of  the  distresses  of  the  country. 
The  real  author  of  the  committee  on  the 
import  duties,  was  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  as  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
speech  on  the  Corn*laws,  that  he  had  been 
induced  to  move  for  that  committee.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  Corn-laws,  but  that  he  did  not  think 
it  right  to  the  landed  interest  to  bring  for* 


1295 


Corn' Laws-" 


{COMMONS}      Mimsierial  SiatmieHt.     1896 


ward  that  question  alone,  but  tliat  all  the 
interests  should  be  considered  together, 
and  in  consequence  of  that  speech  he  had 
moved  for  fhe  committee.  He  rejoiced  at 
the  prospect  they  had  of  removing  the 
shackles  from  industry.  They  had  last 
year  laid  on  an  additional  5  and  10  per 
cent,  on  the  assessed  taxes,  and  in  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  concurred,  but 
when  he  had  proposed  last  year  to  meet 
the  deficiency  by  making  the  landed  in- 
terest', which  was  not  taxed  at  all,  contri- 
bute a  proportion  to  the  public  burdens 
by  imposing  on  landed  property  a  legacy 
duty  similar  to  that  paid  on  all  personal 
property,  and  which  would  have  produced 
a  revenue  of  3,000,000/.,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  voted  against  him.  The  fact  was, 
that  as  long  as  land  was  not  touched, 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cared  not  how 
they  increased  those  taxes  the  burden  of 
which  was  borne  by  the  working  classes. 
The  complete  failure  in  the  expected  in- 
crease from  the  additional  tax  might  have 
shown  the  hon.  Baronet  how  vain  it  was 
to  attempt  to  raise  the  revenue  by  any 
further  tax  upon  industry.  Let  the  House 
of  Commons  reduce  the  expenditure  which 
kad  led  to  the  deficiency,  and  he  believed, 
that  that  would  be  the  ultimate  result. 
Rer  Majesty's  Ministers  had  been  sup- 
ported by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
every  proposition  for  increasing  the  public 
burdens.  They  had  been  very  helpless  to 
do  any  good,  but  powerful  to  do  ill  when 
supported  by  the  Opposition  in  measures 
which  he  conceived  to  be  against  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  they  took  office.  He 
rejoiced  that  her  Majestv's  Government 
had  brought  forward  so  large  and  com- 
prehensive a  measure,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  was  about  to  be  dissolved. 
The  time  was  come  when  an  appeal  should 
be  made  to  the  people.  It  was  necessary 
for  the  interests  of  the  country,  that  the 
House  should  be  more  decided  one  way 
or  the  other.  It  could  not  longer  remain 
in  its  present  position.  He  was  confident 
that  the  electors  would  not  throw  away 
the  opportunity  afforded  to  them  of  re- 
turning a  better  Parliament.  Those  Gen- 
tlemen who  supported  the  resolution  went 
to  the  country  with  a  declaration  that 
they  would  not  remove  the  taxes  which 
were  pot  into  the  pockets  of  individuals 
by  the  protective  duties ;  that  they  woald 
not  allow  sugar  to  be  cheaper,  and  were 
determined  to  continue  that  tax,  by  which 
9ve  millions  were  paid  last  year  out  of  the 


pockets  of  the  indostrtous  classes.  They 
declared,  that  they  would  not  admit  cheap 
corn;  that  they  would  keep  op  all  the 
necessaries  of  life  at  the  highest  price. 
He  would  repeat,  that  he  looked  with  oon* 
fideoce  to  the  results  of  the  elections.  It 
was  a  great  disadvantage  that  the  Coro- 
laws  should  not  be  previously  discosaad. 
The  want  of  a  single  additional  Reformer  Co 
secure  the  discussion  of  that  subject  was 
greatly  to  be  deplored.  He  regretted  that 
they  ha'd  not  had  the  opportunity  of 
proving  that  8s.  protection  was  a  tax 
amounting  to  30  or  40  millions  a-year,  opon 
the  industry  of  the  country  and  that  that 
would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  country 
gentlemen.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Taroworth  and  his  party  had  come  forward 
by  their  resolution  to  prevent  the  diacua- 
sion  of  this  subject;  that  was,  in  itety 
their  sole  object  in  proposing  it,  and  he 
hoped  the  country  would  so  undeistaod 
it.  The  situation  of  the  coaatry  was  truly 
distressing.  There  was  a  population 
starved  by  the  landholders,  laws  were 
passed  which  positively  starved  the  people 
by  inches.  Whilst  some  countries  were 
cursed  with  an  unproductive  soil,  and 
others  with  calamities  arising  from  the 
climate,  the  people  of  England  were 
doomed  to  be  starved  by  the  landed  pro* 
prietors.  It  was  melancholy  to  think 
that  they  could  lay  their  heads  on  their 
couches  whilst  there  was  so  much  misery 
of  their  creation,  the  result  of  their  mono* 
poly.  Every  one  who  had  voted  no  eoa« 
fidence  in  her  Majesty's  Ministers  had,  ia 
fact,  voted  against  the  discussion  of  the 
Corn-laws,  because  they  wished  to  have 
the  advantage  on  the  hustings  of  hav* 
ing  said  little  or  nothing  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  deplored  the  ignorance  which 
existed  with  reference  to  it,  and  hoo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  shared  in  the  igno* 
ranee  which  existed  as  to  the  real  cause  of 
the  distress.  Still  he  looked  with  con6« 
dence  to  the  coming  struggle,  believing 
that  the  people  of  this  country  would  not 
allow  class  interests  to  prevail.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  any  who  took  the  course 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  of  set* 
ting  themselves  against  all  reducUon  of 
taxation,  and  all  relief  to  the  workinr 
classes,  to  reflect  for  a  few  moments  and 
not  feel  that  they  had  a  heavy  responsU 
bility  resting  npon  them.  He  would  be 
sorry  to  feefhimself  liable  to  those  charges 
which  he  now  made  against  them  ead 
against  every  mao  who  wished  to  hasp  uf 
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monopoly  and  to  pcevent  that  alteration 
which  was  called  for  by  an  increasing  po- 
pulation. He  took  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  a  pledge  by  the  Go- 
▼emmenty  that  they  were  prepared,  should 
they  continue  in  power,  to  carry  out  a 
large  and  liberal  reform.  Even  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  if  they  would  only  ex- 
amine the  subject,  would  see  the  necessity 
which  existed  for  such  a  measure.  How 
could  they  visit  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, and  reconcile  it  to  their  consciences 
to  maintain  the  monopoly  ?  The  people 
at  present  paid  all  the  taies-— the  landed 
proprietors  did  not  pay  one  shilling.  He 
would  take  upon  himself  to  prove  that 
the  landed  proprietors  of  this  country  were 
as  free  from  taxes  as  were  the  nobility  of 
France  in  1789.  The  only  difference  was, 
that  in  France  the  injustice  was  more  open. 
The  country  gentlemen  had  a  monopoly 
amounting  to  more  than  double  what  they 
paid  towuds  the  public  expenditure.  Last 
year  they  had  on  a  moderate  calculation 
eighty  millions  of  money  raised  from  the 
industry  of  the  people,  whilst  that  they 
contributed  did  not  amount  to  twenty- 
five  millions.  He  contended,  therefore, 
that  thev  were  in  a  better  condition  than 
the  noblesse  of  France  at  the  period  to 
which  he  had  referred.  The  events  of 
history  should  teach  them  what  was  to  be 
expected  from  such  a  state  of  things.  At 
this  moment  the  landed  proprietors  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  did  not 
pay  one  quarter  of  the  fifty  millions  of 
taxes;  their  monopoly,  therefore,  was  a 
legal  plunder  upon  the  mau  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  common  sense  of  the  people 
would  teach  them  how  to  act  in  their  pre- 
sent position.  From  one  side  they  had  to 
expect  relief,  from  the  other  nothing  but 
taxation  and  oppression ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
be  foiled  in  their  attempt  to  secure  a 
majority  in  the  next  House  of  Commons. 
ifr.  OouUmm  wished  to  say  a  very  few 
words.  If  he  had  expected,  that  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche. 
quer  would  have  entered  so  largely  into 
the  question  of  finance,  he  should  have 
come  down  to  the  House  furnished  with 
the  papers  which  had  been  quoted  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  in  the  debate  of  Friday  last.  But 
he  had  left  the  House  early  in  the  evening 
under  the  impression  that  Ministers  were 
anxious  to  go  at  once  into  the  committee 


of  supply,  and  that  therefore  all  debate 
would  be  avoided.  He  would  now  merely 
allude  to  one  point  which  had  been  men- 
tioned bv  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Excfiequer.  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had,  as  he  understo<Kl,for  he  was  not 
in  the  House  at  the  time,  stated,  that  the 
statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  as  to  the  reduction 
of  20,000,000/.  in  the  national  debt  was 
erroneous.  He  (Mr.  Goulburn)  could 
confirm  that  statement  in  everjr  particular, 
and  not  on  his  own  authority  either,  for  in 
1831  Mr.  Spring  Rice  made  a  statement 
of  what  had  been  the  amount  of  the  na- 
tional  debt  at  the  time  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington's  entering  into  office,  and  also 
at  the  time  of  his  leaving  it.  According 
to  that  statement,  the  Duke,  on  entering 
office,  found  the  capital  of  the  debt  to 
amount  to  777,000,000/.,  and  on  leaving 
it  the  amount  was  only  757,000,000/., 
while  the  interest  was,  during  the  same 
period,  reduced  from  25,000,000/.  to 
24,000,000/.  The  right  hon.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  no  right  to  take 
credit  for  the  reduction  of  the  capital, 
seeing  that  it  had  been  effected  by  the 
creation  of  terminable  annuities.  That 
might  be  true  if  the  capital  only  had  been 
reduced,  but  the  fact  was,  that  the  interest 
had  also  been  reduced,  although  the  direct 
tendency  of  the  creation  of  the  termi- 
nable annuities  must  have  been  to  cause 
its  increase.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  acted 
quite  fairly  in  taking  credit  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  national  debt  effected  during 
the  time  he  had  held  office. 

Sir  De  Lacy  Evans  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  had  been  compar- 
ing the  aristocracy  of  this  country  with 
the  noblesse  of  France,  and  he  thought 
the  comparison  a  very  good  one,  except 
that  the  French  aristocracy  had  not  intro- 
duced so  much  sophistry  and  complica- 
tion into  their  system  of  finance  as  were 
to  be  found  in  that  of  this  country.  The 
public  would  yet  understand  the  true  na- 
ture of  the  case ;  and,  whatever  successes 
might  attend  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
his  party,  the  present  disastrous  state  of 
affairs  would,  he  had  no  doubt,  turn  out 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  He  be- 
lieved, that  the  people  would  yet  make 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  understand, 
that  they  knew  the  object  of  the  right 
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boo*  Bapooei's  inolion  wai  to  prevent  a 
dMCuif ion  CO  the  Corn-laws  and  a  ditao. 
Ijiiiop,  He  mual  sav^  (hat  the  right  boo. 
Baropet  had  pursued  a  fallacious  aod  un- 
Mfortby  course ;  bat  he  would  fiod  it  diffi- 
cult to  screen  biinself  under  such  tactics* 
The  public  would  learo  that  the  whole 
design  of  the  enormous  verbiage  of  the 
late  debate  was  to  stifle  (be  question  of 
the  repealing  the  CornxlawSf  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  great  seositiYe- 
ness  about  interfering  wi(b  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  when  the  hon«  Member  for 
Finsbury  brought  forward  his  motion  for 
the  liberation  of  political  offenders  in 
England  and  Wales;  bnt  he  said  not  one 
ajllable  upon  the  pierits  of  the  question, 
and  yet  twenty  four  hours  afterwards,  he 
brought  forward  a  motion  of  a  most  deci- 
sive character  interfering  with  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown,  and  now*  ui  his 
speech  upon  that  notion,  he  twitted  her 
Majesty's  Government  for  not  being  able 
to  sustain  the  prerogative  of  (he  Crown 
egainst  tbe  attack  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  on  (he  preceding  evening. 
These  were  mconsistencies  which  the  pub- 
lio  would  detect  and  understand.  He 
Tentured  to  say,  that  so  great  was  the  in* 
justice  by  the  existing  system  of  fiscal 
duties  and  taxation,  that  the  terms  *'  fraud" 
and  ^'plunder''  were  not  too  strong  to 
apply  to  that  system.  [** Heart  hear"] 
That  was  the  sort  of  language  which  he 
would  hold  upon  every  occasion.  He 
might  be  wrong,  but  he  believed  be  was 
right.  Therefore  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  him  to  go  before  bis  constituency  and 
not  use  tbe  same  language  which  be  used 
in  that  House. 

House  went  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  motion  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  the  sum 
of  31,786/.  was  voted  for  tbe  expenses  of 
tbe  British  Museum; 

In  answer  to  Sir  R.  Peel, 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  all  the  estimates  except  that  for  the 
China  expedition,  would  be  for  the  half 
year.  That  estimate  was  tot  the  whole 
year,  because  it  was  matter  of  account 
with  the  East  India  Comj^ny,  who  had 
to  make  up  their  accounts  in  order  to  pay 
their  dividends. 

The  vote  (400,000L)  for  the  Chinese 
expedition  was  then  agreed  to 

A  vote  of  1,624,7911.  for  the  Commis- 
sariat, Canada,  and  the  miscelUaeout  ser« 
vice  was  also  agreed  to« 

Tbe  Bouse  resumed* 


BoROVOBS  Imvrovbmbiits.]  On  tbe 
motion  that  the  committal  of  tlie  Boroughs 
Improvements  Bill  be  postponed  notil  to- 
monroWf 

Sir  E.  KtuUcUmil  objected  to  the  post- 
ponement of  bills  in  this  way*  It  was  liie 
duty  of  the  Government  at  once  to  stale 
what  BMastttes  they  intended  to  psocead 
with. 

Mr.  Tawnley  Parker  obaerved,  that 
the  noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Cc^ 
looies  itated,  that  he  dkl  not  intend  to 
proceed  during  the  present  Sessfam  eitbar 
with  this  bill  or  the  BuikKogs  BegulatioM 
Bill ;  they  shoaU  therefore  be  willidnHmi 
at  onoe. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  E$echeqwtr  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  state  to-mor- 
row what  bills  he  intopded  to  proceed 
with,  and  what  he  proposed  to  postpone. 

Sir  Boberi  Peel  understoml  the  oeUe 
Lord  to  state,  that  he  would  not  proeaed 
with  these  bills  during  the  present  Sesaioo  ; 
it  would  therefore  be  better  to  remote 
these  bills  from  the  notice  paper. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MvHior PAL  Corporations.]  Sir  J. 
Y.  Buller  moved  the  committal  of  the  N»- 
nicipal  Corporations  Bill. 

Siir  C  Doagloi  opposed  the  motmn,  on 
tbe  ground  that  it  would  have  a  moat  ia« 
jurious  effect  on  bis  constituents. 

Mr.  Dwelt  wished  this  bUl  to  be  poet* 
poned  until  next  Session- 
Sir  /.  Y.  Buller  said,  he  had  been  ac- 
cased  of  briogmg  in  a  bill  to  plunder  tbe 
town  of  Exeter,  and  be  was  anxioiis  that 
the  meuure  should  be  proceeded  with,  in 
order  that  those  who  were  concerned 
might  learn  how  groundless  the  accns^ 
tion  was,  and  that  the  bill  would,  on  tbe 
contrary,  be  most  beneficial  to  Exeter. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  thougbt,  that  the  bill 
WM  good  and  ittst  in  itself,  but  he  enter- 
teined  sonm  doabte  as  to  prooeediog  with 
it.  He  feared,  that  by  doing  so,  tbev 
weuld  be  overloading  the  statote  book 
with  public  general  acte  Cor  local  plaoea. 
To  a  great  extent  this  meaanre  only  ap> 
plied  to  Exeter ;  but  if  it  succeeded,  they 
would  be  asked  for  ecu  of  a  similar  cha* 
racter  for  a  number  of  other  placea  in  de* 
tail.  In  his  opinmn  it  would  be  better  to 
paM  some  general  meainre  on  the  aab* 
ject. 

The  House  divided  on  the  anestaon  thai 
the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Cbair  H-Ayoi 
68 :  ^foes  31 :  Mi^ocitl  37, 
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List  qf  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  T^gon,  Hon.  General 

A  ins  worth,  P.  Morpeth,  Viscount 

Baring,  rt.  ho.  F.  T.  Muskett,  G.  A. 

Barry,  G.  S.  NichoU,  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  G.  CBnen,  W.  S« 

Boiling,  W.  Palmer,  G* 

BrothertOD,  J.  Parker,  R,  T. 

Campbell,  Sir  J.  Parnell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  II. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Patten,  J .  W. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  II.  Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 

Copeland,  Mr.  Aid.  Pendaryes,  E.  W.  W. 

Courtenay,  P.  Philips,  M. 

De  Honey,  S.  H.  Plamptre,  J.  P. 

Ewul,W.  Pry  me,  G. 

Fei^usoD,  Sir  R.  A.  Pusey,  P. 

Gordon,  R.  Rae,  rt.  ho.  Sir  W. 

Greg,  R.  H.  Richards,  R. 

Grey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G.  Sibtborp,  Colonel 

G  rimsditch,  T.  Stewart,  J . 

Hardinge,rtha.SirH.  Stock,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B.  Turner,  E. 

Uarriesy  rL  boo.  J.  C.  Wakley,  T. 

HinaUy,  C.  Warburtoo,  H. 

Hobhouse,  T.  B.  White,  A. 

Hope,  hon.  C.  Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 

Howard,  P.  H.  Wilde,  Sir  T. 

Hurt,  F.  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  B. 
Inglit,  Sir  R.  H. 

JameSy  W.  tbixe&s. 

Keinble>  H.  Buck,  L.  W. 

Koatcbbull,  right  hon.  Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
SirE. 

Li$i  <^  the  Noss. 


Arcbbold,  R. 
Dttgdale,  W.  S. 
£»b,  W. 
EfftDS,  W. 
GUloQ,  W.  D. 


Philips,  G.  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Bundle,  J. 
Scbotefiald,  J. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 


Graham,  rL  hn.  Sir  J.  Smith,  R.  V. 

Ilawes,  B.  Style,  Sir  C. 

Hector,  C.  !•  Sugden,  rt.  hn.  Sir  E. 

Hodgson,  R.  Thornely,  T. 

Hume,  J.  Turner,  W. 

Leader,  J.  T.  Vernon,  G. 

Lowther,  hn.  Cok»el  Walker,  R. 

MacauUytrt.bn.T*B.  Wood,  C. 

Morris,  D.  Wynn,  rt.  bn.  C,  W. 
O'Brien,  C.  tellebs. 

Pease,  J.  Diyett,  E. 

Pecbell,  Captain  Douglas,  Sir  C. 

Bill  went  through  Committee 

BuBBRT  AT  Elections.]  Mr.  Fox 
Maule  moved  the  aecoDd  reading  of  the 
Bribery  at  EleoUons  Bill. 

Sir  £.  Peel  wished  to  koow  whether  it 
was  intended  to  proceed  with  this  bill? 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  replied  that  hb  noble 
Friend  would  be  in  his  place  to-morrow,. 
and  would  state  the  bills  he  intended  to 
press. 

Sir  R.  Peel  did  not  object  to  the  secood 


reading  of  the  bill ;  if  the  noUe  Lord  in* 
tended  to  press  it  he  would  give  his  best 
consideration  to  its  details,  but  he  thought 
that  it  was  desirable  that  the  House  should 
have  full  time  to  consider  them.  To  say 
the  least  of  it,  it  was  a  bill  which  required 
a  good  deal  of  consideration. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  trusted  that  the  House 
would  at  least  agree  to  the  principle  of 
the  measure. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  stated,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  attempted  to  proceed  with  this 
bill,  he  would  oppose  every  claoae  of  it. 
A  more  clap-trap  and  objectionable  bill 
had  never  been  brought  into  Parliament, 
He  had  opposed  a  similar  bill  some  Ses- 
sions ago,  and  the  only  object  of  the  pre- 
sent measure  on  their  part  was  to  entrap 
Members  in  a  way  never  attempted  before 
by  a  Government.  The  Government  was 
capable  of  any  dirty  trick  which  an  Ad- 
ministration could  resort  to. 

Sir  E,  Sugden  said,  he  should  not  op- 
pose the  second  reading,  but  he  objected 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  clauses  were 
drawn  up  relating  to  treating. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Clerk  of  the  Peace  (Lancaster).] 
On  the  motion  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  (Lancaster)  Bill  be  oommitted, 

Sir  E.  Wilmot  moved,  as  an  instruction, 
that  the  committee  be  empowered  to  make 
provision  for  eompensation  for  losses  sus- 
tained by  oflScers,  by  reason  of  charters 
granted  to  certain  towns. 

The  Attorney  General  opposed  the  mou 
tion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  instruction  be  given  : — Ayes  22  ; 
Noes  46;— Majority  24. 

Liii  of  the  Arse. 


BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Codrington,  C*  W, 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Courtenay,  p. 
Dugdale,  W.  8. 
Gladstone,  J*  N. 
Grirosditch,  T. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hurt,  P. 
KnatchbttlL  rt.  hon. 

SirE. 
Morgan,  O. 


Parker,  R.  T. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
Rushout,  G« 
Scholefield,  J. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Wilbraham,  bon.  B. 
Wymi,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Wilmot,  Sir  E. 


Liii  of  the  Noes. 


Ainsworth,  P. 
Archbold,  R. 
Barry,  G.  S. 


Bemal,  R. 
Bowes,  J. 
CampbeUi  Sir  J« 
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Divett,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Erans,  W. 
Gordon,  R. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Grey,  rt,  hoD.  Sir  G. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
James,  W. 

Macaulay,  rt.hn.  T.B. 
Marsland,  H. 
Morris,  D« 
O^Brien,  C, 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pendanres,  E.  W.  W. 

House  ID  Committee. 

Mr.  Boiling  moved  a  clause  that  the 
Borough  of  Bolton  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  this  bill. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

The  Attorney  General  intimated  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  bill  affected  Lan- 
caster only. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  9 ; 
Noes  52 ;— Majority  43. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pigot,  right  hon.  D. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Pryme,  G. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Rundle,  J. 

RutherAird,  rt.  hn.  A. 
Stock,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Thorneley,  T. 
Turner,  W. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wood,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Maule,  F. 
Brotherton,  J. 


Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Hodgson,  R. 
KnatchbuU,  rt.  hon, 
SirE. 


Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Wilbraharoy  hon.  B. 

TBLLEBS. 

Boiling,  W. 
Grirasditch,  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Archbold,  R. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Barnr,  G.  S. 
BladLbumei  I. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Caropbelly  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Darby,  G. 
Dlvetty  £. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Gordon,  R. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G« 
Hector,  G.  J. 
BiodUyyC. 


Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
James,  W. 

Macaulay,  rt.  hnT.  B. 
Marsland,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pendanres,  E.  W,  W, 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pigot,  right  hon.  D. 
PluropUe,  J.  P. 
Pryine,  G. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Rundle,  J. 
Scholefidd,  J. 
Shaw,  right  hon«  F. 


Shirley,  E.  J. 
Stock,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Thomely,  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P« 
Walker,  R. 
WaUace,  R. 


Warburton,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wood,  C. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W, 

TELLERS. 

Ainsworth,  P. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 


Bill  went  through  Committee* 
House  adjourn^.. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  8,  1841. 

Mnnrms.]  BUlt.  Rcnl  •  flnt  Umet— -Tittie  Oonpoil. 
tkm.— Read  a  Mocmd  time:— Ineumboitt  1  ratings  Ee- 
dasiaftical  CorporBtkmi  Leadng  s  Sugat  Dntio. 

FMiUoiH  pveMQted.  By  Loid  Hadnrtan,  th»  UtaqOBm  of 
Lanidoinie,  Eart  FttswUliam,  the  Earl  of  Mioto,  anA 
Lord  Brougham,  ftom  StaflbrdihlTe,  Chiffiiiig, Wyeorolie. 
Hmitingdnmhira,  Stromaeri  Oli^pm,  Dawibury,  Jed- 
baigii,  Mdioie,  and  other  plaov,  Av  a  Rapaal  of  tha 
Conwlawi.— By  tha  Earls  of  Haddii^toB,  Bipon,  and 
Yaxhorough,  and  Lord  Sondes  ftom  Dublin,  Unooln- 
•hirs,  Kent,  Siumk,  and  other  ptaoee,  against  AHeiatkni 
of  Uie  Con-lawi^By  Earl  FttswUliam*  fkom  PaMey. 
in  Ikvour  of  a  syBtcm  ot  Emigration  {  and  ftom  ShrtBrM, 
Ibr  the  Abolition  of  Chureh  Rata,  and  In  flitour  of  the 
Batter  Obeenranee  of  ttM  Sriibafli. 

POOB-LAW         ApPOXNTMENTB        (IrB- 

land).]  The  Marqaesa  of  Wesimeaik 
wished  to  know  whether  the  nohle  VkcooBt 
opposite  had  any  objection  to  the  produc* 
tion  of  certain  docaments  coDnected  with  a 
recent  appointment  of  a  ?ery  exiCBordiDary 
nature  in  Ireland.  He  ailoded  to  the  ap* 
pointment  of  a  person  named  Robert 
O'Connor  as  returning  officer  of  the  Ath- 
lone  Union,  that  individoal  hatiog  been 
heretofore  tried  for  a  capital  offence,  con- 
victed, sentenced  to  death,  and  a  daj  fizai 
for  his  execution.  As  he  understood  that 
the  Poor  Law  CommissioDers  wereacquain* 
ted  with  the  fact  of  this  man's  eonTictioa 
when  they  made  the  appointment,  he  was 
anxious  to  see  the  correspondence  that 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject.  The  ikw 
ble  Marquess  moved  for  "  a  copy  of  the 
record  of  the  conviction  of  Robert  O'Con* 
nor,  late  serjeant  in  the  73d  regiment,  who 
was  tried  at  the  Rosoommon  July  Assisee* 
1836,  for  the  abduction  of  Jane  Mai* 
thews;  a  copy  of  his  appointment  to  tiie 
situation  of  returning  officer  of  the  Ath- 
lone  Union ;  and  the  correspondence  widi 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on  the  sob* 
ject  of  that  appointment." 

Viscount  buncamum  had  noobjectioa 
to  the  production  of  the  papers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Cork- LA  ws  <»  Pbtitiovs  —  Waobs.] 
Lord  Askburtmi  presented  sixty  petitions 
from  places  in  Someiseti  EsseS|  Sufbii^ 
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and  Cumberland,  against  any  alteration  of 
the  Com-lawB.  One  of  these  petitions 
from  the  eastern  division  of  the  county  of 
Cumberland,  signed  by  3,000  landowners, 
farmers,  bankers,  and  traders,  strongly  de« 
precated  the  agitation  of  this  question  at 
the  present  moment. 

Lord  Cloncurry  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity to  state,  in  alfusion  to  what  had 
passed  on  the  preceding  evening  relative 
to  the  wages  of  labourers  in  Ireland,  ^hat, 
from  his  own  experience,  he  always  f6und 
that  when  corn  was  high,  wages  fell,  and 
that  labourers  were  most  happy  and  com- 
fortable when  corn  was  cheap. 

Earl  Radnor  said,  that  on  referring  to 
docuipentSy  he  found  that  the  statements 
which  he  made  last  night  on  this  subject, 
and  which  had  been  contradicted,  were 
perfectly  correct. 

The  Marquess  of  Wesimeath  begged 
leave  to  say  that  one  of  the  noble  Earl's 
statements  was  incorrect  The  noble  Earl 
said  that  labourers  in  Ireland  obtained  only 
fourpence  a  day  for  wages.  Now,  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Westmeath)  ventured  to  as- 
sert that  the  average  wages  of  labourers 
was  tenpence  per  day,  besides  which  they 
enjoyed  advantages  as  occupiers  of  land. 

Earl  FitzwiUiam  said  that  the  wages  he 
paid  his  labourers  in  Ireland  never  ex- 
ceeded tenpence  per  day.  As  to  the  occu- 
pation of  land  by  labourers,  he  did  not 
think  that  was  a  good  system.  The  la- 
bourers, generally,  had  a  running  account 
with  their  landlords,  who  were,  in  most 
instances,  their  employers  also. 

The  Marquess  of  fVestmeaik  was  not 
prepared  to  contend  that  the  system  was 
beneficial  to  the  country.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  desired  to  see  a  class  of  pure 
labourers  and  a  class  of  pure  occupiers,  as 
in  England ;  but  no  one  could  deny,  that, 
under  the  existing  state  of  things,  the  la- 
bourer derived  advantages  from  his  occu- 
pancy of  land,  which  ought  to  be  taken 
mio  account  when  considering  the  ques- 
tion of  wages. 

The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  deprecated 
these  incidental  discussions  on  so  great  a 
question.  They  were  extremely  incon- 
venient, and  their  result  generally  ap- 
peared to  be  advantageous  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  commenced  them,  because  they 
came  down  to  the  House  ready  primed 
and  loaded  with  figures  and  quotations, 
which  it  was  quite  impossible  to  refer  to 
without  referring  to  documents  which  were 
n^t  at  hand.    That  was  the  course  pur- 


sued last  night  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Radnor),  who  read  extracts  from 
several  documents  in  support  of  his  asser- 
tions and  arguments.  One  thing  which 
the  noble  Earl  stated  was  this,  that  the 
labourers  did  not  think  a  high  price  of 
corn  was  advantageous  to  them.  Their 
Lordships  must  admit,  that  the  opinions  of 
that  class,  if  they  could  be  obtained  witb* 
out  the  exercise  of  the  influence  of  great 
landowners,  would  be  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance. Now  it  happened,  very  fortu- 
nately, that  he  was  able  to  produce  the 
opinions  of  the  labourers  on  this  point  out 
of  the  mouth  of  the  noble  Earl.  In  1836 
the  noble  Earl  was  examined  before  a 
committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
was  asked  this  question  : — '*  Do  you  think 
it  is  the  general  impresssion  among  far- 
mers that  a  rise  in  price  would  not  be 
beneficial  ?"  To  which  the  noble  Earl  re- 
plied, "  I  think  the  impression  among  far- 
mers is  the  other  way — that  a  rise  in  price 
would  be  beneficial."  The  noble  Earl  was 
next  asked,  **  Do  the  farmers  think  that 
if  they  could  get  60s.  a  quarter  for  their 
grain  they  would  be  much  better  off?" 
and  his  answer  was,  ''  They  do ;  and  the 
labourers  think  so  to."  In  answer  to  ano- 
ther question,  the  noble  Earl  said,  '<! 
know  that  in  my  part  of  the  country  the 
labourers  are  crymg  out  for  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  bread :  it  is  verv  absurd,  I  think; 
but  that  is  their  opinion.  The  noble  Earl 
stated  last  night  that  the  condition  of  the 
labourers  was  improved  in  1836,  owing  to 
the  low  price  of  corn  in  that  year.  Upon 
this  point,  again,  he  must  quote  the  noble 
Earl  against  himself.  Before  the  same 
committee,  the  noble  Earl  said,  "  A  great 
change  in  the  condition  of  the  labourer 
has  taken  place  under  the  operation  of  the 
new  Poor-law.  It  has  improved  their 
condition  very  rapidly  indeed.  Before  the 
new  law  came  into  operation  there  was  a 
great  scarcity  of  work,  but  wherever  it  has 
been  brought  into  operation,  within  my  ob- 
servation, there  has  been  rather  an  outcry 
for  labour  than  a  deficiency  of  employ* 
ment.''  Now,  it  must  be  apparent  to  the 
House  that  the  noble  Earl  had,  at  differ- 
ent times,  attributed  the  improvement  iq 
the  conditiop  of  the  labourer  in  1836  to 
different  causes. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  was  glad  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  attached 
so  much  importance  to  hia  evidence.  He 
did  not  deny,  that,  with  respect  to  the  con* 
dition  of  the  labourer,  much  improvemeot 
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had  taken  place  ander  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill ;  but  he  still  was  of  opin- 
ion that  the  situation  of  the  labourer 
would  not  be  rendered  worse  if  he  paid  a 
low  priee  for  his  bread.  Nothhi^  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  quoted  did  away  with  the 
positions  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Radnor) 
had  advanced  on  the  preceding  evening. 
In  his  evidence  he  had  merely  stated  the 
opitiions  of  the  labourers— but  he  did  not 
think  they  were  correct.  They  certainly 
entertained  an  opinion  that  a  high  price  of 
corn  was  advantageous  to  them ;  and  he 
could  state  what  the  reason  was.  Before 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill  was  passed, 
relief  was  given  to  the  labourer  in  money, 
and  the  amount  allowed  was  apportioned 
according  to  the  price  of  bread.  There* 
fore,  when  bread  was  very  high  in  price 
the  labourer  received  a  much  larger  snm 
as  relief  than  when  the  price  of  bread  was 
low.  In  consequence  the  labourer  con- 
nected in  his  mind  a  certain  advantage 
with  a  high  price  of  bread. 

Lord  Brougham  presented  a  petition, 
which  was  respectably  and  numerously 
signed,  and  was  agreed  to  at  a  meeting 
which  had  been  held  at  Guildhall.  This 
meeting  had  been  called  by  public  adver- 
themeht,  and  was  held  under  the  presiding 
care  of  the  chief  magistrate  of  this  Oity. 
It  was  attended  not  only  by  persons  of 
wealth  and  respectability  in  the  commer- 
cial world«>-by  those  who  held  the  highest 
rank  in  the  estimatkin  of  their  fellow  citi- 
zensi  but  also  by  a  most  numerous  body  of 
the  citizens  of  London  generally.  This 
petition  was  signed  by  upwards  or  21,000 
individuals  in  the  course  of  four  days  only 
after  the  meeting  had  taken  place,  and  he 
wae  Informed  that  there  would  have  been 
at  least  double  that  number  If  a  longer 
time  were  allowed.  The  petitioners  prayed 
for  an  alteratmn  In  the  Corn-lawa.  The 
petHbn  being  a  short  one,  he  trusted  be 
would  be  entitled  to  read  it  to  the  House» 
The  noUe  Lord  then  read  the  petition, 
which  prayed  for  the  adopiion  of  the  pro- 
politions  of  her  Majesty'a  Government 
with  reference  to  a  fixed  duty  upon  oom. 
The  noble  Lord  then  said  the  petitionert 
only  sought  for  the  adoptk>n  of  the  fixed 
duty  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a 
stepping-stone  to  the  repeal  of  all  laws 
affecting  the  priees  of  the  neoeaaariea  of 
life,  which,  they  considered,  were  not  pro* 
per  objeeta  for  taxation,  wir  snch  aa  ought 
to  aufftr  any  dnty  for  the  sake  of  the 
revennei  and  that  a  repeal  of  all  those 


laws,  under  auch  cireometaneet,  wooM 
make  this  great  measure  of  justice  mud 
policy  safe  for  all  parties;  that  this  would 
be  the  true  line  for  all  wise  lawgivera  to 
take,  and  that  this  country  expected  ita 
lawgivers  would  take  such  a  course  at  the 
earliest  possible  period.  The  noble  Ixnd 
then  presented  a  petition  from  Portaoken 
Ward,  signed  by  700  or  800  persons,  the 
prayer  of  which  was  to  the  same  effect. 
He  said  that  the  petition  had  aboat  dovble 
the  number  of  signatures  to  any  one  whieh 
had  ever  before  been  sent  from  this  place. 

Lord  Athburton  said,  if  he  bad  under- 
stood  the  noble  Lord  right,  he  had  stated, 
that  the  persons  who  had  signed  the  first 
petition  signified  their  disapproval  of  the 
measures  of  Government.  Now,  he  had 
jttit  read  that  petition,  and  he  begged  to 
say,  that  no  such  statement  ai  that  vras 
contained  therein.  So  far  from  this  being 
the  case,  the  petitkyners  distinctly  state, 
that  they  highly  approved  of  the  meaaorea 
of  her  Majesty's  Ooveminent,  and  they 
prayed,  that  such  measures  might  be^  aa 
rapidly  as  possible,  carried  Into  effect. 

Ix>ra  Brougham  said,  there  was  not  die 
slightest  possibility  of  hia  falling  Into  a 
mis-statement  upon  the  subject,  for  he 
begged  leave  to  remind  the  nobia  Lord, 
that  he  had  read  the  petition  at  length*— 
that  he  had  read  the  whole  of  that  pefi« 
tNHi,  and  then  the  prayer  of  lt«  Tho  n^ 
ble  IiOrd  had,  It  appeared,  thought  proper 
to  read  the  petition  a  aeoond  time,  hot  ha 
did  not  object  to  his  Lordship  reading  the 
petition  a  third  time  if  be  pleased.  Tbo 
petitiobera  had  oettatnly  atatad  what  they 
praj^d  for,  but  he  begged  leave  to  inform 
their  Lordships,  that  tiMy  expeeted  a  great 
deal  more,  with  reapeet  to  the  oaeslioQ 
Itaelf,  and  in  deference  to  the  pttitkMen, 
he  thought  it  his  doty,  afker  staling  what 
that  had  aimpiy  asked  in  their  petition,  to 
add  thia,  that  they  only  aakad  for  the 
adoptk>n  of  that  meaanre,  but  that  ii 
would  provn  a  alep,  and  an  important 
step,  to  the  further' measore  of  total  repeal. 
The  gentlemen  who  had  the  manageamnt 
of  this  petition,  had  waited  upon  him,  and 
in  a  eooveraation  with  tham  they  ma»»> 
rnoaaly  concnrred  with  him,  that  they 
would  never  be  satiafied  with  a  fixed  daty, 
and  that  they  only  took  tbiaoonraa  with  a 
view  of  laying  the  fonndatk>a  for  the  total 
repeal  of  the  Com^laws.  The  petilwnera, 
he  waa  assnrsd,  looked  for  Mai  repeal, 
but  they  wiahed  to  obtain  what  they  oon- 
'  woold  be  more  practieable.    Ha 
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fdppMed  they  would  have  prayed  for  the 
lolal  repeal  of  the  Goro-lawa,  but  that 
they  were  afraid  of  the  oppoaitioo  of  the 
noble  Lords  oppoiite,  ana  the  noMe  Lord 
hiodsetf,  who  was  not,  perhaps,  an  advo^ 
cate  for  a  measure  of  a  very  fixed  nature, 
but  one  of  a  Inore  shifting  character. 

Lord  Ashburton  remarked,  that  his  no- 
ble Friend  had  l>een  pleased  to  allude  to 
bis  (Lord  Ashborton's)  supposed  change 
ot  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  Ck>rn«laW8. 
He  did  not  think,  that  charges  of  this 
nature  were  fery  fair  at  any  time,  and  he 
wu  certainly  astonished  at  their  being 
made  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  as 
he  recollected,  that  some  years  ago,  when 
he  strongly  objected  to  further  protection 
lieing  eatended  to  the  agricoltural  inter- 
est, bts  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  one 
of  the  most  staunch  and  strenuous  sup- 
porters id  the  House  of  Commons  of  pro- 
tection, atid  he  once  advocated  the  further 
extension  of  it.  He  found  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  oonstantly  Opposed  to  him 
in  his  endeavours  to  prevent  the  hirther 
extension  of  protection. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  must  lie  confounding  him  with  some 
other  individual,  fbr  he  lagged  to  inform 
the  noUe  Lord^  that  he  was  not  at  that 
period  be  mentioned »  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons*  He  waa  out  of 
Parliament  in  the  years  1813»  1814,  abd 
18151  indeed^  firom  the  year  1812  to 
1816,  be  had  ilever  taken  a  part  in  any 
ono  of  thefee  debates  which  then  took 
place  in  Parliament,  for  this  simple  reason, 
beeanse  he  could  not,  not  being  a  memi)er 
of  the  legislative  body.  There  eould  not 
be  the  slightest  doubt  of  this  ftict<  And 
he  would  further  inform  the  noble  Lord, 
that  be  never  was  in  Parliament  whe«  any 
bill  was  passed  or  any  proposition  made 
with  reference  to  this  somect,  wherein  he 
had  espresafid  himself  dimrtntly  to  what 
ha  had  thai  nigbt  said. 

Lord  Ashburiim  said,  he  could  not  be 
certain  ae  to  the  particular  year  in  which 
it  took  place ;  but  be  welt  reeolleeted  that 
upon  some  occasioo,  atK>ut  the  period  he 
had  mentioned,  he  (Lord  Ashburton)  had 
in  debate  taken  the  iide  of  the  question 
for  the  relaxation  of  the  protective  ststem, 
when  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  took 
the  opposite  aide  of  the  question,  and 
made  Some  severe  remarks  upon  himself 
(liord  Ashbniton)  which,  perhaps,  was  the 
reason  of  hie  eo  vifidly  reeolieeting  the 
ciivtimataoee« 


Lord  Brougham  said,  it  was  obtiotfs  his 
noble  Friend  was  under  some  mistake. 
The  question  to  which  his  noble  Friend, 
doubtless*  intended  to  refer,  was  one 
which  had  no  direct  connection  with  the 
subject  of  the  Com*laws,  namely,  the  bill 
introduced  by  the  late  Lord  Stanhope, 
respecting  the  currency,  in  the  year  1811. 
On  that  occasion,  he  certainly  had  to  dif- 
fer with  his  noble  Friend  on  many  matters 
of  commercial  import,  but  not  directly 
bearing,  as  he  recollected,  on  the  Com- 
lasrs. 

TheBtrlof  IFtncAtfaea  said,  that  the 
not>le  and  learned  Lord  opposite  having 
stated,  on  the  authority  of  six  gentlemen, 
that  the  parties  who  signed  the  petition 
were  desirous  of  a  total  repeal  of  theCorn<* 
laws,  be  (the  Earl  of  Winchilsea)  should 
like  to  know  whether  those  gentlemen, 
being  doubtless  engaged  in  tanous  com- 
mercial pursuits,  would  be  satisfied  at  the 
same  time  to  relinquish  all  the  prot^tive 
duties  which  related  to  their  several 
branches  of  manufacture  f  He  thought, 
that  this  would  be  but  justice,  as  between 
the  agrkmltural  and  the  manufactnring 
interests.  And  yet.  if  this  principle  were 
to  lie  adopted,  and  all  the  protective  du- 
ties abolished,  how,  be  asked,  would  the 
public  creditor  be  paid,  or  the  various 
neeessart  estatrtishmenta  of  the  oountry 
kept  up  f  He  really  conM  not  see  how 
this  great  change  could  be  effected  with* 
out  leading  to  the  total  annihilation  of 
our  national  debt,  and  the  destrnetion  of 
every  institution  in  the  country. 

Lord  Brougham  begged  to  call  the  at* 
tention  of  the  noble  Lord  who  bad  jost 
spoken,  to  a  petition  which  he  had  pre- 
sented to  the  House  about  two  vears  ago* 
and  to  what  had  passed  upon  that  oeoa* 
sion.  He  did  this  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  noble  Lord  how  entirely  the 
petitioners  as  well  as  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
wars  with  him  upon  the  sufagect  of  m  total 
repeal  of  all  duties  afiecting  every  neces« 
sary  of  life.  That  petitk>n  which  he  had 
alluded  to,  stated,  that  if  the  manufaotursrs 
of  the  country  required  the  protection  of 
agriculture  to  be  repealed,  the  agricaltnr<« 
isU|  on  the  other  band,  reqnirsd  the  pro- 
tection upon  manufactures  to  be  repealed 
also.  He  had  the  honour  of  presenting 
that  petitbn,  which  waa  signed  liy  a  large 
number  of  individuals  who  represented  the 
manufacturing  and  commercial  interaaia 
of  the  coiintry.  Jhia  was,  he  thought,  in 
the  month  of  February^  1839.    The  peti- 
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tionen  stated,  that  if  the  Legislature 
would  assent  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Corn-laws,  being  repealed,  the^  would 
readily  give  up  all  the  protecting  duties 
affecting  the  manufacturers  and  other 
classes.  But  if  any  one  should  say,  that 
this  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to 
happen  suddenly,  and  without  due  prepa- 
ration, he  begged  to  say,  that  such  a  pro- 
position never  came  from  those  whose 
opinions  he  represented,  nor  from  himself. 
He  had  always  qualified  his  opinions  upon 
the  question,  by  noticing,  that  this  repeal 
could  only  be  satisfactorily  effected  by 
degrees  and  gradual  stages.  He  had 
stated  the  real  opinion  of  the  petitioners, 
who  signed  the  Guildhall  petition,  because 
he  thought  it  would  have  reference  to  the 
motion  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fitzwil- 
liam)  as  to  the  number  of  signatures  which 
were  attached  to  the  petitions  which  had 
been  presented  for  and  against  the  ques- 
tion of  repeal.  He  would  now  only  state 
what  the  proportion  of  the  petitioners  was 
between  those  who  supported  the  mea- 
sure of  a  total  repeal,  and  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  a  fixed  duty.  The  total  num- 
ber of  petitioners  down  to  the  last  report 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House  was 
as  follows ;— For  total  repeal,  650,000 ; 
for  the  proposed  measure  of  Government, 
and  no  more,  15,000;  against  these  pro- 
positions the  number  was  77,000.  This 
was  a  proof  that  the  great  body  of  the 
people  were  in  favour  of  a  repeal  of  those 
laws,  or  an  alteration  in  them. 

Lord  AzhhuTion  thought  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  not  justified  in  saying 
that  those  engaged  in  the  silk-trade  would 
agree  to  have  the  protective  duties  in  their 
favour  abolished,  if  those  in  corn  were 
also  removed.  He  (Lord  Ashburton)  would 
remind  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  of  a 
meeting  for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
which  took  place  a  short  time  ago  at 
Manchester^  and  at  which  Mr.  Proctor, 
an  extensive  silk  merchant,  said,  that  he 
would  forego  his  protective  duty  if  the 
agriculturists  would  give  up  theirs;  but 
upon  being  asked  afterwards  in  the  course 
of  the  same  meeting  whether  he  would 
adhere  to  that  declaration,  Mr.  Proctor 
said — «'  Oh,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  that." 
The  abolition  of  the  protective  duties  was 
all  well  until  it  came  to  Mr.  Proctor  him- 
self, and  then  he  would  beg  leave  to  be 
excused.  And  so,  no  doubt,  it  would  be 
with  many  others  engaged  in  the  silk 
tide.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed 


also  to  attach  too  much  importance  to  the 
numbers  who  had  signed  the  petition  he 
had  just  presented,  or  to  the  aggregate  of 
petitioners  he  had  stated ;  for  in  cities  and 
m  manufacturing  towns  it  was  but  the 
work  of  a  short  time  to  collect  a  great 
number  of  signatures,  and  these  should 
not  be  permitted  to  overwhelm  the  scat- 
tered population  of  the  simple  rural  dis- 
tricts. Some  important  statistics  connected 
with  petitions  seemed  to  have  escaped  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  while  he  bad 
been  sunning  himself  on  the  shores  of  the 
Mediterranean.  Why,  it  was  only  the 
other  night  that  a  petition,  signed  by 
J  ,300,000  persons,  was  presented  in  the 
other  House,  praying  for  the  release  of 
those  who  had  become  imprisoned  for 
political  offences.  Yet,  even  then,  it  ap- 
peared that  numbers  did  not  avail. 

Lord  Brougham  complained  that  his 
noble  Friend  was  too  hard.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  merely  stated  the  facts 
connected  with  the  petition,  and  with 
petitions  generally  on  this  subject,  ab* 
staining  carefully  from  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  question,  except  in  so  far  as 
that  a  fixed  duty  succeeding  a  sliding 
scale  might  be  regarded  as  a  stepping- 
stone  to  a  complete  abolition.  Nor  had 
he  spoken,  as  authorised  to  say,  that  the 
silk  traders  would  give  up  Uieir  protection 
if  the  agriculturists  would  yield  theirs; 
what  he  did  say  was,  that  if  the  agricul- 
turists were  deprived  of  their  protective 
duties,  the  people  in  the  silk  trade  must 
lay  it  to  their  account  to  be  deprived  of 
their  protection  also  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple. Nor  did  he  think  that  he  was  idto- 
gether  wrong  in  attaching  much  impor- 
tance to  a  multitude  of  signatures  to  a 
petition,  for  even  that  petition,  presented 
m  the  other  House  the  other  nig^t,  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  alluded,  had  had 
such  respect  paid  to  it  that  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners  was  as  nearly  as  possible 
obtained. 

The  Earl  of  WkkUno  thought  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite,  had 
treated  the  Government  raUier  unfairly 
on  the  present  occasion*  The  petition 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  this 
evening  presented,  was,  he  believed,  the 
first  which  had  been  presented  in  tlieir 
Lordships'  House  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment views  on  the  subject  of  the  Cora- 
laws;  and  yet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
made  a  statement  which  deprived  the  Oo- 
vernment  of  the  advantage  of  that  petilioo. 
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The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  that 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  in  his  anxiety  to 
do  justice  to  her  Majesty's  Government, 
had  done  them  rather  an  injustice,  in 
stating  that  only  one  petition  had  been 
presented  in  support  of  their  views  on  the 
subject  of  the  Corn-laws.  Several  such 
petitions  had  been  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships, of  which  he  had  presented  one  this 
evening. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  moved  for  a  return  of 
the  number  of  petitions  for  and  against 
the  existing  system  of  Corn-laws,  and  of 
those  for  and  against  the  measures  pro« 
posed  by  her  Majesty's  Government,  clas- 
sifying the  petitioners,  with  an  enumera- 
tion, as  nearly  as  possible,  of  the  number 
of  petitioners  of  each  class. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  moved,  that 
there  be  added  the  number  of  signatures 
to  which  the  residences  of  the  subscribers 
were  attached,  and  of  the  number  of  sig- 
natures written  by  the  same  persons. 

The  Earl  of  Mountcashell. — And  of  the 
number  of  marks. 

Lord  Duncannon  had  no  objection  to 
the  return  called  for ;  but  there  would  not 
be  time  enough  to  go  into  that  minute 
analysis  which  the  noble  Lords  desired. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  thought,  that  with- 
out giving  the  number  of  signatures  there 
might  be  a  classification  of  the  petitions. 
For  his  own  part  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
that  classification,  and  the  country  should 
know  what  was  the  proportion  of  petitions 
in  favour  of  the  Government  proposition. 
The  Government  were  about  to  go  to  the 
country  on  this  particular  point  of  the 
Corn-laws»  and  attempts  would  be  made 
to  show  that  these  petitions  were  in  favour 
of  the  Government  measure.  It  was  highly 
desirable  that  the  country  should  be  un- 
deceived when  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
was  about  to  take  place.  If  this  were  done 
a  great  benefit  would  be  conferred  on  the 
country;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  that  the 
noble  Earl  would  persevere  in  his  motion 
to  that  extent. 
\Jhe  Earl  of  Radnor  called  the  attention 

their  Lordships  to  the  unfairness  of 
«ierely  enumerating  the  petitions.  They 
all  knew  that  masses  of  petitions  were 
presented  in  favour  of  the  existing  Corn- 
lawy  containing  only  four,  or  five,  or  six 
signatures ;  yet  these  numbers  of  petitions 
would  tell  against  the  fewer  number  of 
petitions  with  a  contrary  prayer,  which, 
nevertheless,  might  contain  several  hun- 
dreds or  several  thousands  of  signatures. 
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Earl  Stanhope  believed,  that  the  enu. 
meration  of  signatures  would  be  quite  im- 
practicable to  be  made  by  Monday  or 
Tuesday  next,  or  before  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament.  He  thought  the  noble  Earl 
was  altogether  premature,  because  the 
current  of  opinion  still  continued  to  run  on 
both  sides  the  question,  and  it  would  be 
better  to  postpone  this  motion  until  the 
commencement  of  the  next  Session.  True 
it  was,  that  on  the  subject  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act  there  had  been  made,  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  an  enu- 
meration of  the  petitions  for  and  against 
that  measure,  and  that  the  numbers  pray- 
ing for  the  repeal  of  that  odious  law  were 
a  thou  sand- fold  greater  than  those  in  fa- 
vour of  it. 

The  Earl  of  i^cfnor— What  were  the 
numbers? 

Earl  Stanhope — I  do  not  exactly  know, 
but  that  was  the  result.  The  difference 
was  enormous. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  contended  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  give  merely  the  enumeration 
of  the  petitions,  for  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  those  were  more  numerous 
which  were  in  favour  of  the  present  Corn- 
laws. 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  adverted  to  cases 
of  petitions  against  the  Corn-laws,  in 
which  boy's  names,  written  all  in  one 
hand,  were  appended  to  them.  If  they 
proceeded  on  the  give  and  take  principle 
their  Lordships  would  find  it  impossible  to 
distinguish  the  bond  fide  from  worthless 
signatures;  and,  therefore,  great  deduc- 
tions must  be  made  from  the  number  of 
signatures. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  that  proceeding 
was  as  likely  to  take  place  on  one  side  as 
the  other. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  that  there 
would  be  no  use  in  giving  directions  for  a 
return  which  it  was  impossible  to  make. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  that  if  it  was  im« 
possible  to  comply  with  his  motioui  he 
would  withdraw  it. 

Motion  withdrawn* 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  June  8,  1841. 

MiNOTM.!  BIDa.  Read  a  flnt  time :— Churefa  Ratei  Abo- 
lition; Metropolis  IiDproTeineDts.->-Ilead  a  aeooiid  time: 
— Banks  of  Issue ;  Debts  oT  Parishes. 

Petittons  presented.  By  Mr.  Easthope,  from  a  great  many 
plaoce  In  Worcesfeenbire*  Lcicertetshire,  and  Northamp^ 
tooshire.  tat  a  Repeal  of  the  Com-lswi^— By  Mr.  Leaderj 
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Mr.  Himli,  llr.  BraCb«rtaii,  Mr.  Hlndtey.  Mr.  YUliffi, 
and  levenl  other  boo.  Memben,  fkom  Yarmouth,  Tower 
Hamleti,  Binningham,  WolvetfaamptOD,  AihtoiHioder- 
Lyoe,  and  a  great  many  other  plaoes,  fbr  a  Repeal  of  the 
Cora-Lawi.— By  Mr.  Blount,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  G.  Pal* 
mer.  Sir  Charies  Burrdl,  Mr.  Handley,  and  other  hon. 
Memben,  ftom  Bnex«  Glouoeiter,  Monmouth,  and  a 
great  many  other  plaoef,  aglUntt  Alteration  oC  tte  Com- 
lawa. — By  Mr.  A.  Sanftnd,  ftom  places  hi  SomerKtehire, 
for  the  Abolition  ot  Church  Ratei.— By  Mr.  T.  Dun- 
eombe,  ftom  certabi  partiee,  fur  Inquiry  into  Outrage! 
•ommitted  at  a  Puldic  Meeting  taeM  at  Mancbeeter,  for 
the  Release  of  idl  Prisonen  for  PoHtieBl  Oflteees,  and  for 
the  adoption  of  the  Peopleris  Charteri  and  ftom  Way* 
mouth,  that  Clergymen,  Ax  the  future,  be  not  put  upon 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace.—  By  Lords  Clements,  and 
Castlereagh,  ftom  Lettrim,  and  Down,  against  Lay  Pa> 
tionage  in  the  Church  of  Seotland* 

TuRNPiKB  Trusts.]  Mr.  Mackinnon 
inquired  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Lord»  the  Secretary  of  the  Home 
Department  to  found  any  measure  on  the 
report  of  the  commission  on  turnpike 
trusts  ? 

Mr.  F,  Maule  had  already  eiplained 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  frame  a  bill 
on  the  report  in  question,  but  not  to  press 
It  beyond  a  second  reading,  in  order  that 
those  interested,  and  the  public  generally, 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
its  provisions. 

Municipal  Electors.]  Mr.  Baines 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  introduction  of  a  bill  for  he 
regulation  of  the  registration  in  municipal 
corporations.  In  Leeds  and  Liverpool 
Teconrse  was  obliged  to  be  had  last  year 
to  the  registration  of  the  preceding  year. 

The  AUomey^General  said,  at  the  pre- 
sent advanced  period  of  the  Session,  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Government  to 
introduce  any  measure  for  the  regulation 
of  the  registration  of  electors  in  muni- 
cipal corporations.  The  difficulties  that 
had  recently  occurred  at  Leeds  and  Liver- 
pool had  been,  in  his  opinion,  the  result 
of  accident,  and  were  not  likely  to  occur 
again. 

Cork-Laws — City  Petition.]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  %M^  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G.  Palmer)  had,  on 
the  preceding  day,  put  to  him  some  ques- 
tions relative  to  a  petition  against  the 
Corn-laws  lying  for  signature  at  the  Ei- 
cise  Office,  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had  assured  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  would  make  an  inquiry  info  the 
matter.  He  had  done  so,  and  the  result 
appeared  to  be  this  :-^On  the  destruotioD 
of  the  Royal  Exchange,  the  merchanta  of 


London  had  applied  to  the  commissioiiers 
of  the  Treasury  for  permission  to  use  one 
of  the  great  courts  of  the  Excise  aa  a  tetn* 
porary  place  of  business.  Permission  wan 
of  course  giveui  and  they  dealt  with  the 
court  in  all  cases  as  they  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  deal  with  the  Royal  Exchange* 
It  appeared  undoubtedly,  that  without 
any  knowledge  whatever  of  the  commia- 
sionersy  or  any  application  to  the  commis* 
sioners,  there  had  been  a  petition  lying;  at 
the  court  now  employed  as  the  Royal  Bx« 
change.  He  was  bound  to  state,  that 
when  the  commissioners  were  applied  to 
some  time  ago  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Lon- 
don, to  know  whether  there  was  any  ob- 
jection on  their  part  to  let  a  petition 
relative  to  the  Post-Office  lie  for  sigoatnre 
at  the  court  already  alluded  to,  the  an- 
swer was,  that  they  bad  qo  objection— 
that  the  meichants  of  London  slioutd  be 
allowed  to  use  the  place  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  accustomed  to  use  the  Royal  Bx* 
change.  On  the  present  occasion  he  ap- 
prehended, that  the  same  course  bad  been 
pursued  as  on  the  former  one.  He  trusted, 
that  this  explanation  was  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Oeorge  Palmer  said,  that  he  waa 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Qresham  com- 
mittee, and  he  thoosht  it  poasible  ihat 
the  proceedings  might  have  been  aanc- 
tinned  by  one  of  the  offioert  of  that  com- 
mittee, and  he  therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to 
ask  the  man  whom  he  saW|  not  in  the 
court  appropriated  to  the  merchants,  but 
on  the  stairs  at  the  top  of  the  court,  by 
whose  permission  he  atood  there  with  the 
petition,  and  the  answer  was,  by  pennia- 
sion  of  the  commissioners  of  Excite. 

The  Chancellor  ^f  the  BxehfiOHer  said, 
he  had  not  entered  into  particular  details, 
and  it  was  quite  true,  that  the  petition 
was  placed  on  a  desk  at  the  aide  of  the 
stairs,  but  then  it  was  a  desk  at  which  the 
merchants  were  in  the  habit  of  doing 
butioeas.  That  was  the  explanation  which 
had  been  given  him  by  the  partiea  to  whom 
he  applied.  If,  however,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  make  inquiries  and  acquire 
further  information,  perhaps  he  would  be 
good  enough  to  communicate  it  to  |be 
House. 

Bills  Postponed,]  Mr,  Pakimgion 
intimated  that  it  waa  not  his  intentioii 
to  proceed  with  tbeCounty  Coroners  Bill* 

Irish  Crancbrt.]  In  answer  to  Mr. 
Litton, 
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Viscount  Morpeth  said  the  Attorney- 
general  for  Ireland  did  not  intend  to 
proceed  with  the  Irish  Chancery  Bill,  if 
i(  Appeared  likely  to  be  opposed. 

M  Apical  Profession.]  Mr.  Howes 
said  he  should  not  proceed  with  his  bill  for 
the  regulation  of  the  medical  profession. 

Lord  /.  Russell  said,  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Govern  men  t  to  proceed 
with  the  following  measures  : — the  Facto- 
ries Dill ;  the  Silk  Factories  Dill ;  the 
County  Courts  Dill;  the  Dankruptcy, 
Insolvency^  and  Lunacy  Dill ;  the  Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill  ;  the 
Boroughs*  Improvement  Dill ;  Duildings 
Regulation  Dill ;  Royal  Durghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill»  and  Drainage  of  Towns  Bill, 
It  was«  however,  intended  to  proceed  with 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Bill ; 
the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill ;  the  New 
South  Wales,  dec.  Bill;  the  Western  Aus- 
tralia Bill ;  and  the  Administration  of  Jus- 
tice Bill. 

Reoiste&of  Ei^^oTORs — Hbrtford- 
siliR«.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  was  read 
for  the  attendance  of  the  clerk  of  the 
peece  for  the  county  of  Hertford. 

Mr«  Storey,  the  clerk  of  the  peace  of 
Hertford  was  ealled  to  the  Bar.  He  was 
Mked  bv  the  Speaker  whether  he  had  a 
oopy  of  the  register  of  electors  for  the 
aounty  of  Hertford  ?  He  replied  that  be 
had  a  copy,  but  submitted  that  he  ought 
not  to  bs  cslled  upon  to  part  with  it.  as  it 
belonged  to  the  magistrates,  who  hag  paid 
for  it«  and  if  be  gave  it  up  there  would  be 
no  other  copy  to  furnish  to  those  electors 
who  might  apply  for  it.  ^ 

The  clerk  of  the  peace  was  then  ordered 
to  withdraw,  and  was  retiring  carrying  off 
the  copy  of  the  register  with  him.  He 
was  stopped,  and  ordered  by  the  Speaker 
to  deposit  the  copy  at  the  Bar  until 
the  House  shpuld  oecide  what  should  be 
done  with  it, 

Mr#  r*  JDuncimbe  said,  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  clerk  gf  the  peace  was 
bound  to  return  a  copy  of  the  register, 
according  to  the  words  of  the  Reform  Act. 
He  considered^  that  the  House  had  been 
trifled  with,  the  return  not  having  been 
made  to  the  House  by  the  clerk  of  the 
peacCf  cwformably  to  the  order  served 
upon  him.  He  recommended  the  House 
to  leave  the  clerk  of  the  peace  to  settle 
this    matler  with    the  magist/'ates  as  he 


best  could.  He,  as  an  elector  of  the 
county  of  Hertford,  wanted  a  copy 
of  the  register ;  and  it  was  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  electors  of 
that  county,  that  they  had  not  been  able 
to  procure  it  before  now.  It  was  for  the 
House  to  say,  whether  it  would  have  ita 
order  obeyed  or  not.  He  should,  there- 
fore, move  that  the  copy  of  the  register  of 
the  electors  of  the  county  of  Hertford,  de- 
posited at  the  Bar  by  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  should  be  forthwith  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Estcourt  wished  to  offer  to  the 
House  a  few  reasons  why  this  copy  should 
not  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  why  it  should  not  be  taken  from  the 
qlerk  of  the  peace,  in  whose  custody  it 
was.  He  was  satisfied,  that  the  Order  of 
ihe  House  had  not  been  obeyed  ;  but  the 
refusal  of  the  clerk  of  the  peace  to  obey 
it  arose  from  a  misapprehension  of  duty 
on  his  part.  The  magistrates  of  the  county 
of  Hertford  had  decided  several  times, 
that  the  copy  of  the  register  should  not 
be  printed ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  too 
much  to  say,  that  the  clerk  of  the  peace, 
who  was  only  the  servant  of  the  magis- 
trates, should  have  it  printed.  If  you  in- 
sist on  this  copy  being  laid  on  the  Table, 
you  must  take  it  from  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  and  he  was  bound  to  have  it  in  his 
custody  in  order  to  supply  the  electors 
with  a  copy  of  it,  either  written  or  printed, 
at  a  reasonable  price.  He  would  not  have 
objected  to  the  motion  had  it  been  that 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  should  produce 
another  copy  of  the  register  within  a  week, 
or  any  other  reasonable  time ;  but  it  was 
not  consistent  with  the  practice  of  the 
House  to  take  a  legal  docunnent  from  the 
legal  officer  in  whose  custody  it  legally 
was.  He  was  not  aware  of  a  single  in- 
stance in  which  that  bad  ever  been 
done. 

Mr*  Cowper  said,  be  had  no  personal 
feeling  against  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  but 
the  question  was,  whether  the  Commons 
would  support  its  privileges  or  not,  as 
there  was  no  doubt,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  was  an  evasion  of 
its  order. 

The  SolkiUir'General  said,  he  did  not 
mean  to  impute  to  the  individual  who  had 
beep  at  the  Bar  a  wilful  contravention  of 
the  order  of  the  House,  but  the  course 
which  he  had  taken  was  certainly  not  the 
uiost  consistent  with  that  respect  to  which 
the  House  was  entitled.    He  agreed  in 
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thinking,  that  it  would  not  be  expedient 
to  take  this  copy  from  the  custody  of  the 
person  who  had  been  called  to  the  Bar, 
but  he  submitted,  that  the  House  might 
call  upon  that  person  forthwith  to  furnish 
the  House  with  a  copy.  He  was  glad, 
that  attention  had  been  called  to  this  sub- 
ject, for  there  certainly  had  been  an  eva- 
sion of  the  orders  of  the  House,  and  that 
under  circumstances  which  might  be  in 
the  highest  degree  inconvenient.  Accord- 
ing to  the  regulations  made  by  the  Reform 
Act,  it  was  the  clear  imperative  duty  of 
the  clerk  of  the  peace — so  soon  as  the  re- 
vised list  assumed  the  character  of  the 
register  by  being  returned  to  the  sheriff 
in  a  complete  and  proper  form — to  furnish 
any  person  who  applied  with  a  copy,  of 
course  within  a  reasonable  time.  These 
copies  might  be  either  printed  or  written, 
the  object  of  that  regulation  being,  pro- 
bably, that  where  there  was  not  an  exten- 
sive demand  for  copies,  they  might  be 
made  at  less  expense  by  being  written. 
Now,  the  individual  who  had  appeared  at 
the  Bar,  must  have  known,  as  an  old 
practitioner,  that  it  was  his  duty  to  be  in 
a  situation  to  furnish  copies  to  any  person 
who  wag  willing  to  pay  for  them.  He  said, 
that  he  could  only  furnish  the  House  with 
a  copy  of  a  copy,  and  yet  he  kept  that 
very  paper  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing 
copies  Kom  it«  From  the  28th  of  March 
to  the  8th  of  June,  that  House  had  been 
struggling  to  get  a  copy,  which  ought  to 
have  been  ready  at  the  first  demand.  Un. 
less  they  manifested  a  strong  impression 
on  the  subject,  it  was  not  likely,  that  they 
would  be  able  to  get  a  copy  until  the  elec- 
tion takes  place.  For  all  the  duties  per- 
formed by  the  clerk  of  the  peace  in  car- 
rying into  effect  the  Reform  Act,  he  was 
to  be  paid  by  the  treasurer  of  the  county, 
and  any  sums  he  might  receive  for  co- 
pies of  the  register,  he  was  to  account  for 
to  the  county ;  he  had,  therefore,  no  in- 
terest in  the  question,  except  as  regarded 
the  due  discharge  of  his  duties.  The  pre- 
sent case  appeared  to  him  (the  Solicitor- 
general)  to  be  clearly  an  evasion  of  the 
Reform  Act.  The  House  would  observe, 
that  a  fund  is  created  to  meet  the  charges 
which  attend  the  register  and  the  matters 
connected  with  it,  and  every  county  elector 
is,  for  that  purpose  required  to  pay  a  shil- 
ling at  the  time  he  claims  to  he  regis- 
tered ;  and  in  this  case  he  thought  the 
Dumber  of  electors  amounted  to  several 
Ihousandiy  and,  thereforoi  the  aggregate 


of  these  shillings  formed  a  coniideimUe 
sum,  but  it  was  a  little  extraordinary,  that 
the  fund  created  by  the  payment  of  this 
shilling  was  not  made  applicable  to  the 
purpose,  and  that  it  was  paid  to  the  over* 
seers  of  parishes,  and  formed  part  of  the 
poor-rate  fund.  As  far  as  the  electors 
were  concerned,  they  paid  their  contribu- 
tions towards  the  expense  of  famishing 
the  register  by  this  payment  of  one  shiU 
ling ;  and,  inasmuch,  as  the  representatimi 
concerned  the  interest  of  the  country,  the 
expense  of  preparing  the  register  con* 
nected  with  counties  was  thrown  upon  the 
country.  Now,  the  party  who  was  lately 
at  the  Bar  of  this  House  had  no  excose 
whatever  for  not  supplying  a  copy,  in  re- 
spect to  payment.  It  was  his  daty  to 
make  the  copies,  and  though  it  was  also 
his  duty  to  receive  payment  from  the 
electors  for  them,  that  payment  was  not 
on  his  own  account  or  applicable  to  his 
own  purposes,  but  was  to  be  accounted 
for  to  the  treasurer.  And  what  excuse  had 
he  for  not  now  being  in  possession,  if  he 
were  not  in  possession,  of  the  means  of 
furnishing  a  copy  ?  How  could  this  Hoese 
— the  representative  of  the  people— receive 
an  answer  from  a  public  officer,  charged 
with  a  matter  so  important  to  the  repre-. 
sentation  of  this  House  as  the  furnishing 
a  copy  of  the  register  of  electors— m 
statutable  duty,  imposed  without  condition 
— how  could  this  House,  when  it  called 
for  a  copy  many  months  after  the  period 
when  a  copy  ought  to  be  ready,  receive 
any  excuse  for  that  copy  not  being  fur- 
nished. He  thought  the  clerk  of  the 
peace  must  have  been  acting  under  a 
great  delusion,  when,  having  provided 
himself  with  a  copy  of  the  register,  the 
House  of  Commons  required  a  copy,  he 
sent  word,  **  I  have  it  not,  it  is  m  the 
sheriff's  keeping;"  and  then,  when  an 
order  was  served  on  the  sheriff,  the  under- 
sheriff  wrote  an  answer,  not  disrespecifil 
in  its  terms  it  was  true,  "  I  want  to  know 
who  is  to  pay  me  for  it.**  [Aear.]  A  Gen- 
tleman saia  "  hear,**  he  meant  to  say  it 
was  not  a  fit  principle  to  lay  down,  that 
if  this  House  declared  it  to  he  necessary 
for  public  purposes  to  call  for  a  copy 
of  a  document,  it  should  receive  as  an  an- 
swer, **  who  is  to  pay  for  it  f  "  He  hoped 
the  House  had  too  high  a  sense  of  justice, 
when  it  required  a  document  which  pot  e 
party  to  expense  in  furnishing,  to  allow 
that  partv  to  soflbr  anv  pecuniarj  Ices  Id 
doir  IS  the  duty  of  the  Boose 
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to  procore  these  documents  which  the 
public  ioterest  required,  aod  he  should 
hope  that  any  public  officer  who  was  cal- 
led on  to  render  a  copy  of  a  document 
would  see  that  the  proper  course  was  to 
obey  the  call,  and  to  state  to  the  House 
that,  obedient  to  its  order,  the  act  was 
done,  but  that  the  party  had  incurred  cer- 
tain expenses  for  which  he  had  had  no  re- 
muneration.   The  sheriff  of  a  county  was 
to  be  paid  for  the  performance  of  certain 
duties  under  the  Reform  Bill  as  well  as  the 
clerk  of  the  peace,  but  he  did  not  conceive 
that  his  furnishing  a  copy  of  the  register 
would  be  working  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Reform  Act,  or  that  he  would  have 
any  claim  upon  the  county  treasurer  for 
remuneration*    It  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  ought  to  have  fur- 
nished the  copy,  that  his  omission  to  do  so 
was  at  the  peril  of  the  displeasure  of  this 
House,  and  that,  having  had  abundant 
time  for  the  purpose,  he  should  now  be  re- 
quired to  deliver  a  copy  forthwith.     With 
regard  to  the  expense  of  supplying  copies 
to  the  electors,  did  the  House  think  it  was 
ever  intended  that  30/.  or  40/.  should  be 
asked  for  a  copy  of  a  register  ?     But  it 
was  said  the  magistrates  of  the  county  of 
Hertford  had  directed  it  not  to  be  printed. 
Why,  they  had  no  discretion  whatever  on 
the  subject.    The  act  of  Parliament  did 
not  put  it  in  the  discretion  of  magistrates  : 
the  act  selected  the  clerk  of  the  peace  as 
a  public  officer!  to  furnish  written  or  prin- 
ted copies.     It  was  true  that  the  printing 
might  occasion  an  expense  that  would  not' 
be  returned  by  the  number  of  copies  that 
would  be  sold.    But  whether  that  were  so 
or  not,  he  trusted  the  House  would  take 
care  to  enable  the  electors  of  the  county 
of  Hertford  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  regis- 
ter, at  a  reasonable  charge.     He  begged 
to  move  as  an  amendment,  that  Mr.  Storey 
be  directed  to  furnish  this  House  with  a 
copy  of  the  register  of  electors  for  the 
county  of  Hertford,  on  Thursday  next. 
•    Mr.  WUliams  Wj^nn  said  he  was  quite 
disposed  to  concur  in  the  opinion  of  the 
learned  Solicitor-general.       He  did  not 
think  that  the  laying  a  copy  of  the  regis- 
ter on  the  table  of  this  House  would  of 
itself  be  of  much  consequence,   but  he 
thought  it  might  hold  out  an  inducement 
to  other  counties  not  to  comply  with  the 
directions  of  the  Reform  Act,  but  to  look 
to  the  order  of  the  House  for  supplying  a 
printed  copy.     With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion that  the  number  of  copies  to  be  sold 


was  not  likely  to  defray  the  expense  of 
printing,  there  was  scarcely  a  county  in 
England,  with  the  exception  of  York,  in 
which  the  copies  sold  met  the  expense  of 
preparing  them,  and  in  every  county  with 
which  he  was  acquainted  there  was  always 
a  charge  for  printing  the  register,  and 
which  was  regularly  allowed  by  the  magis- 
trates in  the  treasurer's  accounts.  After 
the  authority  of  the  House  had  been  so 
far  vindicated  as  to  have  its  order  com- 
plied with,  he  thought  the  most  conve- 
nient course  would  be  to  re-deliver  the 
copy  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  and  that 
he  should  be  admonished  that  it  was 
his  doty  forthwith,  with  all  possible  dis- 
patch, to  provide  himself  with  a  sufficient 
number  of  copies  to  answer  the  demands 
of  the  county. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said, that  he  could  not  con- 
cur in  what  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montgomeryshire, 
because,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
party  at  the  bar,  the  document  was  not 
his,  and,  being  the  document  of  others,  of 
the  magistrates,  it  would  be  clearly  unjust 
to  require  him  to  give  it  up.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  not  exercise  so  arbi- 
trary a  power,  and  particularly  as  the  ob- 
ject intended  might  be  obtained  by  other 
means.  If  the  course  proposed  were  ta- 
ken, the  effect  would  be  to  relieve  the 
counties  of  the  expense  of  printing  those 
registries,  and  throwing  the  burden  on  the 
country  generally.  He,  therefore,  should 
suggest  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
order  a  copy  to  be  delivered  by  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  within  forty-eight  hours. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn^  in  explanation, 
denied  that  the  registry  was  the  property 
of  individuals,  and  said,  on  the  contrary, 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  record,  and  should 
be  accessible  to  those  of  the  public  who 
might  require  copies. 

Mr.  C  Wood  agreed  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  have  the  registry  produced  laid 
upon  the  Table,  and  it  would  be  setting 
aside  the  Reform  Act  if  this  record  were 
not  accessible  to  the  public. 

Sir  E,  Sagden  said  there  could  be  no 
doObt  that  the  clerk  of  the  peace  should 
have  provided  himself  with  written  or 
printed  copies,  to  be  delivered  on  reason- 
able terms  to  the  electors  applying  for 
them  ;  and  sure  he  was,(hat  when  the  Re- 
form Act  was  before  the  House  it  was  never 
contemplated  that  such  an  amount  of 
charge  as  was  now  required  should  be 
made  for  the  copy  of  the  registry.     He 
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jfied  in  directing  this  prosecution*  He  did 
not  like  to  throw  a  damper  on  prosecutions 
of  this  nature,  but  be  thought,  if  they  were 
to  prosecute  for  bribery,  they  ought  also 
to  do  something  against  treating,  which 
was  the  same  as  bribery  in  act,  in  ammu$ 
in  criminality — in  short,  in  everything  ex- 
cept the  penalties  attached  to  it.  He 
begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
offered  an  opinion  on  a  question  of  this 
nature,  and  would  again  call  on  them  to 
consider,  if  Dr.  Webster  should  be  ac- 
quitted, what  would  be  its  moral  effect  on 
the  character  of  their  proceedings. 

Mr.  Blackstone  had  two  objects  in  view 
when  he  moved  for  the  printing  of  the 
evidence  taken  before  this  committee  ; 
Que  was,  that  the  country  might  see 
it,  and  the  public  be  satisfied  with 
the  decision  of  that  committee ;  and 
the  other  was,  to  test  whether  the^House 
would  permit  such  scenes,  carried  on  in 
open  day,  to  be  left  uninvestigated.  He 
avowed,  that  his  wish  would  have  been  to 
have  had  a  committee  appointed  to  inves- 
tigate the  whole  case ;  but  when  he  saw 
the  state  of  the  public  business,  and  the 
difficulty  there  was  of  obtaining  the  at- 
tendance of  Members  on  the  committee, 
he  had  given  up  the  idea  of  moving  fur- 
ther in  the  matter.  Yet,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  the  present  motion, 
he  would  lend  it  his  support,  and  he  would 
remind  the  House,  that  in  the  Ipswich 
case,  on  which  he  had  sat,  there  was  but 
one  case  of  bribery  distinctly  proved,  and 
for  that  six  men,  including  the  most  re- 
spectable town-clerk,  Mr.  Sparrow,  were 
sent  to  Newgate,  compared  with  which  a 
prosecution  by  the  Attorney-general  was 
very  slight.  He  had  always  deprecated  any 
vindictive  course  towards  any  individual, 
but  the  present  appeared  a  case  that  re- 
quired  notice. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  would  shortly  state 
why  he,  on  very  general  grounds, objected 
to  the  present  motion.  He  would  not 
willingly  set  up  precedents  to  stop  the 
great  ends  of  justice,  and  he  was  so  anxi- 
ous to  stop  bribery,  that  he  would  be  wil- 
ling to  hold  up  individuals,  in  terrorem, 
but  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  succeeded 
in  his  present  motion,  be  would  establish 
a  large  precedent  for  the  prosecution  of 
bribery,  contrary  to  all  the  principles  of 
justice.  He  considered,  that  if  the  House 
of  Commons  ordered  a  prosecution,  it  was 
a  very  strong  measure,  ~  "*  ''^  -as  the 
strongest  stigma,   that  cast 


on  an  individual.  The  House  of  Cobh* 
mons  should  only  do  so  on  good  grouoda, 
it  was  dangerous  for  an  individual  to  foroa 
an  opinion  upon  what  were  good  grounda. 
He  bad  asked  the  right  hon.  Geollematt 
before  he  came  into  the  House  whetlier 
there  were  any  precedents  in  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  ordered  the  pio<» 
secution  of  any  individual  except  oo  tbe 
report  of  a  committee.  In  those  cases  io 
which  there  had  been  a  report  of  a  oooft- 
mittee,  the  House  had  ordered  the  prose* 
cution  of  certain  parties  ;  but  it  waa 
rather  dangerous  to  trust  to  indtvidaal 
opinions  as  to  whether  the  gronnds  were 
good.  The  frimd  facie  case  might  ap- 
pear to  the  right  hon.  Gentlettao  to  be 
strong  against  Dr.  Webster,  but  that  was 
the  mere  individual  opinion  of  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  it  was  against  the 
opinion  of  the  cofpmittee.  They  who  had 
heard  the  evidence,  and  who  had  seen  the 
manner  of  the  witnesses,  were  of  opioioo, 
that  there  was  not  a  good  ground  for  pio- 
secution,  and  if  any  proceedings  weie  to 
be  instituted,  the  cutting  short  of  the  pco* 
ceedings  of  the  St.  Alban's  Coiiiiniltee» 
was  an  act  of  monstrous  injustice  towaida 
Dr.  Webster.  He  was  no  party  to  that 
step.  On  cross-examination,  too,  it  was 
proved,  that  one  witness  was  rather  out  of 
his  mind,  and  that  the  other  went  by  the 
rather  unpleasant  name  of  Lying  Adans.'^ 
The  counsel  for  the  sitting  Member  had 
other  direct  evidence  to  produce  to  shake 
the  testimony  of  these  witnesses,  and 
without  giving  these  persons  any  opportun- 
ity of  of^riog  any  explanation,  the  Hooae 
was  called  upon,  on  an  ex  parte  case  to 
order  a  prosecution  against  the  opiaioa  of 
the  committee.  If  they  were  to  go  by  the 
report  of  a  committee,  at  least  let  tbeia 
not  go  upon  the  report  of  a  committas» 
that  had  only  heard  one  side.  The  otiier 
reasons  which  the  right  hon.  OeotiemaQ 
had  assigned  for  his  motion,  the  failure  of 
private  remedies  for  bribery,  only  led  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  general  law  of 
bribery  ought  to  be  made  more  effeeteal* 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  not  do  an  act  of  injustice  to  Dr* 
Webster,  and  establish  a  duigeroua  pro* 
cedent. 

Mr.  Machenxie  said,  that  ha  was  at  the 
Verulam  Arms  during  the  election,  aed 

ar '  '^1  House,  that  Adams  gave  the 

sc  -ly  there,  when  he  brnght  the 

-  i\d  aOterwarda  r*      *       ^ 
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too,  went  to  Dr.  Webster's  house,  got 
the  rooney,  and  then  called  at  the 
Verolam  Arms,  telling  the  same  story. 
He  did  not  think,  that  the  cross-ex- 
amination showed  any  great  discrepancy 
in  their  evidence ;  but,  at  any  rate,  there 
had  been  no  contradiction  of  the  clergy- 
man, who  heard  Dr.  Webster  on  the  hust- 
ings make  what  he  conceived  to  be  a  dis- 
tinct admission  of  the  fact.  Either  Dr. 
Webster  had  a  justification  or  he  had  not. 
If  he  had  a  justification,  he  would  only 
suffer  inconvenience  for  a  short  time,  and 
if  he  had  no  justification,  he  had  been 
guilty  of  gross  bribery,  and  ought  to  be 
punished. 

Mr.  Mildmay^  as  a  member  of  the 
committee,  must  say,  that  not  only  the 
manner  of  the  witnesses,  but  the  actual 
evidence  of  Stebbing,  was  against  him ; 
there  was  a  contradiction  to  other  wit- 
nesses. And  with  respect  to  the  other 
witness,  making  every  allowance  for  him, 
and  admitting  that  there  was  nothing  in 
Adams's  evidence  to  shake  his  testimony, 
he  appeared  to  be  a  loose  kind  of  man. 
There  was  another  circumstance,  too,  that 
weighed  with  him ;  it  was  the  statement 
of  the  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  Mr. 
Hiklyard,  in  his  opening,  that  this  was  an 
election  trick,  and  that  the  money  was 
given  by  one  party  to  catch  the  other. 
[Mr.  Wynn:  The  speeches  of  counsel 
were  not  printed.]]  That  was  an  advan- 
tage be  had  over  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  he  bad  heard  the  speeches  and  the 
evidence,  and  he  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  blue  book  would  not 
afibrd  him  half  the  information  that  the 
blue  countenance  of  the  man  would  have 
given  him.  Again,  he  did  not  think  that 
he  would  have  been  perfectly  justified  in 
marking  anv  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
evidence,  when  the  person  accused  had 
had  no  opportunity  of  making  a  reply ; 
the  other  party  had  stopped  the  proceed- 
ings just  at  the  very  moment  when  Dr. 
Webster  could  have  begun  his  defence. 
.When,  therefore,  it  became  a  question  as 
to  the  propriety  of  presenting  the  evidence 
to  the  House,  he  nad  thought  what  had 
Dr.  Webster  been  accused  ofdoing  ?  He 
was  said  to  be  guilty  of  bribery.  Had  it 
been  proved?  Two  witnesses  had  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  and  had 
given  evidence.  Had  Dr.  Webster  had 
an  opportunity  of  vmdicating  himself? 
HadbeAoneso?  No^  And  why?  Be- 
came at  the  nry  point  wbeo  the  <}Ounsel 


for  the  petitioners  had  raised  the  evidence 
to  the  point  he  wanted,  without  giving 
Dr.  Webster  any  opportunity  of  defend- 
ing himself,  the  counsel  withdrew  the  case* 
Dr.  Webster  could  not,  therefore,  take 
any  steps  to  vindicate  himself;  though,  if 
he  had  had  an  opportunity,  and  had  not 
done  so,  he  would  have  been  willing  to 
join  the  committee.  When,  therefore, 
there  was  a  question  whether  the  com- 
mittee should  report  the  evidence  to  the 
House,  he  had  asked  himself  these  ques- 
tions, and  he  had  also  inquired  whether 
the  House  had  usually  prosecuted  in  these 
cases?  He  had  investigated  the  journals, 
and  he  did  not  find  a  single  one.  There 
had  been  cases  brought  before  them  in 
which  there  had  been  distinct  reports  of 
bribery,  in  Ludlow  and  Cambridge.  Did 
the  House  punish  the  parties  ?  They  had 
had  the  whole  case  before  them,  and 
they  had  not  prosecuted ;  and  here  they 
sought  to  punish  when  they  had  only  half 
a  case.  These  were  the  reasons  which 
induced  him  not  to  wish  for  the  success  of 
the  present  motion.  It  might  be  the  last 
act  of  his  political  life,  and  he  would  not 
so  condemn  himself  in  the  eyes  of  the 
country  as  to  allow  men  to  escape  punish- 
ment who  were  convicted  before  commit- 
tees, and  to  prosecute  one  who  was  only 
accused  upon  half  a  case.  He  would 
walk  out  of  the  House  and  would  not  give 
a  vote  upon  the  present  motion,  because 
he  had  been  a  member  of  the  committee ; 
but  he  left  the  case  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  in  the  perfect  conviction,  that  if 
the  House  did  prosecute  upon  half  a  case, 
they  would  go  before  the  country  as  one 
of  the  most  unjust  assemblies  that  had 
ever  sat. 

Colonel  CoHolly  said,  that  if  this  were 
the  last  act  of  his  political  life,  he  would 
vote  in  favour  of  the  present  motion ;  for 
he  defied  the  annals  of  Parliament  to  find 
such  a  case  of  corruption  as  the  present ; 
and  he  waaglad  that  the  motion  had  been 
taken  up  by  a  person  of  such  experience 
as  the  right  boo.  Gentleman*  He  thought, 
Uiat  the  character  of  that  House  with  the 
country,  greatly  depended  in  its  punishing 
guilt  in  every  quarter.  The  frightful  dex- 
terity with  which  bribery  was  now  carried 
on,  the  parties  keeping  clear  of  punish- 
ment, was  a  consideration  which  ought  to 
weigh  with  the  House  to  induce  them  la 
follow  with  punishment  delinquency  that 
was  so  palpable.  The  very  dexterity  ought 
to  be  ma  additional  reason  for  the  prose* 
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ouUoD.  He  sftid  in  the  face  of  an  expiring 
Parltemenl,  that  bribery  had  become  a 
perfect  trade*  Persons  learnt  how  to  bribe 
withoat  being  discoYered»  and  bow  to  de- 
stroy the  links  of  evidence  between  the 
briber  and  the  candidate ;  thas  defeating 
Parliament^  frustrating  justice,  and  lea?* 
ine  the  delinquency  unpunished.  He 
cslled  upon  the  House  then,  in  the  face 
of  a  staring  dissolution,  to  let  the  country 
see  who  would  record  his  vote  in  favour 
of  not  prosecuting  in  such  a  case  as  this^ 
merely  because  the  whole  case  had  not 
been  proved  in  all  its  parts  before  the 
committee.  The  country  would  look  upon 
every  one  who  voted  against  the  present 
motion  as  an  abettor  of  corruption, 

Mr.  MUdmay  etplained,  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  have  moved,  by  way  of 
amendment,  that  the  Attornsy-general  be 
instructed  to  prosecute  the  agents  of  the 
hon*  Manners  Sutton,  who  had  been 
**  proved  before  a  committee  of  that 
House  to  have  been  guilty''  of  bribery, 
and  that  he  be  further  instructed  to  pro- 
aaoute  Dr.  Webster,  who  had  been  **  ao« 
eused  "  of  bribers ;  but  he  had  thought  it 
better  as  a  Member  of  the  committee,  not 
to  vote* 

Mr.  Worhuricn  thought^  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Winchester,  Mr.  Miklmay, 
bad  auflBcientW  proved,  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  guilty  of  the  inconsistency  of 
proaeottting  in  a  case  in  which  there  was 
no  special  report,  when  in  the  caaes  of 
Ludlow  and  Cambridge,  in  which  there 
had  been  a  speeial  report,  they  had  omit« 
ted  to  prosecute*  He  recollected,  that 
when  the  bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  was  before  the  House,  he 
had  pointed  out  the  omission  in  not  giT- 
log  the  committees  power  to  proceed  and 
sift  every  case  to  the  bottom,  notwith* 
standing  compromises  of  the  parties  in 
order  to  stop  evidence*  He  (Mr*  War- 
burton)  would  not  be  afraid  of  voting 
against  the  present  motion,  notwith- 
standing the  threat  of  the  vengeance  of 
bis  constituents  held  out  by  the  gallant 
colonel*  For  what  was  the  ooject  of  pun- 
ishment? To  prevent  the  commission  of 
crime*  Now  the  present  law  had  existed 
during  the  whole  of  this  Pariiament,  and 
for  a  long  timo  previously,  and  yet  the 
gallant  colonel  admitted,  that  the  practice 
of  bribery  was  so  oommon,  that  it  had 
been  rsduced  to  a  complete  system  of 
trade;  and  that  the  partiea  principally 
ooocenwdi  had  oontrived  to  escape  un* 


scathed,  whilst  the  whole  of  the  punish- 
ment had  fallen  on  the  less  culpable 
agent.  Would  that  prevent  crime  ?  Was 
not  the  only  object  of  punishnient  to  pre- 
vent crime  f  Yet,  with  all  the  meane  of 
punishment  in  their  hands,  did  any  one 
believe,  that  if  they  were  to  proseoaie  Dr. 
Webster,  they  would  diminish  bribery  at 
any  one  election  that  was  to  take  piaee  ? 
It  was  folly  to  conduct  a  proseeutioQ 
without  the  legitimate  aim  and  end  being 
answered*  If  they  believed,  that  bribery 
would  be  prevented  by  such  proaecutioBa, 
let  them  be  instituted.  But  they  wowM 
not  have  the  measure  of  the  ballot,  tlio 
only  effectual  means  of  preventing  bribefy, 
nor  any  other  measorethat  would  really  tend 
to  carry  out  that  object*  £'*  Laingkitr.*^ 
Hon  Members  might  laugh,  but  they 
would  preserve  smsll  oonstituenciea  uftd 
open  voting,  the  most  certain  meaoa  of 
encouraging  bribery  t  while  by  way  of 
making  a  parade  of  purity  of  electaow, 
they  vrould  order  a  few  casual  proaeeo* 
tioos,  knowing  they  would  not  have  the 
smallest  effect  in  praventing  the  pnwlion 
of  bribery.  He  (Mr*  Warirartoa),  o^oeCod 
on  principle  to  any  prosecotioBs  of  the 
kind,  knowing  they  would  not  anawer  tho 
purpose  that  was  sought  to  be  eSectad. 

pluDnffdalewu  bound  to  say,  that  wbas 
he  found  a  witness  had  sworn  he  had  as* 
ceived  a  sum  of  money  from  Dr.  Webelar, 
and  when  he  found  that  Dr*  Webeter  had 
opeuly  said,  **  Never  mind,  they  have 
done  just  as  bad  on  the  other  aide/*  Im 
could  come  to  no  other  condoeion  than 
that  Dr*  Webster  bad  been  guilty  of 
bribery*  It  appeared  by  the  evidenoa  be- 
fore the  committee,  that  Dr.  Webeter,  in 
his  speech  introducing  the  noUe  candi- 
date, had  said  ha  had  brought  in  ten  or 
eleven  candidates  for  the  borough,  and 
had  carried  all  with  the  eitoeption  of 
He  thought  it  deeirable,  that  special 
tiee  should  be  taken  of  the  pnnent  cnsa, 
particularly  before  the  general  election, 
in  order  that  the  borough  of  St*  Albui's 
might  have  the  opportunity  of  wiping  out 
the  stain  that  rested  upon  it,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  vote  for  the  asotion. 

Mr*  H^ord  saki,  if  this  pmetioe  bad 
prevailed  in  the  borough  of  St.  Alban'e 
for  so  long  a  time  aa  the  Iwnt  Membet 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  stated,  the  nd« 
vantage  had  not  been  confined  to  one 

Srty  only,  for  he  believed  that  ha  (Mr. 
ard)  was  the  first  liberal  Member  who 
had  fopiaseiitnd  8t«  Albaa'a  of  latft 
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It  was  true  that  he  had  been  introduced 
to  the  electors  of  that  boroogfa  by  Dr. 
Webster.  Aceordfing  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  (ftfr.  Dugdale)  bribery 
was  a  f  ery  ancient  praotice  in  the  borough. 
With  respect  to  the  motion  he  would  say, 
that  if  a  clear  case  was  made  out,  he  would 
be  the  last  person  to  vote  against  it.  He 
knew,  that  the  plague  spot  of  bribery  was 
creeping  through  the  small  boroughs,  and 
it  was  gross  hypocrisy  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  pretend  to  condemn  it,  when  at 
the  same  time  they  refused  on  taking  their 
seats  to  make  a  declaration,  that  they  had 
not  by  themselves  or  their  agents  been 
guilty  of  bribery.  In  all  the  arrangements 
for  the  coming  elections,  notwithstanding 
all  their  condemnation  of  bribery,  hon. 
Members  would  not  scruple  to  do  the 
same  thing.  It  was  well  known,  that  there 
was  scarcely  an  election  at  which,  in  some 
shape  or  other,  bribery  did  not  take  place. 
Why,  then,  should  they  select  this  par* 
Ucular  place  for  punishment  ?  They  were 
now  making  preparations  for  the  coming 
election,  and  were  they  not  making  pre* 
paretions  to  bribe  the  electors?  Why, 
was  it  not  well  known,  that  money  was  the 
thing  which  they  all  sought  for?  But  he 
did  not  rest  his  oppositbn  to  the  motion 
on  this  ground,  but  on  the  incompleteness 
of  the  evidence  adduced  before  the  oom- 
mittee,  and  upon  the  fact  that  the  inquiry 
had  been  interrupted  and  cut  short,  with* 
out  any  opportunity  having  been  given  to 
the  accused  party  to  defeiMl  himself.  He 
aho  opposed  the  motion  upon  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Win- 
Chester,  that  in  two  previous  cases  where 
bribery  had  been  proved,  and  brought 
home  to  certain  parties,  the  constitutional 
leal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
mouth had  not  burned  so  brightly  as  in 
the  present  case,  and  the  guilty  parties 
had  been  allowed  to  escape  without  prose- 
eutk>n«  But  in  this  case,  where  the  ac-» 
cased  party  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  his  defence,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
called  npon  the  House  to  assume  a  prima 
fade  case  of  guilt,  and  to  direct  the  Attor- 
ney-general to  prosecute.  They  might  as 
well  prosecute  a  man  on  a  newspaper  re« 
port ;  and  he  believed  it  had  bMn  stated 
by  an  hon.  Member  who  represented  Ips- 
wich, and  the  statement  had  been  pub- 
lished in  a  newspaper,  that  he  declined 
to  stand  again  for  that  borough  on  ac* 
oount  of  the  exorbitant  demands  that 
were  made  upon  him  by  his  constituents 


afler  all  legitimate  claims  had  been  paid 
Here,  then,  was  a  man  confirming  bis  own 
guilt,  and  would  they,  in  that  ease,  pro- 
pose to  institute  a  prosecution  f  There 
were  better  modes  of  protecting  the  clia« 
racter  of  the  House  than  by  instituting 
these  prosecutions,;  they  must  begin 
amongst  themselves. 

Sir  R.  Inglii  said,  they  were  not  going 
to  punish  Dr.  Webster,  to  fine,  or  impri- 
son him ;  they  were  going  to  send  htm  to 
trial ;  and  he  asked  the  hon.  Member,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Judge,  whether  they 
had  ever  met  a  grand  jury,  and  heard 
them  charged  from  the  bench.  They  were 
told  that  the  question  was  not  whether 
the  parties  accused  were  guilty,  but  whe- 
ther there  was  prima  facie  evidence  of 
their  guilt.  The  question  for  the  House 
was  whether  or  not  a  prima  facie  case 
had  been  made  out--*whetber  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  of  guilt  to  justify  them 
in  sending  the  accused  party  to  trial.  The 
resolution  before  the  House  did  not  con-* 
demn  Dr.  Webster— -there  was  no  ques- 
tion of  his  guilt  or  innocence  before  them. 
The  only  question  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  determine  was  this— did  the  blue 
book  then  before  them  afford  sufficient 
evidence  to  warrant  their  sending  Dr. 
Webster  before  the  tribunals  of  the  coun« 
try ;  Now,  he  was  one  of  those  who  en^ 
tertained  the  opinion  that  a  prima  facie 
case  had  been  made  out.  The  House 
would  recollect  that  the  cross-examination 
before  the  committee  had  proceeded  in 
that  case  to  an  extent  rarely  exceeded, 
and  that  a  very  large  body  of  evidence  had 
been  obtained ;  nevertheless  Dr.  Webster 
had  not  iMcn  placed  upon  his  trial-~he 
was  not  on  trial  before  the  committeci 
neither  was  he  on  trial  before  the  House ; 
but  the  proceedings  would  still  be  watched 
with  much  anxiety,  and,  whatever  might 
be  the  decision  of  the  House,  he  did  not  hc^ 
sitate  to  say,  that  he  believed,  the  decisioa 
of  the  country  would  not  be  favourable  to 
the  purity  of  Dr.  Webster;  and  he  further 
contended  that  the  power  of  the  Attorney- 
general  couM  alone  impart  the  proper  ai* 
rection  to  that  opinion.  Nothing  but  an 
authoritative  proseention  by  the  Altornef- 
general  could  insure  the  attaining  the  jus- 
,  tice  of  the  case.  In  his  opinmn  no  rea- 
son against  proceeding  in  the  present  case 
could  be  derived  from  the  circumstance 
that  in  other  cases,  alleged  to  be  similar, 
no  prosecutions  had  been  instituted.  There 
was  nothing  to  prevent  these  cases  beUif 
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brought  forward  wheDerer  aoy  hon.  Mem- 
ber tbooght  proper.  Let  Ludlow,  Cam- 
bridge,  or  Walsall  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  he  took 
upon  himself  to  say,  that  the  matter 
would  be  immediately  taken  up.  Because 
other  Members  had  neglected  their  duty, 
that  circumstance  formed  no  reason  why 
the  mover  of  the  present  resolution  should 
neglect  bis,  now  that  a  specific  instance  of 
bribery  had  been  brought  forward;  The 
House  would  not  allow  such  an  instance 
to  pass  unnoticed,  if  they  wished  to  main- 
tain their  character  with  the  people  of 
England.  It  appeared  to  him .  that  they 
had  the  duties  of  grand  jurors  to  discharge, 
and  that  on  the  present  occasion  especially 
they  ought  not  to  shrink  from  an  effectual 
fulfilment  of  it. 

Sir  C.  Orey  said,  that  everybody  was 
agreed  upon  the  necessity  of  havmg  a 
fixed  rule  on  these  occasions.  Bribery 
was  a  crime  that  might  be  prosecuted  by 
private  individuals.  If  a  prosecution  was 
so  brought  forward  without  sufiBcient 
grounds,  the  accused  party  would  have  his 
remedy  for  a  malicious  prosecution.  But 
would  that  be  the  case  when  a  prosecution 
was  ordered  by  a  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature? In  the  first  place,  the  House 
acted  without  responsibility  at  law  to 
the  party.  He  could  not  indict  or 
bring  his  action  against  the  House  for  a 
inalicious  prosecution;  he  was  without  a 
remedy.  In  the  mean  time,  the  intelli« 
gence  would  go  forth  to  the  public,  that 
the  Attorney-general  had  been  ordered  to 
prosecute  him  for  bribery,  accompanied  by 
all  the  severe  remarks  that  were  made  by 
Members  in  debate.  If  the  person  were 
a  professional  man,  he  might  be  ruined. 
He  (Sir  C.  Orey)  contended  no  precedent 
had  been  laid  before  the  House  for  the 
course  proposed  to  be  pursued,  and  if 
there  were  no  precedent,  it  would  be 
nnjust  to  depart  from  the  usual  rule  for 
the  first  time,  in  a  case  where  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  made  a  report  against  the 
individual  against  whom  they  were  now 
called  upon  to  direct  a  prosecution.  It 
was  a  principle  of  English  law,  with  respect 
to  evidence,  that  much  was  to  be  Judged 
from  the  demeanour  of  the  witness  when 
giving  his  testimony,  and  his  conduct 
under  cross-examination.  How  many  of 
those  who  would  vote  upon  the  present 
occasion  had  seen  the  witneu  when  ques- 
tioned ?  With  regard  to  the  comparison 
that  bad  been  made  relatiro  to  a  grand 


jury,  there  waa  this  difference — that  here 
there  was  no  finding  at  all.  The  evktence 
was  printed  and  laid  before  the  Hooae^ 
without  having  been  heard  by  all  the  hoe* 
Members,  and  perhaps  many  of  then  had 
not  ever  read  the  whole  of  it*  But  bad 
there  ever  been  a  case  sent  down  to  a  petty 
jury  in  which  the  grand  jury  had  not  fooiid 
a  true  bill?  Now  some  of  those  who 
might  perhaps  in  this  case  be  considered 
in  the  light  of  a  grand  jury  were  now 
present,  and  two  of  them  at  least  had  said 
there  was  no  case  for  a  proaecution.  He 
would  put  it  to  all  who  bad  heard  the 
evidence,  whether,  upon  the  testimony  of 
one  witness,  and  that  a  aospicioiis  wit- 
ness, it  would  be  fair,  at  the  cloae  of  a 
Session,  to  order  this  prosecution.  If  it 
should  end  in  an  acquittal,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  House  had  not  proceeded 
upon  sufficient  grounds. 

Sir  R*  IngUs  exydained,  that  he  had 
not  compared  the  Committee,  but  the 
House,  to  a  grand  jury. 

Mr.  Prhgle  said,  that»  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  he  abonld  have  tbooght 
that  Committee  would  have  overstepped 
the  bounds  of  its  duty  if  it  had  ouide  a 
special  report  with  respect  to  the  coodad 
of  Dr.  Webster.  Still,  as  a  Member  of  the 
committee,  he  did  not  consideff  himself 
precluded  from  expressing  his  opinioB  of 
the  conduct  of  that  individnaL  Tbey  wete* 
in  his  opinion,  in  the  situatmn  of  a  grand 
jury.  Strong  evidence  had  been  lam  be* 
fore  them,  which  had  not  been  rabatted.  In 
regard  to  the  witness  Adams,  be  meat  aay 
that  he  had  never  beard  a  witness  give  him 
evidence  in  a  more  fair  and  straightforward 
manner,  than  that  person  had  done,  and 
the  impression  on  his  mind  was,  that  the 
witness  stated  the  truth.  He  seemed  to 
believe  what  he  said,  and  had  the  appear*- 
ance  of  a  man  who  would  not  be  swerved 
from  the  truth  by  any  interraptmn.  Aa 
the  evidence  of  the  witness  went  to  show 
that  Dr.  Webster  was  acting  as  agent  in 
the  election,  he  must  confess  that  he  did 
not  see  how  bribery  could  be  put  down, 
unless  they  prosecuted  the  persons  guilty 
of  the  practice.  He  was  not  aware  of  any 
evidence  establishing  cases  of  bribery,  in 
either  Ludlow  or  Walsall,  but  if  there  was, 
all  he  would  say  was,  that  if  as  strong  a 
case  as  the  present  were  made  ont  against 
either  of  those  places,  he  would  vote  for  a 
motion  for  the  prosecution  of  the  partiea. 
Every  case  most  stand  on  its  own  roeritsi 
and  aa  the  bribery  in  the  preient  caae  waa 
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notorious,  he  would  vote  for  the  mo- 
tion. It  might  be  very  well  for  the  hou. 
Member  for  Sheffield  to  say,  that  the  Mem* 
beis  of  the  House  knew  how  general  the 
practice  of  bribery  was — it  might  be  very 
well  for  him  to  state  that  he  himself  had 
been  first  introduced  to  St.  Alban's  by  this 
Dr.  Webster,  but  the  hon.  Member  was 
much  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  the 
experience  of  the  House  coincided  with 
his  own.  He  would  be  sorry  if  such  was 
the  case;  and  as  an  opportunity  now 
offered  itself  to  him  of  expressing  his 
detestation  of  bribery,  he  should  vote  for 
a  motion  for  the  prosecution  of  those  who 
bad  been  guilty  of  it. 

Mr.  Huti  felt  rather  surprised  at  the  ob- 
servations which  had  &Uen  from  the  hon. 
Member,  because  he  could  not  but  recollect 
that,  on  the  part  of  the  committee  there 
had  been  no  expression  of  opinion,  nor  had 
they  ever  recommended  the  prosecution  of 
Dr.  Webster.  What  the  committee  would 
not  have  recommended,  this  House  was 
now  called  on  to  recommend,  with  far  less 
evidence  before  them  than  what  bad  been 
brought  before  the  committee ;  and,  in  fact, 
they  were  not  merely  called  on  to  reeom- 
mend,  but  to  adopt  a  particular  course.  If 
they  did  adopt  sudi  a  course,  it  would  be 
viewed  by  the  country  as  an  act  of  extra- 
oidinaiy  injustice  and  insanity.  He  knew 
that  a  feeluig  esisted  against  that  commit- 
tee—that a  great  deal  of  pains  had  been 
taken  to  throw  odium  on  that  committee 
by  certain  persons  who  seemed  to  be  guided 
mora  by  their  vindictive  pasrions  than  by 
due  regard  to  their  character  and  dicnity. 
He  felt  satisfied  if  the  House  expected  their 
proceedings  to  be  regarded  with  respect  by 
the  country,  they  would  not  lightly  permit 
imputations  to  pass  unnoticed,  which  cast  a 
alight  on  and  tended  to  lower  the  character 
of  election  committees  of  that  House.  He 
would  feel  exceedingly  disappointed  should 
the  House  adopt  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montgomervshire. 
What  was  the  case  before  them  ?  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  there  was  no  bribery. 
He  fully  believed  that  there  was.  He  fully 
believed  that  not  only  at  St.  Alban's^  but 
at  Walsall,  Ludlow,  and  in  all  those  bo- 
roughs where  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
been  so  lately  triumphant,  that  notorious 
bribery  had  been  practised.  What  case  was 
there  against  Dr.  Webster?  What  was 
the  evidence^-what  did  it  amount  to^ 
Tliat  a  parliamentary  agent  had  suborned 
two  persons  to  nuJte  out  a  case  of  bribery 


asainst  him,  one  of  these  persons  so  em* 
pbyed  having  passed  by  the  name  of 
*'Adams  the  liar.*'  The  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last,  said,  that  he  had  never  heard  a 
witness  speak  in  a  more  truthful  or 
straightforward  manner.  Would  the  House 
listen  while  he  read  one  or  two  of  the 
answers  which  this  model  of  candour 
and  propriety  cave  to  the  questions  put  to 
him  t  The  witness  was  asked  if  he  would 
swear,  that  a  fellow*workman  of  his  had 
not  marked  up  the  number  of  lies  which 
he  (the  witness)  told  in  a  day  ?  The  wit- 
ness's answer  was.  No,  I  do  not  believe  he 
did.  Do  you  swear  it?  was  the  second 
question.  Hb  answer  was,  I  do  not  know 
it.  Do  you  swear  it  7  Yes,  I  can  swear 
it.  Do  you  swear  it  ?  I  cannot  remem- 
ber it.  There  were  many  jokes  passed, 
which  I  never  thought  would  be  made 
public.  This,  then,  was  the  evidence  of  a 
person  remarkable  for  the  straightforward 
manner  in  which  he  gave  his  testimony. 
But  who  was  the  second  witness  against 
Dr.  Webster?  A  man  who  was  insane, 
and  who  had  been  confined  as  a  lunatic, 
who  laboured  under  the  delusion  that  Dr. 
Webster,  was  the  cause  of  his  confinement^ 
and  on  whom  he  had  often  said,  that  he 
would  be  revenged.  This  was  all  the  evi- 
dence against  Dr.  Webster  which  had  been 
laid  berore  the  committee  of  the  two  wit« 
nesses  retained  to  make  out  a  case  against 
him,  the  one  being  known  by  the  name  of 
''liar  Adams,^'  and  the  other  being  a  lunatic; 
yet  on  such  testimony  did  the  riffht  hon. 
Member  opposite  propose  to  the  House  a 
prosecution  for  bribery.  His  belief  was, 
if  evidence  of  this  sort  was  admitted,  that 
neither  the  property,  the  character,  nor 
the  life,  of  any  gentleman  in  that  House 
was  safe.  He  would  not  pursue  the  tuhm 
ject  further,  but  he  would  not  conclude 
wiUiout  calling  to  the  recollection  of  hon* 
Gendemen  opposite*  that  there  was  a  time 
when  bribery  was  not  so  much  the  object 
of  their— aye,  even  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montgomeryshire— 4i06tilit^  as  it 
now  was.  He  remembered,  when  in  1833 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  rose  at  two 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  made  a  speech 
of  two  hours'  length,  in  order  to  protect 
thfi  elect04:s  of  Stafford,  who  had  been  con- 
victed befgre  the  committee  of  participat- 
ing in  acts  of  bribery  and  gross  corruption. 
He  had  a  perfect  recollection  of  it,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  referring,  would 
find,  that  what  he  had  stated  was  correct. 
He  believed,  that  the  strong  indignation 
czpresKd  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in 
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ragftrd  to  Ihe  St.  Alh^n's  Committee  ha4 
aipsenj  not  ao  much  frooa  their  detestatioii 
of  bribery*  M  from  the  fact*  that  the  dec- 
tion  had  been  carried  in  opposition  to  their 
political  party.  He  belieyed,  that  hud 
they  sucoeeded  in  bringing  home  acts  of 
bribery  to  Lord  Listowel,  it  would  have 
been  a  triumph  for  their  vindictive  pas- 
sions^-^-a  triumph  which  would  have  been 
very  little  mitigated  by  the  reflection  that 
that  noble  Lo^  was  in  close  connection 
with  the  Courts  and  a  personal  attendant 
on  the  Sovereign* 

Mr.  BramsUm  thought  it  was  very  im- 
portant for  the  House  on  this  occasion  to 
direct  its  attention  to  what  had  been  the 
conduct  of  those  parties  after  the  transac- 
tion.  One  of  the  witnesses  states  that  he 
went  and  received  the  money.  Now  the 
witness  Howey,  is  admitted  to  be  a  respect- 
abb  man  by  all  parties.  He  states^  that, 
having  received  the  money  from  the  person 
stated  to  be  the  party  acting  for  the  success* 
ful  candidate,  he  sealed  it  up  separately  in 
bulk.  The  bon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
Mr.  Ward)  had  said,  he  could  not  see 

it  was  a  case  that  ought  to  be  singled 
out  to  found  ther«on  a  prosecution*  as  all 
must  be  aware  that  bribery  was  going  on 
9^  aU  elections.  He  waa  not  prepared  to 
fsonaur  in  that  bon.  Mcoiber^s  view  of  trana* 
aelions  of  this  naturef  because  instanoet  of 
bribery  wore  unfortunately  of  frequent  oc» 
eurrence.  It  was  bis  duty  aa  an  enemy  of 
unfair  pciuttioes  and  of  oorruntion  to  attempt 
to  oonviot  the  parson  who  soould  be  deteo* 
ted  bribing  any  elector.  Ha  must  confess 
that  had  be  bean  called  upon  to  act  in  this 
caaa  in  the  capacity  of  a  magistrate,  he 
should*  as  an  honest  maui  thin(  there  was 
a  goon  cause  of  commitment.  The  quea^ 
lion  before  the  House  waa  itrietly  (his»  was 
thoe  evidence  enough  produced  to  induce 
the  House  to  direct  that  the  ^ttornejr- 
g^eral  should  prosecute  Or,  Webster  for 
bribery  at  the  St.  Alban's  election }  He 
thought  that  there  wss  sufficient  evidence 
to  induoQ  the  House  to  adopt  that  couraci 
and  he  should,  therefore,  give  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  motion  of  the  right  ben.  the 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire. 

Sir  T»  Cochrane  said,  that  as  some  al1u«* 
sbn  had  been  made  in  the  course  of  thu 
diacussioo  tp  a  certain  letter  which  he  had 
written  connected  with  Ihe  Ipswich  elec- 
tion, he  would  admits  that  be  had  written 
a  letter  to  aome  of  tlie  constituents  at  Ips* 
wich.  from  which  extracts,  bjr  some  means 
or  other,  got  into  BDm^  of  the  publie  papers, 
and  in  wnich  be  saidj  that  the  demands 


which  were  made  on  him  were  not  juaft 
and  fair«  and  therefore  he  should  not  be  a 
candidate  again  fax  the  representation  of 
Ipswich ;  but  there  was  not  a  paragntph  ia 
that  letter  which  showed  that  those  de* 
mands  were  in  any  way  connected  with 
bribery.  He  would  not  only  state,  that  the 
letter  did  not  say  so,  but  he  was  ready  to 
declare  on  hb  honour  that  of  the  demands 
which  that  letter  alluded  tOj  not  one  shil- 
ling was  connected  with  bribery.  The  bon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  asked,  why  should 
not  hon.  Members  come  down  to  the  Houae, 
and  sign  a  declaration  at  the  tajde  that  they 
had  not|  either  by  themselves  or  by  their 
agents,  encouraged  or  practised  bribery. 
Now,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  ready  to  support  a  bill  ibr  the  par* 
pose  of  calling  upon  every  Member,  on 
taking  his  seat,  to  declare  that  he  had  not* 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  emplqyad  bri* 
bery  as  a  means  of  pracuring  his  ratons* 
In  the  mean  time,  however,  let  the  hosi. 
Oantlenian  support  the  present  nodoii,  asid 
then  he  oould  bring  forward  sodi  a  faiU 
with  a  better  graoa. 

The  AiiertZy*Gmi€ral  hoped  iAm  Ikmm 
would  not  expect  him  to  esEpreas  any  ops* 
nion  upon  the  quaslioii  hefiiie  tbo  Hoiamy 
Of  to  vote  npon  the  molioa  oftheii^ 
hon.  Oentlemmu  He  should  eaitainly  dk 
ligantly  obey  the  ordoio  of  the  Hoobb^  if 
tl^  decided  that  a  eaae  Ian 
had  bean  medeout.  Hewould  pmeento^ 
uaa  all  fair  aad  prepor  neaaa  ta 
juatioa  boiag  exeooted  upeo  the  guilty  party. 
But  it  must  be  obvious  chathe  shoaU  he 
desiiQoa  of  not  giving  any  vole  upoa  tha 
motion. 

Viaooont  Inguirie  obseivod,  that  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  had  dascrihed 
the  ehiff  witnesa  in  iho  ease  aa  a  Imiatio 
and  a  liar.  He  ( Visaooat  Ingeatiie),  hap* 
pened  to  be  In  the  room  when  that  indivi» 
dual  eomrauniealed  Iha  <aot  that  a  hrtba 
had  been  tendered  lo  him  immediately  sAev 
the  transaotlen  took  pUoe,  and  the  itatamaat 
which  ha  thea  made,  waa  predaely  the  SBBM 
which  he  gave  bafbra  the  eommittee.  Ha 
had  no  leaaoa  to  doobi,  that  tho  indivi* 
dual's  statement  waa  perfeotly  true,  and 
thoa||hU  that  the  House  would  negleet  ila 
doty  if  it  did  not  direct  a  praaecution  to  be 
institutad  in  a  oase  wb&h  had  been  ao 
eleaily  proved.  There  was  a  hill  on  the 
Table  c/  the  Home,  whidi  had  been 
bnmght  In  by  tha  noble  Lord  opposite,  te 
the  prevention  #  bribery  at  aleedona  I  and 
it  would  be  a  umfeut  feiw  Ibr  tho  Honae  to 
adopt  that  bill  while  it  sefisaed  to 
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the  presant  ease.  The  hon.  Gentbiiiaii  had 
made  some  allusions  to  ihe  borough  of 
Stefibrdi  ia  which  he  was  so  erroneous, 
that  he  would  reoommeiid  him  to  apply  to 
the  Attomey*general,  who  wouU  be  able 
to  give  bim  some  correct  information  upon 
that  case. 

Mr,  HuU  in  explanation^  saidf  he  did 
not  state  that  Adams  was  a  lunatic  and  a 
liar ;  but  it  was  admitted  bv  the  evidence 
of  Adams  himself  before  tne  committee, 
that  he  was  a  liar-— that  he  was  commonly 
called  a  liar. 

Mr.  Wi^nn,  in  reply,  expressed  himself 
much  surprised  at  the  tone  which  had  been 
assumed  m  this  debate  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  particularly  by  the  manner 
in  which  the  non.  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  treated  the  subject.  He  begged  to 
remind  the  House,  that  he  had  not  said 
one  word  in  the  nature  of  a  charge  against 
theoommitlee  of  any  impropriety  of  conduet 
in  their  manner  of  dealing  with  this  case ; 
nor  had  ha  attempted  at  all  to  introduce 
any  party  ooniideraitons  into  the  diseussion 
of  this  subject  On  the  eontraiy,  he  had 
studiously  aw>ided  everything  of  the  kind. 
He  did  not  even  introduce  the  name  of 
Lord  listowely  and  ha  had  protested  against 
bringing  into  diseussum  the  cireomskaooa 
of  Dr.  Webster  hamg  gone  to  tho  Tm^ 
aury  immediately  befoio  me  tranaaetion  at 
Si*  Alban*c»  beamae  he  did  not  eoosider  it 
fiir  ta  draw  any  infi^renca  ftom  that  faal» 
wliiehj  though  it  had  been  mentioned  Uh 
fore  the  aommittee»  was  not  fully  mm»  into. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentbrnan  op« 
posite  C^ir  C  Grey)  had  objected  that  thia 
case  had  not  been  reported  by  the  commit* 
tee  aa  one  which  ought  to  be  prosemited, 
and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  order  i^ 
prooeeotion  upon  evidence  adduced  in  the 
absence  of  the  acci|sed«  wbo«  thereforot  had 
no  o|iportunity  of  defending  himself  Of  tn* 
awering  the  charge^  made  asainst  bim^ 
But  that  must  be  the  case  in  aimoet  every 
instance  of  the  kind,  foTi  with  the  eseep* 
tion  of  the  candidatea  themselvea,  or  peti* 
tinners  against  a  return,  the  persona  ivpU* 
cated  were  not  before  the  oomndttee,  ftnd 
were  not  in  a  position  to  instruct  eounsel 
or  give  evidence  in  defence  or  eyplanatio^ 
The  committee  had  eopie  to  a  daferasina* 
tion,  which  the  evidence  aaemed  to  them  to 
warrant,  that  agency  had  not  hem  pvoviBdj 
that  Dr.  Webster  was  not  the  agent  of 
Lofd  Listowel,  asd,  therafore,  they  sad  no 
ease  to  report  to  the  Hovae.  They  \md  de. 
termlned  that  there  war  not  aeCaient  evi> 
daneo  to  aonnect  Lard  Listowri  with  Dr. 


Webster,  and  to  rendar  him  reapoiiihie  dm 
the  acts  of  Dr.  Webeter,  and,  therefore^ 
whatever  mi^ht  have  been  the  cooduct  of 
that  peisoni  it  eould  not  affect  JUord  Uat 
towel*  The  committee  then  very  properly 
said,  '^  We  m9j  now  retire««^our  busmeaa 
is  over*  for  we  are  not  the  counsel  of  Dr. 
Webster,  and  we  have  no  reason  to  gp  any 
further."  But  still  the  House  was  entitled 
to  have  the  evidence  laid  oq  the  Table^ 
though  no  special  report  might  be  made  j 
and  upon  that  evidence  every  individual 
member  bad  a  right  to  found  a  motion,  if 
he  thought  fit-  Therefore,  when  he  found 
evidence  imputing  bribery  to  an  individual, 
he  was  justified  in  bringing  the  case  before 
the  House,  and  in  calhng  upon  the  House 
to  carry  it  into  a  court  of  justice.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  thooghl 
proper  to  accuse  him  of  being  a  protector 
of  bribery ;  his  answer  to  that  was  that  he 
had  be^  forty-vtwo  years  in  that  House, 
and  during  the  whole  of  that  time  such  an 
accusation  had  never  been  brought  against 
him  before.  He  remembered  no  ease  in 
which  he  had  defended  persona  who  had 
been  convicted  of  bribery.  He  might  have 
stated  bis  objections  to  a  particular  bill,  be* 
cause  it  might  have  anp^ured  to  him  to  be 
defective,  but  certainfv  it  had  never  been 
his  practice  to  protect  bribery.  With  res« 
pect  to  the  case  of  East  Retford,  a^id  every 
bill  upon  the  aubjeot  of  bribery,  be  had 
taken  an  opimsite  course  <md  aujpported 
every  proposition  for  the  punisument 
of  bribery«  with  the  6«cq)tion  of  ^ 
Cornish  borough^  in  which  case  be  thought 
the  evidence  was  not  sufficient  to  prove 
the  existence  of  general  corruption,  and 
that,  therefore,  there  was  no  chan^  of  the 
bill  being  carried  through  Parliament. 
That  was  the  only  instance*^  as  far  aa  bin 
recollection  served  him,  of  bis  not  aupport^ 
ing  a  bill  to  punish  bribery.  But  auppoae. 
it  had  not  been  so,  suppose  he  had  en- 
tertained different  opiniona  and  pursued 
a  difierent  course;  suppose  he  had  beeo 
wrong  heretofore,  would  ihat  be  any  rear 
son  wny  he  should  not  be  stopped  ttom  re- 
oommeuding  a  prosecution  in  a  dear  and 
palpable  case  }  He  had  not  been  forward 
in  this  mttter;  he  had  not  been  anxiooa  to 
aet  the  part  of  a  public  accuser.  He  had 
waited  m  the  hope,  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  bai  moved  for  the  production  of  the 
evidence,  or  aome  other  hon.  Member, 
would  have  tsfteo  up  the  eaaa.  But,  find* 
ink  tli#t  no  one  moved  in  it,  he  had  brought 
it  torword,  with  a  deaive  to  pteserv*  thtt 
eredit  and  honour  of  the  Hoosa.    Thaw 
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rfg»xd  tQ  the  St.  Alh^n's  Committee  had 
ftirisenj  not  so  much  from  their  detestation 
of  bribeiy*  as  from  the  fact^  that  the  eleo- 
tion  had  been  carried  in  opposition  to  their 
political  party.  He  believed,  that  had 
they  succeeded  in  brini^ng  home  acts  of 
bribery  to  Lord  Listowel,  it  would  have 
been  a  triumph  for  their  vindictive  pas- 
sioqs^^a  triumph  which  would  have  been 
very  little  mitigated  by  the  reflection  that 
that  noble  Lord  was  in  close  connection 
with  the  Court,  and  a  personal  attendant 
on  the  Sovereign* 

Mr.  Pramstan  thought  it  was  very  im- 
portant for  the  House  on  this  occasion  to 
direct  its  attention  to  what  bad  been  the 
conduct  of  those  parties  after  the  transac- 
tion. One  of  the  witnesses  states  that  he 
went  and  received  the  money.  Now  the 
witness  Howey  is  admitted  to  be  a  respect- 
able man  by  all  parties.  He  states,  that, 
having  reoeivad  the  money  from  the  person 
stated  to  be  the  party  acting  for  the  success* 
ful  candidate,  he  sealed  it  up  separately  in 
bulk.  The  bon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
Mn  Ward)  had  said,  he  could  not  see 

is  was  a  case  that  ought  to  be  singled 
out  to  found  thereon  a  prosecution*  as  all 
most  be  aware  that  bribery  was  going  on 
it  all  elections.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
Quneur  in  that  boo.  lleinbev*s  view  of  trana» 
aetions  of  this  nature,  because  instanoes  of 
brifaeij  weioe  unfortunately  of  frequent  oc« 
eurrence.  It  was  bis  duty  as  an  enemy  of 
unfair  pm^tieeM  and  of  oorniption  to  attempt 
to  oonvioi  the  penon  who  soould  be  deteo" 
ted  bribing  any  elector.  He  must  confess 
that  had  be  been  called  upon  to  aet  in  this 
case  in  the  capacity  of  a  magistratai  be 
should,  as  an  honest  man,  thin(  there  was 
a  goon  cause  of  oommitment.  The  ques« 
tion  before  tbe  House  wai  striotly  this^  was 
there  evidence  enough  produced  to  induce 
the  House  to  direct  that  the  ^ttorn^- 
g^eral  should  prosecute  Dr.  Webster  for 
bribery  at  the  St.  AlUm's  election  ^  He 
thought  that  there  was  sufficient  evidence 
to  inuuoe  the  House  to  adopt  that  couraci 
and  he  should,  therefore*  give  his  vote  ia 
favour  of  the  motion  of  the  right  ben.  the 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire. 

Sir  T.  (hphrane  said,  that  as  some  allu- 
sion bed  been  made  in  the  course  of  this 
discussbn  to  a  certain  letter  which  he  had 
written  connected  with  the  Ipwich  elec- 
tion, he  would  admit,  that  he  had  written 
a  letter  to  some  of  the  constituents  at  Ips« 


which  were  made  on  him  were  not  juat 
and  fair,  and  therefore  he  should  not  he  a 
candidate  again  for  the  representation  of 
Ipswich ;  but  there  was  not  a  paragraph  in 
that  letter  which  showed  that  worn  de- 
mands were  in  any  way  connected  with 
bribery.  He  would  not  only  state,  that  the 
letter  did  not  say  so,  but  he  was  ready  to 
declare  on  his  honour  that  of  the  demands 
which  that  letter  alluded  to,  not  one  shil- 
ling was  connected  with  bribery.  The  hoii. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  asked,  why  should 
not  hon.  Members  come  down  to  the  House, 
and  sign  a  declaration  at  the  lajblc  that  they 
had  not|  either  by  themselves  or  by  their 
agents,  encouraged  or  practised  bribery. 
Now,  he  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  ready  to  support  a  bill  for  the  pur<* 
pose  of  calling  upon  eveiy  Member,  on 
taking  his  seat,  to  declare  that  he  had  not* 
either  directly  or  indireetly,  employed  bri- 
bery as  a  means  of  proeuring  his  return. 
In  the  mean  time,  however,  let  the  hen. 
Gentleman  support  the  present  nodon,  and 
then  he  could  bring  forward  such  a  bill 
with  a  better  grace. 

The  Atiemey-Qmeml  hoped  die  IImb 
would  net  expeot  him  to  express  any  opi- 
nicm  upon  the  quaadon  heme  the  Honae, 
Of  to  vole  upon  die  neden  of  theiig^ 
hon.  Oentlaman.  He  aheuld  eettainly  di» 
Itgendy  obey  the  en|«e  of  the  Housb^  if 
they  decided  that  a  ease  Ibe  pmaeontiass 
had  bean  madeoot*  HeweuU  proneiite,  and 
use  all  fair  and  proper  raeaas  te  ennnn 
iuatioe  beiag  exeouted  upon  the  guilty  paiey* 
But  it  must  be  obvious  that  he  shonld  be 
desiiQus  of  not  giving  any  vote  upon  tlm 
motmnt 

Viscount  Jnguirle  obsetwl,  dmt  the 
Hon.  Member  for  Halifax  had  deaoihed 
the  ehief  witness  in  the  case  as  a  Imado 
and  a  liar.  He  (Vissmnt  Ingestrie),  hep* 
pened  to  be  In  the  room  when  that  indivi* 
dual  eoramuaieated  the  fiut  that  a  hrtbe 
had  been  tendered  lo  Um  immediatdy  after 
the  transaotien  took  pkme,  and  the  statement 
which  he  then  made,  was  predKlv  the  SHM 
which  he  gave  hefKe  the  eomnuttee.  He 
had  no  reason  lo  doubt,  that  the  indivi. 
dual's  statement  was  perfeedy  true,  and 
thought,  that  the  House  wmiJd  nef^eet  ila 
duty  if  it  did  not  direct  a  prasecudon  to  he 
instituted  in  a  esse  which  had  been  so 
dearly  proved.  There  was  a  hill  on  the 
Table  rf  die  Hmne,  whidi  had  been 
brought  in  by  the  noUe  Lord  opposite,  fat 
the  prevendon  #  bribery  at  ekraons  t  and 
it  would  be  a  parfcet  faree  lor  the  House  te 
adopt  that  hill  while  it  esfiMed  te 
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the  premnt  caie*  The  hon.  Gentbman  bad 
made  aome  allusions  to  the  borough  of 
Stafford,  in  which  he  was  so  erroneous, 
that  he  would  reoommeiid  him  to  apply  to 
the  Attoroeyogeneral,  who  would  be  able 
to  give  him  some  correct  information  upon 
that  case. 

Mr.  HiUt  in  explanation^  said,  he  did 
not  state  that  Adams  was  a  lunatic  and  a 
liar;  but  it  was  admitted  by  the  evidence 
of  Adams  himself  before  the  committee, 
that  he  was  a  liar— that  he  was  commonly 
called  a  liar. 

Mr.  Wynn,  in  reply,  expressed  himself 
much  surprised  at  the  tone  which  had  been 
assumed  m  this  debate  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  particularly  by  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  treated  the  subject.  He  begged  to 
remind  the  House,  that  he  had  not  said 
one  word  in  the  nature  of  a  charge  against 
the  committee  of  any  impropriety  of  conduct 
in  their  manner  of  dealing  with  this  case  ; 
nor  had  he  attempted  at  all  to  introduce 
any  party  oonaideraiions  into  the  discussion 
of  this  subject  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
studiously  avoided  everything  of  the  kind. 
He  did  not  even  introduce  the  name  of 
Lord  listowel,  and  he  had  protested  againat 
bringing  into  diaeuision  the  einmmstaoos 
of  Dr.  Webster  having  gone  to  the  Tiea* 
aury  immediately  before  the  tnmiaetion  at 
St  Alban'«,  beoaufle  he  did  noteoosider  it 
fair  to  draw  any  infi^renca  ffom  Aal  feet, 
wUchj  though  it  bed  becm  mentioned  h^ 
fore  the  eommittee^  wa«  not  fully  gone  bitob 
The  right  hon.  and  laerned  GentUmiaii  op* 
posito  (Sir  C.  Grey)  had  objected  Ihet  thia 
case  had  not  been  reported  by  the  commiu 
tee  aa  one  which  ought  to  be  proaaeutedi 
and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to  order  il 
prosecution  upon  evidence  adduced  in  the 
absence  of  the  accused*  whO|  thereforci  had 
no  0|iportunity  of  defending  himself  or*n» 
ayrenng  the  charges  made  asainst  him, 
But  that  must  be  the  case  in  almost  every 
instance  of  the  kind,  fori  with  the  etcep* 
tion  of  the  candidatea  themsdvea*  or  peti* 
doners  a^inat  a  retuniy  the  peicoQC  liopU* 
cated  were  not  before  the  committee,  end 
were  not  in  a  position  to  instruct  cminsel 
or  give  evidence  in  defence  or  ei^planetio^ 
The  committee  had  eogne  to  a  dett>rmiiia» 
taon,  which  the  evidence  seemed  to  them  to 
warrant,  that  agency  had  not  been  provedj 
that  Dr.  Webster  was  not  t\^  amni  of 
Lofd  Lictowel,  tgd,  therafore,  they  nod  no 
ease  tp  report  to  the  House.  They  hod  de. 
temiiied  that  thcFC  was  not  seSeient  evi« 
deoee  to  connect  Lord  Listowri  with  Dr. 


Webster,  end  to  render  him  rasponiihlo  fov 
the  acts  of  Dr.  Webaters  andj  therefore^ 
whatever  mi^ht  beve  be^  the  conduct  of 
that  person,  it  could  not  affect  I/>i4  la^ 
towel.  The  committee  then  very  properly 
said,  '*  We  may  now  retir&-«our  businoM 
is  overt  for  we  are  not  the  counsel  of  Dr. 
Webster,  and  we  have  no  reeson  to  go  any 
further."  But  still  the  House  was  entitled 
to  have  the  evidence  laid  on  the  Tabloj 
though  no  special  report  might  be  made  j 
and  upon  that  evidence  every  individual 
member  bad  a  right  to  found  a  motion,  if 
he  thought  fit.  Therefore,  when  he  found 
evidence  imputing  bribery  to  an  individual, 
he  was  justified  in  bringing  the  case  befoie 
the  House,  and  in  calling  upon  the  House 
to  carry  it  into  a  court  of  justice.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  thooghl 
proper  to  accuse  him  of  being  a  protector 
of  bribery  :  big  answer  to  that  was  that  he 
had  been  forty-»two  years  in  that  House^ 
and  during  the  whole  of  that  time  such  an 
accusation  had  never  been  brought  against 
him  before.  He  remembered  no  ease  in 
which  he  had  defended  persons  who  had 
been  convicted  of  bribery.  He  might  have 
stated  his  objections  to  a  particular  bill,  be- 
cause it  might  have  anpesrod  to  him  to  be 
defective,  but  certainfv  it  had  never  been 
his  practice  to  protect  bribery.  With  res* 
pect  to  the  case  of  East  Retford,  and  every 
bill  upon  the  subject  of  brlbeiy^  be  hod 
taken  an  opposite  course  and  supported 
everv  proposition  for  the  punisuQenl 
of  bribery,  with  the  eioqition  of  o 
Cornish  borougbi  in  which  case  he  tboughl 
the  evidence  was  not  sufficienli  to  prove 
the  existence  of  general  corruption,  and 
that,  therefore,  there  was  no  chan^  of  the 
bill  being  carried  through  Perliament. 
That  woa  the  onlv  instance,  aa  far  an  hie 
recollection  served  him,  of  his  not  support* 
ing  a  bill  to  punish  bribery,  But  suppose 
it  had  not  been  so,  suppose  he  had  en- 
tertained different  opinions  and  pursued 
a  diffbrent  course;  suppose  he  had  been 
wrong  heretofore,  would  Ihat  be  any  rear 
son  why  be  should  not  be  stopped  Arom  re-* 
oommeQding  a  pnniecution  in  a  dear  and 
pslpable  case  }  He  had  not  been  forward 
in  this  mettcr;  he  had  not  been  anxioos  to 
act  the  part  of  a  public  accuser.  He  had 
wailed  m  the  hone,  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  hoi  moved  for  the  production  of  the 
evidence,  or  some  other  hon.  Ikfember, 
would  have  U^na  up  the  caao.  But,  find* 
ink  tiiot  no  one  moved  in  it,  ho  hod  brought 
it  forward,  with  a  desiie  to  preservo  tho 
credit  and  lonour  of  tho  Hoosf.    Thejr 
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lliould  take  care,  that  the  law  did  not  sleep 
and  become  a  d^  letter.  If  they  did  not 
all  their  debating  upon  bills  relating  to 
bribeiy  would  be  mere  idle  talk  and  waste 
of  time.  The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
and  others  had  treated  this  case  as  if  it 
rested  entirely  on  the  evidence  of  Robert 
Adams,  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind^ 
that  the  witness  immediately  made  a  com- 
munication as  to  what  had  taken  place 
upon  the  hustings,  before  the  mayor,  and 
produced  the  money  which  had  been  given 
to  him,  pointing  out  Dr.  Webster  as  the 
person  who  gave  it.,  The  statements  he 
then  made  were  precisely  the  same  as  he 
gave  in  evidence  before  the  committee,  and 
were  confirmed  by  the  concuntnt  testi- 
mony of  a  clergyman,  who  also  pointed  out 
Dr.  Webster  at  the  time,  and  Dr.  Webster 
said,  "Well,  what  of  that?  the  other  side 
have  done  the  same.**  There  could  not  be 
a  clearer  case,  and  however  extensively 
bribery  might  be  carried  on  during  the 
approaching  elections,  even  if  men  walked 
through  the  streets  holding  out  bank-notes, 
and  inviting  the  electors  to  name  their 
price,  the  House  of  Commons  could  not 
without  the  greatest  disgrace,  notice  any 
such  scandalous  transactions,  if  they  suf- 
fered the  present  case  to  go  unpunished, 
because  they  might  be  told,  *'  You  had  a 
similar  case  proved  before  you,  and  you 
declined  taking  any  step  with  a  view  to 
prevent  a  repetition  of  such  transactions.*' 
It  was,  then,  for  the  sake  of  the  people  of 
Euffland,  for  the  sake  of  the  laws  of  Eng. 
land,  and  for  the  sake  of  common  justice, 
and  common  honesty,  that  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  agree  to  his  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  fVant  gave  notice,  that  on  Friday, 
he  should  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  bribery,  that  had  taken  place  at  the 
elections  for  Cambridge  and  Ludlow. 

Proposed  Penal  Settlement.]  Sir 
C.  Grey  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  move 
the  appointment  of  a  select  Committee,  to 
take  mto  consideration  the  fitness  of  her 
Majesty's  territory  of  Labrador  for  the 
purposes  of  a  penal  settlement.  He  would 
not,  in  the  then  state  of  the  House,  tres- 
pass upon  their  attention  by  any  length- 
ened observations.  He  considered,  how- 
ever, that  the  coast  in  question,  possessed 
great  geographical  and  other  recommend* 
ations  in  favour  of  the  proposition  he  had 
to  make.  In  the  first  place,  then,  from  its 
proximitjr  to  this  coantry,  the  expense  of 
transporting    felons   would   be   lessened 


in  proportion  to  the  distance ;  for  Labrador 
was  only  about  3,000  miles  from  Engiaad, 
while  our  present  penal  colonies  were 
about  14,000.  Then  the  exports  which 
were  made  from  Labrador  were  about  half 
a  million  yearly ;  and  these  might  be  in* 
creased  by  the  direction  of  convict  labour. 
With  regard  to  the  health  of  the  colony, 
notwithstanding  its  cold,  that  might  be 
guarded  against  by  the  fuel  which  was 
provided  by  the  great  quantity  of  dwarf 
limber  which  the  place  supplied.  The 
place,  too,  might  be  made  a  useful  colony 
by  encouraging  its  fisheries,  which  were 
abundant  both  on  the  coasts  and  the  inland 
lakes  and  rivers,  and  this  peculiarity, 
together  with  its  productions  in  the  various 
minerals,  might  be  rendered  subservient 
to  the  constant  employment  of  such  con- 
victs as  might  be  sent  there.  Employment 
might  also  be  furnished  in  the  manufacture 
of  barilla  and  potash.  Neither  could  the 
population  of  the  place,  which  was  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country  and  the  coast, 
suffer  demoralisation  by  contact  with  the 
convicts ;  and  the  latter,  while  secured  by 
the  climate  and  the  situation  of  the  coun* 
try  from  the  likelihood  of  escape,  had  the 
advantage  of  being  rendered  eligible  for 
being  again  suffered  to  mingle  with  society 
after  having  gradually  expiated  minor 
offences  in  their  transportation.  Under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
thought  his  proposition  was  recommended 
both  by  humanity  and  sound  policy;  and, 
although  he  did  not  mean  to  press  the 
House  to  a  division  on  it  at  the  present 
period  of  the  Session,  he  hoped  that  some 
hon.  Member  possessing  more  weight  and 
influence  than  he  did,  would  draw  their 
attention  practically  and  usefully  to  the 
important  subject  early  in  the  next. 

Mr.  Hindley  thought  the  labours  of  the 
missionaries  in  this  region  would  not  be 
by  any  means  subrerted,  if  the  present 
motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  it  must  appear  to 
all  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  go  on 
with  a  discussion  upon  that  important 
subject  at  the  present  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  not 
sorry  that  the  question  had  been  brought 
before  the  House.  However,  he  differed 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  prin« 
ciple  laid  down,  that  it  wa;  a  recommend* 
ation  to  the  place  alluded  to,  for  a  penal 
settlement,  to  ha?e  it  so  near  this  country 
as  it  bad  been  described.  He  held  it  that 
the  proximity  of  Labrador  to  England  was 
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one  thing  that  would  render  it  an  improper 
place  for  the  object  in  question.  With 
regard  to  the  quantity  of  labour  capable 
of  being  furnished,  too,  he  considered  that 
the  place  alluded  to,  presented  difficulties 
for  supplying  labour  greater  than  what 
had  been  stated.  He  hoped,  in  conclusioui 
that  the  motion  would  not  be  pressed  for- 
ward on  that  occasion. 

Viscount  Mahon  said,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  uselessness  of  having  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
Labrador  in  the  present  state  of  the  House. 
He  would  not  then  go  iuto  the  considera- 
tion of  the  many  topics  connected  with  the 
immediate  question  before  the  House,  or 
describe  what  he  thought  to  be  its  unfit- 
ness for  the  proposed  plan.  He  would, 
however^  take  that  opportunity  of  again 
appealing  to  her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  behalf  of  the  poor  convicts  at  Wool- 
wich, among  whom  the  mortality  was  daily 
and  hourly  increasing  to  a  most  alarming 
degree.  In  the  last  week,  there  were  no 
less  than  six  deaths,  all  young,  and  pre- 
viously hale  men.  This  arose  from  the 
crowding  together  which  had  taken  place 
on  board  the  hulks  in  consequence  of  the 
recent  regulations  of  Government  respect- 
ing transportation.  The  system,  in  short, 
now  acted  on  was  one  of  the  most  frightful 
that  could  be  conceived,  and  one  of  the 
most  destructive  possible  to  human  life. 
In  the  estimates  of  last  year,  provision  was 
made  for  3,400  convicts  in  health,  with  200 
sick ;  and  although  it  was  resolved  by  the 
House  on  his  motion  that  further  increase 
was  inexpedient,  the  estimates  of  this  year 
showed  no  less  than  3,750  to  be  provided 
for  in  health,  and  about  250  in  sickness — 
equal  in  all  to  4,000.  It  was,  therefore, 
easy  to  foresee  as  well  as  to  account 
for  the  fatal  consequences  that  have  en- 
sued. 

Mr.  F,  MauU  said,  the  mortality  which 
existed  amongst  the  convicts,  and  even 
the  soldiery  in  the  bulks,  was  owing  to  an 
epidemic  which  prevailed  amongst  them ; 
and  that  alone  was  the  cause  of  the  late 
fatality. 

Sir  T,  Cochrane  was  understood  to  ex- 
press his  disapprobation  of  the  coast  of 
Labrador  as  a  penal  settlement ;  and  one 
reason  was,  because  he  considered  that 
the  safe  custody  of  the  convicts  could  not 
be  secured  within  any  four  walls  that 
might  be  there  erected. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  had  inferred  from 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Under-Secretary 
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of  State,  that  there  was  some  inclinution  in 
his  mind,  as  representing  the  Government 
that  from  their  experience  of  the  evils 
attending  confinement  at  home,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  turn  their  attention  to  the 
construction  of  some  new  penal  settlement, 
avoiding  the  evils  of  penal  settlements 
as  they  exist.  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  Government  had 
in  view  any  such  new  settlement  from  an 
experience  of  its  advantages. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  that  all  be  had 
meant  to  state  was,  that  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  brought  this  question  before  the 
House,  he  was  not  sorry  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  had  suggested  some  point,  in 
order  that  the  public  might  see  the  diffi- 
culty of  fixing  upon  a  special  point  for  a 
penal  settlement.  He  begged  to  say,  that 
the  Government  were  satisfied  with  the 
present  penal  settlements,  and  the  system 
of  the  hulks. 

Sir  R.  Peel  had  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state,  that  transportation  to 
some  of  the  settlennents  had  been  sus- 
pended. Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  state 
the  number  of  convicts  now  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  that,  off  hand,  he 
could  not.  Transportation  of  convicts 
sentenced  for  seven  years  had  been  dis- 
continued. 

Lord  Mahon  believed  he  could  answer 
the  question  for  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  exact  number  of  persons  sentenced  to 
confinement  in  the  hulks  previously  to 
1829  was  1,800.  Subsequently,  under 
the  administration  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the  number 
had  been  regularly  increasing.  This  year 
it  was  3,650,  and  under  the  estimate,  a 
further  increase  was  proposed.  Having 
answered  one  question  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  hoped  he  would  allow  him  to 
ask  him  one  in  return — namely,  when  the 
returns  for  which  he  had  moved  in  March 
last,  relative  to  coroners'  inquests  at 
Woolwich,  which  had  been  promised  im- 
mediately, and  to  which  the  recent  mor- 
tality gave  additional  importance,  would 
be  produced. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  he  had  done  all  he 
could  to  procure  them.  A  coroner's  notes 
were  as  much  his  property  as  those  of  a 
judge  of  the  superior  courts,  and  he  had 
not  been  able  to  obtain  them.  He  could 
do  no  more  than  ask  for  them. 

Sir  C.  Grey  did  not  mean  to  press  his 
motion,  which  was  negatived. 
2  X 


1347 


Railroadi 


{COMMONS} 


fJrdtmd). 


IU» 


Railroads  (Ireland.)]    Viscount 
Morpeth,  ia  rising  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  the  purpose  of  establiihiog  raiU 
roads  in  Ireland,  said^  that  in  the  present 
state  of  the  Session,  he  should  not  move 
for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  any  impor- 
tance, with  any  other  design  than  that  of 
having  it  printed,  so  as  to  give  information 
to  the  public  generally  on  the  subject, 
more  especially  to  that  portion  of  it  more 
immediately  concerned.  He  would  merely 
then  refer  to  a  statement  which  had  been 
made  on  the  occasion  of  his  bringing  forward 
this  motion.    The  right  bon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  towards  the  con- 
elusion  of  his  speech  last  week,  had  made 
a  slight  and  passing  allusion  to  this  mo- 
tion, as  if  it  had  been  brought  forward 
with  a  view  of  propping  up  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  eve  of  a  general  election. 
The  fact  was,  that  certain  private  indivi- 
duals had  come  forward  and  made  a  pro- 
fiosition  on  the  subject  to  the  Government, 
le  would  merely  state  what  that  propo- 
sition was,  and  not  enter  at  any  length  into 
any  of  the  circumstances  connected  with 
it.     He  was  still  of  opinion  that  the  pro- 
position   which    be    had     first    brought 
forward  on  the  subject  of  the  Government 
undertaking  various  railways  in  Ireland, 
was  the  most  expedient  plan.    But  as 
when  he  had  brought  it  forward,  he  had 
reiason  to  believe,  that  it  would  not  meet 
with  the  assent  of  the  legislature,  he  had 
withdrawn  it,  and  had  not  attempted  again 
to  introduce  it,  although  he  believed  that 
persons  of  all  parties  had  since  expressed 
themselves  in  its  favour.    A  proposition 
on  that  subject  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Government  on  the  part  of  certain  indi- 
viduals of  great  character,  station,  and 
financial  ability,  and  although  in  making 
that  proposition  they  had  doubtless,  ima- 
gined that  they  were  not  entering  upon  a 
hazardous  speculation,  yet  he    honestly 
believed  that  they  had  been  principally 
induced  to  take  up  the  project,  because 
they  believed  that  it  would  be  of  advantage 
to  Ireland.  Those  Gentlemen  had  adopted 
as    the  basis  of  their  calculations,  the 
report  of  the  Railway  Commissioners,  for 
which  the  country  was  so  much  indebted 
to  the  assiduity  and  energy  of  his  late 
excellent  and  lamented  friend,  Mr.  Drum- 
mood.    They  had  proposed  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  raise  a  capital  of  1,300,000/., 
to  be  applied  in  the  first  instance  to  the 
completion  of  the  southern  line  of  railwav, 
that  from  Dublin  to  Linericki  which  would 


go  quite  across  the  island,  and  wouM 
unite  the  two  seas ;  the  works  to  be  cat* 
ried  on  under theexclustvesuperiotendaBce 
of  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Government,  and  in  order  to  obviate  anv 
jealousy  as  to  the  selection  of  these  com- 
missioners by  the    Government,    it  was 
proposed  to  nominate  them  in  the  bill, 
and  they  would  consist  of  Sir  John  Bur* 
goyne,  Mr.  Rennie,  and  Mr.  Jones,  who 
had  been  the  secretaries  to  the  Irish  Rail- 
way Commission.  The  sum  was  propoaed  to 
be  raised  by  means  of  debentures,  and  the 
expenditure  to  be  under  the  managemeoC 
of  a  Board  of  Control  consisting  of  seven 
Members,  and  the  Governosent  had  reason 
to  hope  that  Gentlemen  of  all  parliea 
would  be  found  willing  to  give  their  aer* 
vices  as  Members  of  such  board  graln- 
itously.    The  debentures,  when  signed  by 
two  commissioners  and  by  two  Measben 
of  the  Board  of  Control,  to  liear  an  in- 
terest of  4  per  cent.,  and  in  ease  that 
should  not  be  made  good  by  the  profila  of 
the  railway  it  was  guaranteed  to  be  paid 
by  the  countries  which  would  benefit  by 
the  railway  passing  through  theo.     In 
addition  to  the  interest  of  4  per  cent.,  the 
holders  of  the  debentures  would  be  entitled 
to    one-half   the   surplus  profits.     The 
commissioners  named  in  the  bill  were  to 
have  the  sole  direction  of  the  works.  The 
lands  necessary  were  to  be  taken  in  the 
manner  to  be  provided  by  the  act.    The 
bill  contained  further  powers  enabling  the 
directors  to  extend  the  line  to  Cork,  and 
also  to  enable  other  parties  to  make  lines 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland  at  the  same  time. 
A  deposit  of  ten  per  cent,  on  the  capital 
to  be  paid  up  before  the  act  sbonld  cooae 
into  operation.    Such  were  the  main  Cm* 
tures  of  the  proposal  which  these  gentle- 
men  had  made  to  the  Government;  and  ae 
at  present  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
elicit  the  opinion  of  the  House  as  to  its 
merits,  but  merely  to  lay  the  bill  befoia 
the  House,  in  order  that  it  might  be  oan- 
sidered  fully  both  by  the  House  and  by 
the  people  of  Ireland,  he  should  not  enter 
into  any  discussion  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
scheme.    In  bringing  forward  the  oeasnte 
of  the  present  time,  bis  only  objeet  was  le 
give  facilities  to  the  present  Government, 
or  if  it  should  be  disptaoed*  to  any  other 
that  might  succeed  it»  for  brin|ing  ferwaad 
a  measure  calcniated  to  beneht  the  pepn* 
lation  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Shmtf  seconded  the  motion*    He 
was  happy  to  be  enabled  to  bear  tcalimeny 
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to  tbe  great  attention  paid  to  the  subject 
by  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he  believed  the 
prmect  was  likely  to  be  very  successful. 

Lord  Stanhy  inquired  whether  the  pro- 
prietors of  land  through  which  the  line 
should  pass  would  have  the  power  of  re- 
sistance to  it?  Also,  whether  they  were  to 
be  renunerated,  and  how  and  what  were  the 
means  to  be  afforded  them  for  the  defence 
of  their  ri^^hts  ? 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  make  the  assent  or  dissent  of  the  land- 
lords essential  to  the  carrying  the  bill ; 
but  there  were  regulations  for  compensa- 
tion on  the  principle  adopted  by  the 
Shannon  Navigation  Bill^  which  he  be- 
lieved was  satisfactory  to  all  parties.  In 
answer  to  a  question  from  Mr.  Shaw,  the 
noble  Lord  added,  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  give  a  general  power  to  other  parts  of 
Ireland  to  adopt  the  principle  laid  down 
for  this  line. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  a  railroad 
might  pass  along  the  margin  of  one  county 
and  yet  the  whole  expense  might  be  thrown 
upon  the  adjoining  county  upon  whose 
territory  It  proceeded.  He  begged  to  knotv 
if  this  was  to  be  the  case  ? 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  it  was 
Intended  to  give  a  power  of  applying  the 

1>rinciple  of  the  bill  to  other  parts  of  Ire- 
and  tnan  those  named  in  it ;  and  that  the 
deficiency  to  be  provided  for,  if  any,  be- 
tween the  euaranteed  interest  and  the 
receipts  of  the  line  would  be  made  up  by 
an  equitable  assessment  on  the  respective 
counties  benefitted  by  it. 

Mr.  S.  OTBrien  regretted  that  the  bill 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  not  as  perfect  or 
satisfactory  as  that  proposed  by  him  last 
Session.  He  however  thanked  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  proposition  he  had  iust  made, 
and  he  begged  to  assure  him  that  it  was 
one  of  the  roost  popular  measures  which 
he  could  have  thought  of  introducing  into 
Ireland, 

Mr.  F.  Prenoh  complained  of  the  sys* 
tern  of  bringing  forwaid  measures  of  this 
kind  (which  were  so  well  calculated  to 
raise  the  expectations  of  the  people  of 
Ireland)  and  then  abandoning  them.  He 
would  take  an  opportunity,  early  in  the 
nest  Session  of  Parliament,  of  bringing 
forward  this  questbni  Und  of  reminding 
tba  noble  Lord  of  bis  promise  upon  the 
subject,  which  he  thought  pledged  his 
noble  Friend  to  exert  himself  in  carrying 
it  through  Parliament.  He  thought,  how- 
ever,  that  the  noble  Lord  was  bound  to 


bring  forward  this  bill  before,  when  he 
was  conscious  of  having  excited  the  ex- 
pectation of  the  Irish  people  upon  it,  of 
having  the  approval  of  tiJis  House,  and 
also  from  his  own  conviction  as  to  the 
general  approval  of  the  measure.  He  was, 
however,  thankful  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
bringing  forward  this  measure  even  at  so 
late  a  period,  and  he  (Mr.  French)  would 
suppoft  the  proposition  most  heartily. 

Mr.  Lucai  thought  that  this  would  be 
a  most  desirable  experiment  to  try  whether 
English  capital  could  be  laid  out  in  Ire- 
land to  advantage. 

Mr.  LUton  said,  that  all  parties  in  Ire- 
land had  signified  their  approval  of  this 
project. 

Leave  given. 

West-India  Mail  Station.]  Sir 
7.  Yarde  Butler  moved  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  West-India  Mails  be  instructed 
to  send  for  and  examine  the  commissioners 
appointed  to  inquire  respecting  the  port 
to  be  selected  for  the  arrival  and  departure 
of  steam-vessels  conveying  the  mails  to  the 
West-Indies.  Those  gentlemen  were  wiU 
ling  to  attend,  but  they  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  volunteer  their  evidence;  and 
the  Committee  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  send  for  them ;  but  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  highly  necessary  that  those  who 
had  inspected  the  ports  and  reported 
thereon,  should  be  called  upon  to  explain 
that  report,  but  he  would  not  press  for  the 
attendance  of  the  Oentleman  connected 
with  the  Post-office. 

Mr.  Freshfield  thought  that  they  ought 
to  understand  upon  what  principle  such  a 
course  was  to  be  adopted,  because  it  would 
be  unusual  for  the  House,  having  little 
information  on  the  subject,  to  control  the 
discretion  of  a  committee,  which  had  full 
powers  to  examine  witnesses  and  call  for 
documents. 

Captain  Pechell  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonshire  had  better  leave 
the  matter  in  the  bands  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  r.  Cochrane  objected  to  any  inter- 
Terence  with  the  commissioners.  It  would 
put  those  gentlemen  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed, as  it  were,  judges  in  this  matter 
in  an  unfair  and  unnivourable  position  to 
call  them  before  the  Committee* 

The  Chancellor  ^  the  Excheauer  had 

waited  for  the  explanation  of  the  Members 

of  the  Committee.     He  understood  that 

Ihey  had  decided  not  to  call  before  them 
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these  parties^  whom  they  ought  at  the  very 
first  to  have  called.  He  had  opposed  the 
appoiDtment  of  the  committee  as  incon- 
venient; and  he  had  been  surprised  at  the 
course  which  they  had  pursued ,  and  he 
hoped  that  such  an  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  House  would  be  given  as 
would  induce  the  Committee  to  re-con- 
sider their  decision.  There  was  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  the  Government  or 
those  gentlemen  to  their  examination,  but 
they  properly  refused  to  thrust  themselves 
upon  the  committee*  Not  to  have  called 
these  gentlemen  was  like  omitting  the 
character  of  Hamlet  from  the  play  of 
jjamlei-^ii  was  the  most  extraordinary 

urse  that  could  have  been  pursued. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  the  supposi- 
tion was,  that  the  Government  objected  to 
their  examination. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there  was  no 
such  objection. 

Mr.  Hodgson  said,  that  the  feeling  of 
the  Committee  was,  that  they  ought  not  to 
put  those  gentlemen  on  their  trial  before 
the  Committee,  but  he  had  not  felt  that 
objection  ;  and  now,  that  it  appeared  that 
the  Government  had  no  objection  to  their 
examination,  he  should  renew  his  motion 
in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  C  Wood,  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  press  his  motion,  but  that  the 
Committee  would  exercise  the  power  they 
possessed  of  sending  for  the  commissioners, 
since  they  had  no  objection  to  be  ex- 
amined. 

8ir  /•  y.  Buller  said,  that,  as  that  was 
the  case,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  9,  1841. 

MiKUTsa.]  Billi.  Rcid  m  flnt  thne:— County  BridgM  i 
Highway  Rates.— Read  a  leoond  time :— Metropolli  Im- 
provementb — Read  a  third  time : — Charitable  Tnuti. 

Petition!  preicnted.  By  Sir  Mathew  Wood,  Mr.  Virian, 
Mr.  Ortig,  Mr.  GlUon,  Mr.  aCoanell,  Colonel  Salnvy, 
Mr.  W.  O.  Stanley,  and  other  hon.  Memben,  from  Corn- 
wall, StirlittgBhire,  Lanark,  Dundee,  Salfoid,  Angleiea, 
and  agrcat many  other  plaeea,  Ibr  a  Repeal  of  the Con>- 
]awf.--By  Mr.  H.  Vcmon,  Sir  O.  Fibner,  Colonel  Sib- 
thorp,  and  other  hon.  Mcmben,  from  a  great  many  placet, 
i^>ainst  a  Repeal  of  the  Com-lawi.— By  Sir  R.  Batann, 
and  Mr.  H.  Bidtey,  from  placet  in  the  county  <^  London* 
derry,  and  from  tnrtmem,  Ibr  the  AboUtlon  of  Patron- 
age in  the  Chuich  of  Scotland.— By  Mr.  Plmnptre,  from- 
Glattonbary,  Turiangton,  and  other  plaeei,  Ibr  the  Re> 
peal  of  the  Roman  CathoUe  Relief  Aet.— By  Mr.  T.  Dum 
cxrnibe,  fttim  William  Bilfale,  oompUbifa^  of  Bribery  at 
Nottingham  during  ttie lata  BkcUoni  frtim  London,  Lck- 


oeatef,  Leamington,  and  other  plaeei,  teUie  RaimM  o 
Penoni  confined  for  Political  Oflteocis  and  from  Aif 
broath,  ibr  the  Ettabiiihment  of  the  Paopkni  CbnrtK— 
By  Mr,  Hbidley,  from  the  Society  for  the  Protaetioo  of 
the  Aboriginei  of  our  Coloniet ,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Bai*. 
cution  of  two  native!  of  AuataUa  Ibr  the  allegad  Miinhi 
of  two  Euffopcana. 

Mr«    O'Connbll   and    Mr.    Robbbt 
Twiss.]]    Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  hoped  for 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he  ad* 
dressed  it  for  a  few  moments^  and  thej 
should  be  very  few^  on  a  matter  which  was 
in  some  degree  personal  to  himself.     It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the 
want  of  confidence  in  Ministers  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  made  an 
attack  on  the  Conservative  landlords  of 
Ireland^  whom  he    charged  with   being 
harsh  and  oppressive  to  their  tenants.    He 
took  that  opportunity  of  statine  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  himself  was  not 
a  good  landlord^  for  that  he  had  acted  to- 
wards his  tenants  in  a  harsh  and  oppres* 
sive  manner,  and    when    the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  expressed  a  denial  of  that 
charge,  he  had  asked  him,  would  he  deny 
having  distrained  on  some  of  his  tenants 
in   April  for  rent  due  in  the  previous 
March,  and  he  said,  that  he  had  aued  the 
question  on  the  authority  of  a  gentleman 
(Mr.  Twiss)  who  had  called  on  him  at  his 
residence  in  Dublin,  and  told  him  the  cir- 
cumstance, and  added  that  he  might  make 
any  use  of  it,  and  of  his  name  as  his  au- 
thority, in  any  way  he  thought  proper. 
When  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson)  had  re- 
sumed his  seat,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber got  up  and  denied  having  ever  made 
any  such  distress,  and  that  if  any  such  had 
been  made  it  was  altoffether  without  his 
knowledge,  and  that  if  he  should  find  that 
it  had  been  done  by  his  agent  from  any 
private  motive  of  his  own,  he  and  that 
gentleman  should    part    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Sergeant*  Jackson) 
then  detailed  the  particulars  of  an  inter- 
view between  himself  and  the  hon.  Mem. 
ber  for  Tralee  (Mr.  Maurice  O'Conncll) 
when  the  latter  called  on  him  to  ask  the 
Christian  name  of  Mr.  Twiss,  the  gentler- 
man  from  whom  he  had  his  informatioo. 
He  could   not  then   recollect  the  Chris- 
tian name  or  the  date  of  the  year  when 
the  distraints  were  made;   but  be  told 
Mr.   M.  O'Connell  that    he  had  made  a 
memorandum  of  the  circumstance  at  the 
time,  and  as  soon  as  he  could  find  it  be 
would  give  him  the  particulars  he  reouir- 
ed.   He  had  since  found  the  roemoranaum, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  distraints 
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were  said  to  have  been  made  in  Aprils 
1838.  Besides  this  uiemorandum  he  had 
DOW  in  his  hand  a  letter  which  he  had  that 
morning  received  from  Mr.  Twiss,  which 
he  owed  it  to  himself  and  to  the  House, 
which  always  felt  concerned  in  the  honour 
of  its  Members  with  respect  to  any  state- 
ments which  they  might  make,  to  read. 
The  letter  bore  the  postmark  of  the  Cas- 
tleconnell  post,  and  was  dated  June  6, 
1841.     It  was  as  follows: 

**  My  dear  Sir, — I  read  with  great  pleasure 
the  speech  you  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  night  of  the  3d  of  June  inst.,  in 
which  you  truly  stated  that  my  celebrated 
countryman,  Daniel  O'Connelljin  April,  1838, 
distrained  on  his  tenants  for  the  rent  due  the 
month  before.  This  I  have  reason  to  know 
is  the  strict  truth,  as  I  heard  it  at  the  time 
from  the  distrainers  and  the  distrained  parties. 
I  was  on  a  visit  at  the  time  with  my  old  friend 
James  Butler,  who  lives  within  four  miles  of 
Derrynane.  I  deem  it  right,  in  justice  to 
your  good  intentions  of  supporting  the  credit 
of  the  Conservative  landlords,  to  put  you  in 
possession  of  this  fact,  and  you  are  at  liberty 
to  make  whatever  use  you  may  think  fit  of 
this  communication.  AVith  every  sentiment  of 
respect, 
*^  I  remain,  my  dear  Sir,  yours  most  sincerely 

RoBEaT  Twiss." 


"  Castleconnell,  June  6." 

He  (Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson)  thought  that 
this  letter  fully  justified  him  in  the  state- 
ment he  had  made.  Mr.  Twiss  he  had 
not  seen  for  six  years  before  the  time  he 
came  to  his  study.  Here,  then,  were  the 
name  and  address  of  the  party  on  whose 
authority  the  statement  was  made.  But 
it  might  be  said  also  to  rest  on  the  autho- 
rity of  Mr.  James  Butler,  a  gentleman  of 
the  highest  respectability  and  the  strictest 
honour,  one  who  resided  within  four  miles 
of  Derrynane.  He  believed,  also,  that  he 
was  a  relation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin,  at  least  he  had  heard  the  hon. 
Member  boast  of  the  relationship;  but 
whether  it  was  so  or  not,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knew  best.  He  hud 
already  said  he  found  the  memorandum. 
It  was  to  this  effect :—'' Dis.  by  O'Connell 
in  April,  for  rent  due  25th  of  March, 
1838."  Looking  at  these  circumstances, 
he  felt  sure  the  House  would  consider  him 
fully  justi&cd  in  what  he  had  stated. — 
[Cheers,'] 

Mr.  C/Connell  said,  he  admired  that 
cheer  much.  If  ever  there  was  an  instance 
stronger  than  another  of  the  injustice  of 
making  a  personal  charge  on  any  Member 
without  giving  him   notice,  the  present 


was  the  one.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bandon  first  made  this  charge 
against  him  without  any  previous  intima^ 
tion,  and  set  it  forth  without  giving  the 
Christian  name  or  the  address  of  his  in- 
formant, or  even  the  year  when  those  dis- 
traints were  said  to  have  been  made.  Was 
that  fair  or  candid  ?  Would  any  gentleman 
opposite  have  considered  himself  fairly 
treated  in  having  a  charge  so  brought 
against  him  ?  It  was  his  (Mr.  O'Connell's) 
case  to-day ;  it  might  be  that  of  any  other 
Member  to-morrow.  His  friend  Mr. 
James  Butler,  than  whom  a  more  excellent 
man  did  not  exist,  had  been  now  quoted 
as  an  indirect  testimony  in  support  of  the 
charge  against  him ;  but  had  any  one  pre- 
sumed to  state  that  he  had  mentioned  any 
thing  of  the  sort  ?  There  was  no  man  for 
whom  he  had  a  higher  respect  or  regard 
than  for  Mr.  Butler,  though  no  two  men 
differed  more  in  their  religious  and  politi- 
cal opinions.  It  was  said,  also,  that  the 
statement  was  made  on  the  authority  of 
the  distrainers  and  the  distrained.  He 
said  it  was  totally  false— there  was  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  it.  It  could  not  have 
possibly  happened  at  the  time,  without  his 
knowing  something  of  it  since,  and  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bandon  had 
given  him  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
the  charge,  he  would  have  refuted  it  on 
the  instant  But  who  was  this  Mr.  Ro- 
bert Twiss,  on  whose  authority  the  charge 
rested?  He  had  been  a  magistrate,  but 
was  not  now  in  the  commission  of  the 
peace. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  intimated  his  be- 
lief that  Mr.  Twiss  was  still  in  the  oom- 
missioA. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  it  was  not  so.  Mr. 
Twiss  had  had  many  misfortunes  in  the 
world.  He  had  been  a  bankrupt,  and  had 
been  discharged  under  the  Insolvent  Act. 
But  he  would  not  dwell  on  that.  Mr. 
Twiss's  name,  however,  had  been  notorious 
for  his  want  of  strict  adherence  to  truth. 
In  fact,  for  more  than  twenty  years  he 
had  been  known  in  the  county  of  Kerry  as 
''  Lying  Bobby  Twiss."  As  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bandon,  that  he  had  boasted  of  his  rela- 
tionship to  Mr.  James  Butler,  he  would 
say  that  he  should  proudly  boast  of  it  if  it 
were  the  fact ;  but  it  was  not,  and  it  was 
not  true  that  he  had  ever  boasted  of  it,  so 
that  the  statement  was  doubly  untrue. 
But  again  let  him  ask  the  House,  was  it 
fair  to  get  up  charges  of  this  nature,  and 
in   this    manner,  against  any   man?     It* 
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would  seem  as  if  the  lion,  and  learned 
Sergeant  bad  kept  an  office  in  Dublin  for 
the  purpose  of  registering  sucb^  or  he 
would  never  have  made  a  charge  on  such 
authority ;  but  he  repeated  the  whole  was 
false. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  mi,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  that  he  kept  an 
office  in  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  reffis* 
tering  such  charges,  nothing  could  be  nir- 
ther  from  the  truth.  He  could  not  pre. 
vent  a  gentleman  from  calling  on  him  in 
his  study  and  making  the  statement  he 
did.  As  to  the  complaint  that  he  had  not 
given  him  notice  of  this  charge,  he  would 
say,  that  he  could  not  have  anticipated 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
about  to  make  an  attack  on  the  landlords 
of  Ireland. 

Subject  dropped. 

Clerks  op  Justicss  of  thb  Psacb.] 
Mr.  Lockhari  wished  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Member  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  Govern* 
ment  had  taken  any  steps  to  prevent 
clerks  of  justices  of  the  peace  in  Scotland, 
(particularly  in  Scotland  we  understood) 
from  acting  as  political  agents  in  election 
contests?  The  practice  was  most  unfair. 
He  was  aware  that  Government  had 
shown  its  disapprobation  of  it,  but  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  it  had  issued  any 
further  orders  on  the  matter? 

Mr.  F.  Mauk  said  the  Government  had 
no  power  to  make  any  further  orders  with 
respect  to  it.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  intimated  to 
the  parties  that  the  practice  of  clerks  of 
the  justice  actins  as  political  agents  was 
wrong,  and  that,  Tike  tne  clerks  to  the  she- 
riffs, they  ought  not  to  take  anv  part  as 
political  agents.  Some  of  them  had  acted 
on  the  intimation,  but  others  had  refused 
to  do  so.  Government  had  not  the  power 
to  make  any  order  on  the  subject. 

Dog  Carts.]  On  the  motion  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  chair  for  the  House 
to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Dog  Carts 
Bill, 

Mr.  Pryme  opposed  the  motion.  The 
Bill  was  an  interference  with  a  humble 
class  of  traders.  He  was  glad  to  see  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  House.  If  his  right  hon. 
FriendT  would  consent  to  allow  an  ass  to  be 
used  [laughier\  it  might  seem  very  ludi- 
crous tothe  Honse  to  name  the  animal ;  it 
might  perhaps  be  more  agreeable  to  right 


hon.  Gentlemen  if  he  called  the  animal  by 
the  name  of  donkey.  What  he  meant  to  say- 
was,  that  if  an  ass  were  allowed  to  be 
used  with  the  same  license  as  was  paid  lor 
using  a  dog,  it  would  tend  matermlly  to 
leSftvn  the  number  of  dog  carts,  at  leaol  hf 
one-tenth,  throughout  the  country.  He 
would  conclude  by  moring  that  the  Bill  be 
committed  this  day  six  months* 

Mr.  Warhurlon  seconded  the  moUoo, 
because  he  was  satisfied  that  it  was  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House  to  legislate 
on  such  trivial  matters.  Last  year  it  had 
been  attempted  to  excite  a  feeling  oo  tbe 
subject  by  appealing  to  their  humanity, 
and  stating  that  the  dog  was  not  proper 
for  a  beast  of  draught,  surely  those  wbo 
had  made  such  a  statement  must  hare 
forgotten  the  Kamschatka  dogs.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  measure  was  to  prevent  persons 
possessed  of  small  means  and  in  ramble 
life,  who  could  not  afford  to  employ  other 
animals,  from  doing  their  iiest  to  gatn  a 
livelihood.  If  the  reason  for  patting  down 
these  carts  was,  that  dogs  were  small 
animals  and  liable  to  throw  down  horses, 
then  they  oueht  to  graduate  the  dimen- 
sions of  all  animub  8u€ered  to  draw  in  the 
streets,  and  to  prohibit  Shetland  ponies. 

Sir  R.  H.  Ingiis  said,  that  having  the 
honour  to  be  one  of  the  persons  whose 
names  were  on  the  back  of  this  bill,  he 
would  just  shortly  reply  to  the  ofajeotioDS 
of  the  hon.  mover  and  seconder  of  the 
amendment,  that  the  more  slraightfor« 
wsrd  cottrse  for  getting  rid  of  this  bill 
would  be,  by  moving  that  so  much  of  tbe 
Metropolitan  Police  Act  as  relates  to  tbe 
use  of  dogs  in  drawing  carts  and  other 
vehicles  be  repealed.  He  could  not  see 
why  the  dogs  in  the  country  should  be 
treated  worse  than  the  dogs  of  London. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had  spoken 
of  the  dogs  of  Kamschalka,  hot  he  might 
have  come  still  nearer  home,  for  dogs 
were  used  ss  beasts  of  draught  in  Lap* 
land  and  in  Holland.  But  in  Lapland 
and  Kamschatka  they  ran  over  snow,  and 
in  Holland  upon  sand  ;  therefore  they  ild 
not  suffer  in  the  same  way  as  in  this 
country.  He  sopoosed,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
did  not  attach  less  importance  to  huma- 
nity now,  than  when  he  supported  the 
measure  which  applied  to  the  metropolts ; 
and  therefore  he  expected  he  woula  vote 
for  this  bill. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  committee  before  which  the 
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evMence  was  taken  whioh  led  (o  Ibe  pro- 
poMl  of  tbia  bill.  Upoa  Ibe  evideace  ad* 
doeed  before  tbat  committee  be  would 
not  give  it  bia  support*  If  tbe  question 
were  one  of  buaanity,  wby  should  don< 
keys  be  allowed  to  be  ridden  f  H^  be* 
lieved  there  were  uo  animals  wbo  were 
wtwse  used  than  donkeys,  and  if  the  ques* 
tion  weie  put  on  tbe  ground  of  humanityi 
the  bill  should  be  applied  to  them.  There 
was  no  doubt  any  animals  might  be  abuied, 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
never  be  employed.  There  were  laws  al- 
ready in  eiiaienoe  to  punish  cruelty  to 
animals,  and  he  thought  it  better  to  leave 
the  dogs  to  the  protection  of  those  laws. 
Bvery  one  night  see  thai  dogs  drew  carts 
with  the  greatest  pleasure,  at  least  they 
seamed  to  have  a  great  desire  to  do  so. 
He  thought  the  House  should  not  legis* 
late  upon  matters  which  it  would  be  much 
better  to  leave  to  tbe  good  sense  and  htt« 
mane  feellngB  of  tbe  community. 

Mr.  Eoit  replied.  He  had  introduced 
ibo  bill  Ibr  Ine  purpoee  of  suppresing 
those  cruelties  to  dogs  which  took  place 
no  less  in  the  country  than  in  town.  It 
sbonld  always  be  remembered,  tbat  the 
feet  of  doge  were  not  protected  by  nature 
eo  ae  to  enable  them  to  beer  heavy 
weights.  The  bill  wae  extremely  simple, 
following  closely  the  provisions  of'^the  Me- 
tropolitan Act,  bai  extending  it  to  the 
oountry.  The  dog^cart  nuieance  was  not 
only  onbnsive  to  humanity,  but  was  often « 
timee  piodootive  of  eerious  consequences. 
Only  withb  the  last  few  months  the  Lynn 
coach  had  been  overturned  by  a  dog* 
oart,  and  much  mischief  wae  the  result. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
allow  the  bill  to  be  proceeded  with* 

Tbe  Houie  divided  on  the  question 
that  tbe  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbe  Chair : 
--Ayea  141 ;  Noes  30 :  Majority  111. 

List  (\f  the  Ayes. 


Adare,  Visoount 
Alston,  R. 
Antrobus,  £• 
Bagre,  W. 

Baring,  rt.  hen.  F.  T. 
Bameby,  J. 
Barriogton,  Viscount 
Bell,M. 

BiaoluMone,  W.  S. 
Botfield,  B. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brodle,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 


Boiler,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  rt.  ho.  Sir  S. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Collier,  J. 
ConoUy,  £• 
Craig,  W.  O. 
Cresswell,  C. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Crofflpton,  Sir  S. 
Darby,  G.  ' 

Darlington,  Eail  of 


Denison,  W.  J. 
Douglas^  Sir  C.  E. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  bon.  W. 
Duncombe,  bon*  A. 
Duncombe,  T« 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
EgertOD,  Sir  P. 
Ellice,  rt.  hn.  £. 
Estcourt,  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Fazakerley,  J.  N. 
Fielden,  W. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Fiimer,  Sir  E. 
Filzpatrick,J.W. 
Freemanlle,  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gordon,  bon.  Captain 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulburn,  rt.  bon.  II. 
Graham,  rt  bn.  Sir  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hale,  R.  B, 
HsmiUon,  C.  J.B. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.  SirH. 
Ilarland,  W.  C, 
Heneage,  G.  W, 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.B. 
Merries,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Uinde,  J.  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Holmes,  W. 
Hope,  bon.  C. 
Hotharo,  Lord 
Iloustoun,  G. 
Howard,  P.H. 
Hompbery,  J. 
Hart,  F. 
Hutt,  W. 
Irton,  S. 
James,  W. 
Kelburne,  Viscount 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lambton,  II. 
Law,  bon*  C.  E. 
Lowtber.  hn.  Colonel 
Lowtber,  J.  H. 
Lushington,  rt.  hn.  S. 
Lygon,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mabon,  Viscount 


Martin,  J. 
Maule,  bon.  F. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J» 
Morgan,  O. 
Nicboll,  J. 
Noel,  hon.  C.  G. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ord,  W. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Colonel 
Pakingtoo,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peel^  rt.  bn.  Sir  R« 
Pigot,  rt.  bon.  D. 
Piumptre,  J.  P. 
Price,  R, 
Pusey,  P. 

Rae,  right  hn.  Sir  W. 
Rice,  bon.  £.  R. 
Rich,  U. 
Roche,  W. 
Rolleston,  L. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  Lord  J, 
Scbolefield,  J. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  G, 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  G.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Sir  G.  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotberon,  T.  E. 
Spencer,  hn.  Captain 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sugden,  rt.  bn.  Sir  E. 
Troubridee,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Tyiell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  SirC.  B. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wilbrabam,  bon.  B. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLERS. 

East,  J.B. 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H . 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aiasworth,  P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  11. 
Baines,  E. 
Bryan,  0. 
Bulier,  C. 
Courtenay,  P. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Brans,  O. 


Hawes,  B. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Herbert,  bon,  S. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  J, 
Jones,  J. 

Laboochere,  rt.  bn.  H. 
Mscaulsy,  rt.  hn.  T.  B, 
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Milton,  Viscount 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Parker,  J, 

Rawdon,  Col.  J,  D. 
Richards,  R. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
Sanfora,  E.  A. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 


Strutt,  £. 
Thornely,  T. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 

TELLERS. 

Pryme,  G. 
Warburton^H. 


House  in  Committee. 

On  the  first  clause, 

Mr.  Warburton  sold f  that  by  that  clause, 
if  a  child  were  riding  upon  a  Newfound- 
land dog  in  a  private  garden,  a  constable 
might  enter  the  garden,  take  the  parties 
before  a  sitting  magistrate,  and  have  them 
convicted  in  the  penalties  of  the  Act. 

Colonel  Salwey  thought  such  legisla- 
tion was  wholly  unworthy  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Fox  MauU  said,  the  bill  was  con- 
fined to  high  roads,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  put  a  forced'  construction  on  the 
clause. 

Clause  with  amendments  agreed  to. 

On  the  clause  authorising  constables  to 
apprehend  offenders  without  a  warrant, 
and  take  them  before  a  magistrate,  being 
put, 

Mr.  Warburton  proposed,  that  it  should 
be  omitted  altogether. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  a  policeman 
had  no  power  to  take  up  a  person  guilty 
of  an  assault  without  a  warrant,  but  in 
the  graver  offence  of  employing  a  dog  to 
draw  a  cart,  it  appeared  that  he  was  to  have 
the  power.     He  complained  of  this  great 
legislative  enactment,  that  it  was  imper- 
fect, inasmuch  as  it  made  no  provision  for 
the  objects  of  its  peculiar  care.     When 
they   had  taken   up  the  man,  what  did 
they  propose  to  do  with  the  dog?  He  was 
deprived   of  his  only  natural  protector, 
and  did  they  intend  to  leave  him  to  the 
wide  world,  without  any  food  but  such  as 
he  could  get  by  chance  without  attacking 
some  unfortunate  passenger.     A  bill  was 
brought  in  by  a  worthy  Alderman  some 
years  since,  for  the  prevention  of  hydro- 
phobia, which  had  been  treated  with  great 
ridicule  by   the  right  hon.   Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth.     One  clause  of 
that  bill  empowered  a  constable  to  take 
up  any  mad  dog.     In  consequence  of  va- 
rious imperfections  that  bill  was  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  Members  of 
which  had,  he  supposed,  been  chosen  for 
their  names.    These  were  Mr.  Lamb,  Mr. 
Fox,  and  him8elf(Mr.*'Buir'er) — whowas 
at  the  time  a  very  young  Member.    That 
committee^  however,  bad  elicited  tome 


most  important  medical  testimony*  from 
which  it  appeared,  that  hydrophobia  was 
one  of  the  rarest  diseases  known,  and  that 
it  never  originated  spontaneously,  but  was 
always  the  consequence  of  absolute  con- 
tagion. The  hon.  Member  for  Shoreham 
supported  the  measure  on  the  ground  of 
humanity  to  bad  riders,  as  dog«caits 
made  horses  shy,  and  unhorsed  gentlemen 
who  were  not  very  firm  in  their  saddles ; 
but  if  they  were  to  legislate  for  the  safeU 
of  gentlemen  who  could  not  ride  well, 
they  ought  to  go  further*  Many  horses 
shyed  at  a  wheelbarrow — ^and  he  never 
knew  a  horse  who  would  pass  a  knife- 
grinder's  wheel  without  shying.  There- 
fore, if  they  wished  to  carry  out  the 
Legislative  foresight  for  gentlemen  who 
could  not  ride  well  to  the  full,  they  ought 
to  follow  up  this  great  measure,  by  a  bill 
against  knife  grinders'  wheels  and  wheel- 
barrows. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  other 
clauses. 

The  House  resumed ;  Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

Dakisii  Claims.]  Mr.  Cressweli 
moved,  that  the  House  do  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to 
address  her  Majesty  on  the  subject  of  the 
Danish  Claims. 

The  Solicitor-General  said,  it  was  on* 
doubtedly  true  that  a  resolution  had  been 
adopted  by  the  House  for  an  address  to 
the  Crown  on  the  subject  of  these  claims, 
the  amount  of  which  was  somewhere  about 
270,0002.  He  was  sure  it  would  be  gra- 
tifying to  the  House  to  afford  relief  to 
any  persons  who  had  sustained  loss,  bal 
he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  vote  away 
so  large  a  sum  of  the  public  money  with- 
out taking  into  consideration  the  cirenm- 
stances  under  which  these  claims  were 
made.  On  the  present  occasion,  he  felt, 
that  the  amount  was  of  very  little  import- 
ance, compared  to  the  principle  involved 
in  it.  The  House  was  no  doubt  aware  of 
the  general  nature  of  these  claims.  On 
two  occavons  lately  it  had  been  discussed 
in  that  House.  It  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  arguments  did  not  embrsce  the  entire 
principle.  The  compensation  asked  on 
the  present  occasion,  was  compensation 
for  the  loss  of  certain  ships  and  goods^ 
which  were  seized  by  the  Danish  Oovem- 
ment  in  1807,  in  consequence  of  the  at- 
tack that  had  been  made  on  Copenhagen 
by  this  country.  About  thkty  yeers  sobis* 
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quent  to  the  leisuresi  was  the  first  time 
an  application  was  made  to  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  subject.  The  first  ap- 
plication was  made  for  compensation  for 
the  loss  sustained  by  certain  individuals 
for  the  confiscation  of  debts  which  Jiad 
been  owing  by  Danish  subjects  to  the 
subjects  of  that  country,  and  which  had 
been  confiscated  in  consequence  of  the 
events  to  which  be  had  alluded.  Subse- 
quently there  was  a  compensation  de- 
manded for  goods  on  shore,  which  had 
been  seized  by  the  Danish  Government. 
A  discussion  took  place,  and  it  appeared 
to  the  House,  that  tbey  ought,  with  pro- 
priety, to  sanction  those  claims  of  com- 
pensation. The  ground  on  which  these 
claims  were  urged  by  Sir  James  Mackin- 
tosh, were  very  general,  but  they  were  to 
the  eflfect,  that  the  goods  seized,  and  the 
debts  confiscated,  were  seized  and  confis- 
cated contrary  to  the  law  of  nations,  and 
that  where  the  Qoyernment  did  not  enforce 
redress,  they  were  bound  to  make  good 
the  claims  of  their  own  subjects.  That 
point  was  discussed  more  than  once,  and 
undoubtedly  it  did  seem,  that  the  princi- 
ple which  had  been  laid  down  and  acted 
upon  was,  that  if  the  government  of  the 
people  suffering  the  injustice  did  not  think 
It  right  to  enforce  compensation  from  the 
offending  Government,  the  burthen  was 
transferred  to  the  Government  to  which 
the  party  belonged.  The  concession  of 
those  claims  gave  rise  to  an  application, 
in  the  year  1834  or  1836,  on  behalf  of 
the  owners  of  ships  and  goods  which  had 
been  seized  afloat,  and  encouraged  by  the 
success  of  the  previous  application,  peti- 
tions were  presented  on  behalf  of  this 
claim.  Various  statements  had  been  made 
to  the  House  in  relation  to  the  facts,  on 
a  former  occasion,  when  the  subject  of 
the  claim  was  brought  before  the  House, 
when  it  was  negatived.  It  had  since  been 
advocated  by  several  hon.  Members.  Al- 
though the  principle  he  had  referred  to 
was  adopted  by  the  House  in  relation  to 
debts  and  goods  on  shore,  no  such  au- 
thority was  applicable  to  the  present 
S[oestion,  because  it  stood  on  a  different 
doting,  and  involved  a  principle  which 
was  totally  different.  He  woula  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  distinct  state- 
ment of  the  facts,  as  many  speeches  had 
been  made  in  that  House  on  the  subject, 
which  yaried  somewhat  as  to  the  true 
statement  respecting  the  origin  of  these 
^leims.    It  woold  be  material  for  the 


House  to  attend  to  the  state  of  relations 
existing  between  this  country  and  Den- 
mark at  the  time  of  the  seizure  of  the 
ships  and  goods.  On  the  27th  of  July 
1807,  the  English  fleet  sailed  from  this 
country  with  sealed  orders,  and  arrived 
early  in  August  in  the  Great  Belt,  and 
cut  off  all  communication  between  Zeal- 
and and  the  continent.  From  the  3d  of 
August  negociations  were  prosecuted  by 
Mr.  Jackson,  seeking  for  the  surrender  of 
the  Danish  fleet,  for  the  security  of  this 
country.  Upon  the  16th  of  August — a 
most  important  date — the  Danish  Govern- 
ment issued  a  proclamation,  stating  that 
the  English  Envoy  had  on  the  13th  de- 
clared that  hostilities  would  commence, 
and  therefore,  that  the  two  countries 
were  at  war ;  and  then  gave  orders  for  the 
seizure  and  detention  of  British  property. 
Now,  as  very  much  had  been  said  on 
every  occasion,  on  the  subject  of  want  of 
notice  of  caution  on  the  part  of  those  in 
possession  of  the  ships  and  goods  which 
were  ultimately  seized  by  the  Danish  go- 
vernment, and  for  which  compensation 
was  claimed,  he  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  House  the  circumstances  which  oc- 
curred at  this  date,  the  16th,  long  before 
the  seizure  of  the  property.  A  proclama- 
tion was  issued  by  the  Danish  govern- 
ment, stating,  that  the  two  countries  were 
at  war  of  the  same  date.  Admiral  Gam- 
bier  published  a  document  explaining  the 
objects  of  the  expedition,  seeking  the  pos- 
session of  the  Danish  fleet,  and  threaten- 
ing capture  in  case  of  refusal.  On  the 
24th,  the  Danish  government  issued  a  fur- 
ther manifesto,  and  on  the  25th  of  Au« 
gust,  the  Admiral,  who  was  the  officer  of 
this  country,  issued  an  order  for  the  de- 
tention of  the  Danish  vessels.  On  the 
2nd  of  September,  the  bombardment  of 
Copenhagen  took  place,  and  on  the  same 
day  there  was  an  order  in  council  issued 
for  the  seizure  of  Danish  ships.  On  the 
23d  of  September,  a  manifesto  was  issued 
by  Great  oritain,  and  on  the  4th  of  No- 
vember, there  was  a  declaration  of  war. 
Now,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
which  bad  taken  place  on  this  subject, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheauer  had  pro- 
tested against  being  supposed  to  sanction 
the  claim.  The  matter  was  referred  to  a 
committee,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  facts 
connected  with  the  claims ;  and  a  report 
was  ultimately  obtained  in  July  last  upon 
these  facts.  That  report  gave  the  dates 
on  which  the  seizures  had  been  made* 
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H«  bttd  called  ilie  ftttentioti  of  that  Hoaie 
to  the  data  of  tha  16lh  of  Augu«t.  One 
taaael  was  teiied  on  tha  12dd  of  August, 
and  four  en  the  25tb.  In  the  month  of 
Saptember,  thara  ware  fiva.  Tha  whola 
of  tha  ramainder  were  saiEcd  at  a  later 
pBtiod^  eKtendtng  through  Saptebiber,  Oo- 
tobar,  and  Novambar,  and  the  alatm  to 
whioh  ha  bad  raferrad  ambracad  tha  whola 
oflhaeaoaplorasdown  to  tha  month  of  Da* 
denibar.  Now  what  waa  the  ground  tipon 
which  the  House  was  justified  in  imposing 
a  burthen  exceeding  a  quarter  of  a  million 
on  dbe  puMio  in  ropeot  of  theee  captures  ? 
Howe?er  much  it  might  be  lamented  that 
puUio  events  should  inflict  loss  upon  indi* 
ridttflJa»  it  waa  not  a  raceifed  principle 
that  taxes  should  be  imposedi  and  that 
compensation  should  be  plod  by  the  public 
to  individuals  who  uuffurtunately  stmered 
from  the  operations  of  war.  It  required 
aomething  more  than  that  an  enemy  snould 
have  saiMd  the  property  of  indinduals  to 
warrant  the  House  in  voting  public  money 
to  relieve  the  sufferen.  If  these  vessels 
had  been  seised  according  to  the  lawa 
war  as  observed  amongst  dviliaed  nations^ 
on  what  ground  could  the  House  distin- 
guish the  Danish  claims  from  the  claim 
of  the  immense  class  of  ruined  persona 
who  had  suffered  from  the  seizures  of 
France,  Russia,  and  other  nations?  It  was 
most  material  to  see  whether  there  was 
any  real  ground  of  distinction.  He  had 
cautiously  attended  to  the  grounds  urged 
at  various  times  in  order  to  induce  the 
House  to  vote  the  public  monev.  First  of 
all,  it  had  been  stated,  that  tnese  indivi- 
duals had  a  claim  to  compensation,  because 
they  had  no  notice  of  the  intention  of  this 
country  to  commence  hostilities  with  Den- 
mark; tliat  they  embarked  upon  their 
voyage,  and  remained  in  the  Baltic  in  fliU 
confidence  that  the  amicable  relations  be- 
tween this  country  and  Denmark  were 
not  likely  to  be  disturbed.  He  presumed 
that  something  more  must  be  shown  than 
that  the  Government  did  not  give  notice 
to  the  merchants  of  this  country  when  they 
were  about  to  commence  hostile  operations 
or  to  commit  a  hostile  act,  or  to  commence 
a  war  against  another  power.  Whoever 
attended  to  the  circumstances  attending 
the  seianre  of  the  Danlah  fleet  would  per« 
eelve  that  the  slightest  previous  intimation 
of  the  intention  of  the  Qovemment,  if  it 
Had  not  totally  defeated  the  immensely  im« 
portant  iuUeot  whidi  was  gained  1^  the 
•siaure  of  the  Danish  float,  would  at  least 
have  added  very  greatly  to  thodiflculty  of 


the  enterprise.  It  was  impoasibie,  eonsiat- 
tent  with  public  duty,  and  with  noblie  po- 
licy, that  the  Government  oouki  hure  been 
justified  in  giring  such  information.  No 
notice,  therefore  was  given  prior  to  the 
sailing  of  the  fleet,  except  what  waa  af« 
forded  by  thoee  public  acta  to  whidi  lie 
had  referred.  He  preaotted  that  wh«i  ilie 
British  fleet  appeued  oflT  Copenhagea,  aad 
ocoupted  die  station  which  it  did,  no  asan 
in  his  setiaea  would  draw  any  other  inlar* 
enca  than  that  it  waa  extremely  probable 
that  hostilitieB  would  take  place*  The  vaa» 
sola  did  not  arrive  there  owtainly  with  aar 
view  to  oreserre  peaoa  ia  any  aenaa  wbicli 
oould  indnoe  persona  to  auppoae  that  paaoe 
waa  seoora*  JBut  thta  fleet  arriving  Umr 
at  tha  data  he  had  uentionad— -on  the  8d 
of  ^uguat^Mthese  vassals  coatiauad  thaiw. 
He  would  not  say  that  b?  auch  candvct 
they  had  acted  imprudenthr.  While  the 
fleet  waa  there,  he  would  not  deny  Imt 
that  they  were  aafe  enough  i  hut  wbare 
they  traced  the  oourse  of  evanto,  and  found 
these  vessels  ramaiain|^  after  the  Eagliah 
fleet  had  left  the  BaltiCi  taking  with  ttian 
the  Danish  fleet  aad  storee^  no  one  ooald 
contend  but  that  thev  had  had  abondaot 
information  given  to  tliem,  aufllicient  to  put 
any  prudent  person  upon  their  guard  I  lie 
begged  the  House  to  notice  what  the 
principle  waa  on  which  thia  oompenaation 
was  Claimed — and  to  what  that  principle 
would  lead.  If  that  country  found  it  ne- 
cessaryi  on  a  sudden  emergency  to  make  aa 
attack  on  a  Foreign  Power,  and^  the  Fo> 
rcign  Power  should  seize  on  British  pro* 
perty— thus  circumstanced^  would  that 
make  a  claim  for  compensation.  He  be- 
seeched  the  House  to  look  to  the  public 
consequences  to  which  such  a  principle 
must  lead.  He,  therefore,  thought  the 
argument  that  they  had  not  had  sufficient 
intimation  waa  one  which  was  not  ap|dica- 
ble  in  the  present  instance.  But  it  waa 
said  the  House  ought  to  consider  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  under  whidi  toat 
fleet  had  gone  to  Denmark.  As  for  aa  be 
could  gather  them  the  drcumstancea  were 
these.  The  Government  of  tiie  daj 
havinff  no  doubt,  obtained  secret  informa- 
tion of  the  foct,  understood  that  ttia  Daalafa 
Government  bad  agreed  to  give  Boomi' 
parte  the  use  of  ihSr  fleet  to  serve  agalaat 
this  country*  In  foct  there  waa  a  aecret 
aHicIe  to  that  effect  in  the  Treaty  oTTUsit. 
The  British  Oovenmeot  having  obCainad 
information  of  that  foct,  acted  In  antidpa^ 
tion  of  the  secret  artida.  Thay  foood  tba 
Daniab  Goianasant  waa  a  weak  Oofwa* 
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nent  comimnd  with  the  French,  and 
knew  that  they  had  agreed  to  aid  the 
French  against  this  country  by  the  loan  of 
the  Danish  fleeti  and  undoubtedly,  and  he 
thought  rightly,  before  that  secret  urtide 
could  be  acted  on,  the  Goremnieat 
thought  it  right  to  sare  this  country  from 
the  dangerous  position  in  which  it  would 
he  plmcSk  by  tiie  execution  of  that  secret 
article  of  the  treaty  by  sending  to  Denmark 
and  seising  the  fleet.  If  a  weak  man  po8« 
sessed  an  instrument  capable  of  destroying 
you,  and  a  strong  man*  your  enemy,  had 
induced  the  weak  man  to  lend  him  that 
iaatrnment,  and  you  knew  it  before  handj 
who  weold  hesitate  to  arrest  that  weapon 
from  his  hand?  It  was  not  possible  to 
discuss  such  a  question  on  narrow  grounds. 
But  he  did  not  apprehend  that  the  pro* 
prieiy  or  impropriety  of  that  war  had  anv- 
thing  to  do  with  tlie  legal  iMurt  of  the 
question.  They  were  not  to  decide  on  claims 
ror  compensation  by  looking  back  to  the 
history  of  the  justice  or  the  injustice  of  the 
war.  That  question  was  to  be  decided  on 
other  principles.  He  knew  that  some  per* 
sons  considered  the  seiaure  of  the  Danish 
fleet  an  act  of  great  aggression^  but  it 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  result  for  the 
country  if  they  should  lay  it  down  as  a 
principle  that  because  in  the  opinion  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  community  hostili^ 
ties  were  unjustifiable,  that  therdfors  Mr- 
ties  thus  situated  should  be  entitlea  to 
compensation.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
a  oonrersation  stated  to  hare  taken  place 
between  Admiral  Gambier  ;  and  certain 
persons  interested  in  these  claims  Ht  the 
time  the  fleet  were  in  the  Daltic«  It  bad 
been  stated,  that  two  persons  asked  the 
Ailmiral  if  they  might  not  safely  go  up 
the  Baltic,  and  that  the  Admiral  had  told 
them  they  might.  Now  that  conversation 
had  been  mentioned  thirty  years  after  it 
was  stated  to  have  taken  place,  when  Ad- 
miral Gambier  was  dead,  and  when  the 
only  witnesses  to  it  wero  the  persons  inter-* 
ested  in  making  the  claims*  He  thought 
no  one  could  doubt  that  such  eridence  was 
not  sufficient  to  wammt  them  in  coming 
to  a  decision  on  the  subject,  more  espe- 
cially when  they  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
datee  when,  or'  the  circumstances  under 
which  such  conrersations  took  |riace*  He 
knew  that  the  Goyernment  had  caused 
search  to  be  made  among  the  public  docu* 
ments,  in  order  to  dieootrer  if  any  could  be 
disoorered  to  justify  the  opinion  that  the 
OoTemment  of  the  day  had  misled  the 
megehants»  but  no  such  document  oould  be 


found.  He  would,  therefoie,  saj,  that 
neither  the  recent  or  prerious  motion»  nor 
the  justice  or  injustice  of  the  war»  formed 
any  ground  for  granting  compensation  in 
the  present  instanee.  The  next  ground 
alleged  was,  that  the  English  fleet  was  in 
the  Qaltic  for  a  certain  time,  and  had  left 
it  without  protection.  Now  he  (the  S<>li«* 
citor-general)  presumed  that  those  who 
were  there  were  not  in  a  situation  in 
which  facts  so  notorious  and  open  to  the 
public  aa  the  British  fleet  being  in  the 
Baltic  and  having  the  whole  Danish  fleet 
in  its  possession  were  not  known  to  theui. 
The  very  fact  of  its  leaving  the  Baltic  wai 
too  notorious  for  such  a  state  of  things, 
and  the  state  of  afiairs  was  such  that  no 
individual  could  be  without  some  knew* 
ledge  of  them,  and  ought  not  to  have  suf* 
fer^  .property  and  goMs  to  remain  in  tliose 
ships  under  an  idea  that  drcumstaneee 
would  alter  the  position  in  which  they 
wers  then  placed^  mmI  that  protection  would 
be  afforded  them.  Was  it  a  ground  for 
composition  if  any  department  of  the  Go* 
verntaent  of  the  day  had  left  that  or  any 
part  of  the  world  without  protectioo^ 
whereby  the  property  of  individuals  was 
hostilely  seiaea  ?  Was  that  a  ground  upon 
which  the  House  could  yote  public  money 
by  way  of  compensation.  Blame  might  be 
passed  on  such  a  Government  for  this 
neglecti  but  he  did  not  recollect  ever  to 
have  heard  or  read  that,  because  protection 
had  not  been  afibrded  in  some  parts  of  the 
world  that  those  who  had  suffered  by  the 
neglect  were  to  receive  a  compensation  by 
a  TOte  of  that  House.  The  complaint  that 
protection  had  not  been  aflbrdea  had  been 
repeatedly  made  and  brought  before  the 
House  I  but  he  believed  it  had  never  been 
followed  up  by  a  vote  of  public  money  for 
compensation.  Another  ground  urged  was, 
that  if  the  House  thought  fit  to  grant 
compensation  for  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
connscation  of  the  debts  and  goods  ashore 
that  it  ought,  therefore,  to  do  equal  justice 
and  to  extend  compensation  to  ships  and 
goods  afloat.  He  believed  that  the 
House  was  induced  to  vote  such  com* 
peneation  upon  very  distinct  prindplee* 
On  a  public  principle,  not  taken  up  for 
the  occasion,  but  one  that  was  supported 
by  the  books  and  authorities.  After 
compensation  liad  been  afforded  to  these 
wlio  bad  sustained  losses  in  respect  to  what 
he  had  adverted,  it  was  urged>  on  the  part 
of  the  present  claimants,  that  those  indi- 
viduals  had  no  just  claim.  If  it  was  true 
that  the  confiscation  of  goods  on  iliore  wai 
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contrary  to  the  law  of  nations-^if  that  was 
true,  said  they,  you  granteci  compensatioD 
when   the   principle  was   not  called  for, 
for  when  you  made  your  treaty  with  Den- 
mark you  made  it  to  the  effect  that  debts 
should  not  be  recoverable,  notwithstanding 
compensation;    but   that  statement   was 
never  made  to  the  House  till  long  after 
the  compensation    was    granted    by  the 
House.     The  House  granted  the  compen- 
sation on  the  grounds  he  had  stated,  and 
it  was  urged  by  Sir  James  Mackintosh  in 
the  first  instance,  and  that  argument  was 
afterwards  granted  by  other  hon.  Members 
that  the  country  haid  stipulated  for  the 
redress.    Now,  if  that  argument  was  well 
(bunded,  the  subsequent  stipulation  over- 
rode the  original  claim.     In  that  instance 
the  House,  in  allowing  compensation  acted 
upon  a  distinct  ground,  but  then  it  was 
stated,  that  though  the  House  had  granted 
compensation,  and  though  the  country  had 
stipulated  for  the  redress,   that  it  could 
not  be  maintained,  and  it  was  subsequently 
stated  that  the  subjects  of  this  country  did 
not  desire  it.     He  knew  not  how  that  might 
be,  but  he  knew  that  many  had  applied 
for  it.     He  repeated  that  the  House  had 
never  sanctioned  the  principle  on  which 
the  present  claim  was  founded,  and  that 
the  former  claim  had  been  granted  on  en- 
tirely different  grounds.  There  wasanother 
fact  which  had  been  stated,  and  he  appre- 
hended it  was  one  which  had  made  a  con- 
siderable impression  on  the   House,  and 
probably  went  far  in  inducing  it  to  be  ac- 
ceded to  the  late  motion  upon  the  subject ; 
it  was  this,  that  this  country  at  the  time 
had  seized  Danish  property  to  a  very  great 
amount ;  and  it  was  said  that  as  we  had, 
possessed  ourselves  of  property  amount- 
ing to  upwards  of  one  million  sterling, 
the  petitioners  who  had  suffered  by  the 
acts  of  hostilities  ought  to  be  compensated 
out  of  that  fund.  That  argument  appeared 
plausible  enough,  but  it  rested  upon  pre- 
cisely the  same  grounds  as  the  claim  which 
the  subjects  of  a  country  might  make  for 
their  losses  they  had  sustained  from  an 
enemy,  while  they  sought  to  be  indemni- 
fied out  of  the  property  which  the  country 
had  got  as  the  fruits  of  the  war.    It  did 
not  appear  to  him  that  the  proximity  in 
point  of  date  of  the  seizure  or  the  Danish 
to  the  seizure  of  the  British  property  in 
any  respect  affected  the  principle.    It  was 
no  just  ground  of  compensation  that  that 
country,  in  the  course  of  its  hostilities  with 
another,  acquired  property  of  great  value, 
that  certainly  was  no  ground  for  putting 


forward  a  claim  for  oompensatioo.     Socii 
a  principle  would  lead  to  very  extensive 
consequences,  and  very  ereat  embarrass- 
ment.    The  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Lord   Althorp)    said,    that     these 
claims  not  having  been  made  for  thirty 
yeara  afterwards,  the  fund  had  been  long 
since  exhausted,  or  if  not,  that  a  very 
small   and    insignificant    sum     remaiQcd 
available.    Let  not  the  House  act   upon 
the  presumption  that  that  country  had 
had  the  benefit  of  a  large  surplus  amouot 
of  property  taken  from  the  Danish  natioo 
beyond  the  payments  appropriated  to  the 
subject.     From  his  inquiries  on  the  matter 
in  order  to  ascertain  what  was  his  doty 
with  respect  to  these  claims,  he  had  learned 
that  no  such  fund  now  existed,  and  it 
would  be  a  gross  injustice  to  vote  away  the 
public  money  under  the  erroneous  impres- 
sion that  such  a  fund  was  available.     He 
believed  he  had  stated  the  various  argu- 
ments that  had  been  urged  in  the  discus- 
sions that  had  taken  place  on  the  subject. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  referred 
to  some  authorities  which  he  said  sanctioned 
these  payments.     If  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friena  tnought  there  were  any  such  au- 
thorities, let  him  point  them  out,  for  he 
had  not  been  able  to  ascertain  that  such 
claims  as    the    present    were    anywhere 
mentioned  by  the  law  of  nations.     If  the 
Danish  Government,  in  seizing  the  goods 
and  ships,  were  in  the  course  of  legitimate 
warfare — if  they  committed  that  infraction 
according  to  the  laws  and  rules  by  which 
the  civilized  nations  conducted  their  war. 
fare,  then  what  was  there  in  that  case 
whereby,  according  to  general  principles, 
thesufi^rere  were  entitled  to  compensation 
at  the  public  expense  for  losses  sustained 
in  the  course  of  legitimate  warfare.  Nobody 
had  ever  attempted  to  deny  that  the  war- 
fiue  was  legitimate  on  the  part  of  the 
Danes.     He  heard  the  echo  of  the  word 
legitimate.  Probably  an  impression  existed 
in  the  Quarter   from    which   that  sound 
emanatea    that   the    warfare  could   not 
be  legitimate  on  the  part  of  the  Danesp 
if  that  warfare  was  induced  by  a  wrong- 
ful   act   on    the    part   of  our    Govern- 
ment.   The  question  was,  had  the  Danes, 
in  seizing  the  property,  committed  any  act 
by  which  the  claim  of  those  who  suffered 
was  justified.     Many  persons  differed  as  to 
the  propriety  of  the  act  of  this  Govern- 
ment in  commencing  hostilities,  but  nobody 
had  denied  that  the  Danes  were  justifiea> 
if  they  thought  fit,  in  seizing  the  property 
of  the  subjects  of  this  country.    It  was  of- 
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ereat  importance  when  that  House  voted 
Lge  sums  of  money  as  compensation  to 
persons  standing  in  a  situation  analogous 
to  that  of  the  present  })etitioner8^  that  the 
act  should  be  intelligible  on  general  prin- 
ciples.     The  House  should   not,  in  its 
TOtes,  give  rise  to  the  probability  of  an 
opinion  arising,  that  it  was  influenced  by 
favour  to  this  or  that   class  of  persons. 
The  vote  should  be  given  on  broad  intelli- 
gible public  principles.     He  was  satisfied 
that  if  that  came  to  be*  distinctly  stated, 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  advocated  the  cause 
of  those  petitioners,  would  perceive  that 
there  was  no  just  foundation    for  those 
claims.    He  therefore,  had  culled  the  at. 
tention  of  the  House  to  the  facts,  out  of 
which  those  claims  arose,  and  he  certainly 
fitiled  to  discover  any  ground  upon  which 
this  House  would  vote  compensation  in  the 
present  instance,  which  could  not  be  ad- 
vanced by  any  set  of  persons  who  might 
suffer  by  war.     He  did  not  think  that  those 
claimants  suffered  as  much  as  the  persons 
from  whom  Russia  had  made  its  immense 
seizure.     He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
diflicult  to  prove  that  the  claims  of  those 
who  suffered  by  the  Russian  seizure  stood 
higher  than  the  present  claims.     For  it 
was  more  than  doubtful  that  the  Russians 
acted  accordingto  the  laws  of  war  when  they 
seized  the  property  he  alluded  to.     He 
trusted  the  House  would  address  its  at- 
tention to  those  general  public  powers  on 
which  the  claims   of  compensation    was 
made,  and  say  whether  it  was  one  which 
they  could  impartially  and  honestly  grant. 
He  would  be  the  last  man  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  compensation,  if  those  individuals 
could  sustain  a  well-founded  claim.     He 
thought  no  such  grounds  existed,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  perceive  that 
the  first  resolution  adopted  with  respect  to 
the  claim^  whereby  it  was  rejected,  was  a 
fitting  one ;  and  that  the  last  arose  from 
some  such  cause,  or  the  eloquence  of  the 
gentleman  who  advocated  the  daim.     As 
there  were  no  fresh  grounds  for  sustaining 
the  claim,  he  hoped  the  House  would  op- 
pose going  into  committee  on  the  question. 
The  Eon.  and  learned  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  as  an  amendment,  that  the 
House  would  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee on  that  day  three  months. 

Sir  Stratford  Canning  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  on  this  question.  He  considered 
the  frequent  discussions  of  this  question 
and  the  votes  to  which  the  House  had  pre- 
viously come  respecting  it,  was  h  sufficient 
justification  for  the  present  motion^— fori 


the  House  had  already  passed  three  subse- 
quent votes  on  this  subject,  not  in  previous 
Parliaments,  but  during  the  existence  of 
the  present  House  of  Commons.    Without 
recurring  to  any  previous  knowledge  of  the 
proceedings  he  considered  he  was  at  least 
bound  to  support  the  votes  he  had  given. 
After  the  House  had  gone  this  length  it 
was  for  the  Government  to  consider  whe« 
ther  there  were  any  circumstances  such  as 
would    not  warrant  them  to   take  those 
steps  which  could  carry  the  votes  of  the 
House  into  effect.    As  on  those  former  oc- 
casions he  had  voted  with  the  majority  he 
should  vote  with  his  learned  Friend  on  the 
present  occasion.     He  was  well  aware  of 
the  distinction  the  hon.  and  learned  So- 
licitor-general had  drawn   between  these 
claims,  as  related  to  one  part  of  the  pro- 
perty concerned  and  those  which  related  to 
the  other  part.     If  he  rightly  understood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  former  claims  rested  on 
this  ground,  that  the  Danes  in  confiscating 
this  property  had  exceeded   the   law  of 
nations.    He  was  perfectly  well  aware  of 
the  peculiar    relations   between  England 
and  Denmark,  at  the  breaking  out  of  the 
war  in  the  year  1807.    That  principle  if 
fairly  applied  to  other  cases  left  this  case 
an  exception.    With  regard  to  the  time  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's argument  was  valid,  for  the  other 
claims  that  were  satisfied  were  not  brought 
forward  until  thirty  years  after  they  had 
accrued.     It  depended  entirely  upon  the 
circumstances  under  which  that  war  com- 
menced, and  he  must  be  allowed  to  observe 
that  this  being  established  all  that  had 
been  said  about  the  danger  of  introducing 
bad  precedents  was  set  aside.     It  would 
appear  that  on  that  occasion  the  Danish 
government  had  thought  it  right  to  exer- 
cise what  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  was  a  legiti- 
mate right,   and  they  appeared  to  nave 
exercised  it  with  every  wish  to  maintain 
pacific    relations    with     us.      We    had 
showed    our    specific   intentions  by   the 
armament   we    had    sent   out  so  as  to 
take  away  from  the  Danes   all    excuse 
for  resistance.     It  appeared  that  no  em- 
bargo was  made  in  tfiis  country  till  long 
after  the  squadron  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  merchants  might  have  presumed  that 
negotiations  in  the  presence  of  so  large  a 
squadron  would  have  had  apeaceable  effect, 
or  at  least  have  suflSced  for  their  protec- 
tion.   These    circumstances  justified  his 
hon.  Friend  in  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
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ject.  Iliere  were  great  peculiarities  in 
thia  cttBO'  peculiarities  so  great  as  to  ren- 
der persens  concerned  entitled  to  indem- 
nityi  to  which,  under  other  circumstances^ 
ihey  would  not  be  entitled.  If  it  were  not 
^for  these  extreme  peculiarities,  he  should 
be  one  of  the  first  to  recognise  the  danger 
of  acceding  to  these  claims ;  but  he  relt 
that  he  was  justified  in  giving  his  vote  for 
this  motion*  Whatever  might  be  their 
ulterior  prooeedingSi  he  thought  the  House 
was  bound  to  follow  up  the  votes  they  had 
alroady  given. 

Mr*  Hume  said-^Sir,  this  subject  has 
been  so  often  before  the  House,  and  so 
well  argued  by  both  parties,  that  I  really 
do  not  consider  that  much  time  ought  now 
to  be  occupied  with  it.  I  cannot  but  ex- 
press my  regret,  that  the  learned  Solicitor- 
general  did  not  favour  us  on  a  former  oc- 
oa»ion  with  his  views  on  this  subject,  that 
we  might,  in  the  first  instance,  have  had 
the  benefit  of  his  learning  and  research, 
and  an  opportunity  of  looking  into  thoM 
hciM  to  wliich  he  has  alluded,  although  I 
must  say  I  have  not  been  able  to  discover 
any  novelty  nor  much  discrimination  in 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  has 
addressed  to  the  House.  It  u  now  nearly 
twenty  years  since  I  first  took  part  in 
these  diacussions*  On  the  first  class  the 
juatioe  of  the  dairo  was  still  more  maniftstt 
but  the  same  arguments  which  have  been 
uied  by  the  learned  Solicitor^general  were 
urged  against  the  first  dans.  The  House 
of  Commoo»i  howeirer«  decided  in  bvour 
of  the  daim.  The  same  arguments  wers 
•dduoed  against  the  second  dasa ;  and  yet 
the  House  of  Commons  agreed  to  the  vote. 
The  Same  arguments  have  been  brought 
against  the  third  dasa ;  the  matter  has 
undergone  conaiderable  disoussion»  and 
three  votes  have  been  taken  upon  it  Sir^ 
I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen* 
thiman  should  have  attempted  to  induce 
the  House  not  to  accede  to  this  motion^  by 
stating  that  the  funds  received  from  Den* 
mark  are  now  exhausted.  We  know  fiill 
well  that  l,900,000/.j  came  into  the  British 
Exchequer,  and  of  tliis  sum  not  more  than 
600,000/.  has  been  paid.  Thejntereat 
alone  would  have  doubled  that  amount. 
From  the  drcumstance  that  the  hon.  and 
leained  Gentleman  has  reeorted  to  that 
thivadbare  aif  umenti  I  infer  that  he  is 
conedous  that  he  has  no  other  to  ur|e« 
Let  OS  not  forget  the  drouttistance  which 
attended  the  commencement  of  the  war* 
Hie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequeri  and  hie  prsdecessow 


in  office,  have  contended  that  bv  admittiii^ 
this  daim  you  would  be  establishing  a  dan* 
gerous  precedent.  The  war  against  Deo* 
mark  was  commenced  in  the  most  atrodom 
manner.  Nothine  but  overpowering  femr 
on  the  part  of  t%e  British  Govemmeitt 
could  have  dictated  it?  Pditical  feelings 
we  have  nothing  to  do  with.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman, 
that  when  the  Government  had  under- 
taken an  expedition  which  they  supposed 
to  be  necessary  for  the  interest  of  OreBt 
Britain,  it  would  have  been  improper  to 
answer  inquiries*—''  Are  we  going  to  wnr 
or  not  ?  May  we  trade  or  may  we  not  ?'* 
If  the  Government  had  given  such  infers 
mation  they  would  undoubtedly  have 
risked  the  success  of  the  expedition.  I  do 
think  that  the  circumstances  which  have 
been  mentioned  by  the  Solidtor«-geiienl, 
place  the  daimants,  in  this  case^  in  a  pe-> 
culiar  position,  and  make  it  almeet  inipoe> 
sible  any  similar  case  should  occur.  Con. 
sidering  what  Parliament  has  already  done, 
the  long  and  elaborate  diaoussion  wfaidi 
has  taken  place,  remarking  that  with  r»» 
ference  to  dates  and  facts  the  Oppodtion 
had  been  found  deftfctive ;  for  althoogh  I 
do  not  recollect  the  whde  of  the  wen 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Geotlo^ 
man,  I  think  the  hon.  Baxoeei  who  haa 
spoken,  stated  Very  oorreetly  that  manyi  if 
not  all  of  the  selaoiee  wore  nadeatatisBe 
when  British  aublecta  had  a  right  te  ez^ 
peot  sseurity.  Under  all  theee  dreasa* 
Stance^  I  must  say  that  it  would  onlf  be 
an  act  of  justice  to  these  individuala  who 
have  sttffefod  for  so  many  years,  that  we 
should  at  last  compensate  tbem  as  for  aa 
we  can  for  the  losses  to  whldi  they  have 
been  subjocted.  I  hold  them  tobe  entitled 
to  reodve  both  the  prindpal  and  the  ia« 
terest,  but  as  the  principal  onlr  ie  con* 
oeroed^  let  us  grant  one  part  of  tne  jostJoe 
to  which  they  are  entitlsd.  At  any  rate* 
I  shall  certainly  vote*  as  I  have  done  bo> 
fore,  for  going  into  eommitlee,  in  order 
that  juatioe  may  be  obtained  by  these  indi* 
viduals. 

The  Chancellor  ^  the  Exehe^mar  said, 
he  was  rather  disposed  to  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  the  committee  than  to 
divide  the  House  on  the  question.  He 
was  determined  that  the  matter  shoald 
come  foirly  before  the  House.  The  parties 
had  before  stated,  that  they  did  not  go  for 
the  money,  but  for  the  priadplo.  It  waa 
now  made  a  question  of  actud  moeey.  He 
did  not  tliink  he  need  discuss  the  question 
at  length  aa  it  had  been  eihaustod  by  the 
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argttireBts  of  his  hmi.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor-general,  who  had,  he  should 
say,  completely  demolished  the  case  of  the 
hoo.  and  learned  Member  for  Liverpool. 
He  must  complain  that  he  had  not  on  a 
lurnner  occasion  been  treated  with  courtesy 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
had  applied  to  him  when  the  question  came 
last  under  the  consideration  of  the  House 
to  defer  the  discussion  in  the  absence  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friends  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  general,  considering  that  the 
debate  could  not  well  be  conducted  with* 
out  them,  the  one  of  them  being  absent 
from  business,  and  the  other  from  illness ; 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  re- 
fused to  accede  to  the  request,  and  he 
tliooght  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of  that 
He  would  not,  however,  oppose  the  motion 
for  going  into  committee,  but  he  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  stating  his  views 
on  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report. 

Mr.  CressweU  was  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  of 
his  want  of  personal  courtesy  towards  him 
in  a  former  aebate. 

The  Chancellor  vf  the  Esckequer:  Yea, 
personal. 

Mr.  CressHfell:  Will  therighthon.  Gen« 
tleman  tell  me  the  dates 

The  ChamieUor  qf  the  Exehaauer  said, 
that  on  the  ooeasiou  of  the  last  aebate,  on 
his  asking  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  postpone  it,  in  the  absence  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  told  him  that  he  would  not, 
and  that  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
not  granting  the  request.  He  had,  accord* 
ingly,  brought  forward  the  question,  which 
left  nim  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
under  the  inconvenience  of  answering,  in 
the  absence  of  hia  hon.  and  learned 
Friends. 

Mr.  Crestweli  nxd,  that  he  had  not  the 
slightest  recollection  of  the  occurrence; 
but  if  it  had  taken  place,  he  thought  he 
was  perfectly  justified  in  taking  such  a 
course',  because  the  subject  had  been  argued 
on  two'  occasions  before.  It  had  been 
argued  under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
pradecessor  by  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
general ;  and  he  had  himself  at  that  mo- 
ment a  note  of  the  arguments  they  had 
used.  He  oouM  not|  therefore,  understand 
why  he  should  have  been  called  on  to  put 
off  a  motion  of  the  kind  from  day  to  day, 
and  from  nieht  to  night*  while  a  number 
of  persons,  wno  had  entrusted  him  with 
their  case,  were  looking  for  justice.  If, 
therefore^  he  had  acted  as  waa  8aid»  he  waa 


justified  in  doing  so*  But  afler  the  House 
bad  twice  affirmed  the  principle  of  the 
motion,  and  when  increasing  majorities 
had  declared  in  iavour  of  its  princi|de,  be 
should  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
no  reason  to  exped:  that  he  (Mr.  Creswell) 
should  postpone  its  consideration  in  the 
absence  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 
As,  however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  oppose  tlie  motion  for  going 
into  committee,  he  would  not  allude  fiirw 
ther  to  the  matter. 

Sir  Charles  Grey  distinctly  recdlected 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
stated  in  the  former  debate,  that  he  was 
placed  in  a  very  inconvenient  situation  by 
the  absence  of  his  two  hon*  and  learned 
Friends,  and  that  another  occasion  for  the 
discussion  would  be  more  convenient  to 
himself;  but  he  bad  not  put  it  as  a  matter 
of  personal  iavour  to  the  hon«  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  said,  that  as  the  matter 
had  not  been  argued  befoire,  he  would  not 
consent  to  the  request. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  said,  that  it  ap* 
peered  to  him  that  his  right  hen.  Fxiend 
Dore  too  hard  upon  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  because  his  right  hon.  Friend 
most  be  aware  that  it  was  his  duty,  aa 
guardian  of  the  public  purse,  to  make  the 
best  defonoe  whidi  he  could,  while  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  waa  equally 
juattfied  in  injuring  hia  case.  He  had,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  voted  a|(ainat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  did  not  see 
anythinff  in  his  conduct  which  he  could 
not  appuiud. 

Aaaendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Etlemiri  said,  that  as  the  committee 
waa  conoeded,  he  would  not  nccupjr  the 
time  of  the  House  with  any  discussum  of 
the  question. 

Mr.  WarhurUm  thought  the  eonrse 
suggested  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  by  far  the  most  oonvenient  one, 
since,  before  coming  to  a  final  decision,  it 
would  be  well  to  have  a  discussion,  in 
which  the  foroe  of  the  arguments  addreesed 
to  die  Houae  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Solidtor*geiieral  might  be 
considered. 

House  in  Committee!  It  was  rseolved, 
<<  That  an  humble  addreaa  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  playing  that  her  Miyesty 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  take  into  con* 
sideration  the  Iteport,  bearing  date  18th 
May  1840,  made  by  the  Commisaiooers, 
to  whom  it  was  referredt  to  examine  and 
a^judioate  upon  the  daimaof  certain  Brit- 
ish subjects^  foft  leases  sustained  by  the 
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seimire  and  mnfiacation  of  their  gliips  and 
carsoeB  by  the  Goverament  of  Denmark, 
■a  the  year  1807 ;  and  that  her  Majesty 
vill  be  pleased  to  advance  to  such  claim- 
ants the  amount  of  their  respective  losses 
as  ascertained  by  the  said  Commissionera ; 
aod  assuring  her  Majesty  that  this  House 
will  make  good  the  some," 

Address  was  agreed  to. 

House  resumed,  resolution  to  be  re- 
ported, 

Charitablb  TRUSTB.J  On  the  motion 
of  Mr.  /,  Stenart,  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  sereraJ 
araendmenta  made. 

Sir  £,  Sugden  objected  to  a  clause  which 
had  been  added  on  the  recommitment  of  the 
bill,  vrhtch  suggested  the  existence  of 
doubts  as  to  the  individuals  in  whom  the 
esUtes  of  charitable  trusts  were  legally 
Tested,  By  the  English  Reform  Act  they 
were  distinctly  vested  in  the  corporations. 
The  name  oi  the  Attomey-geneial  was 
eodoraed  on  this  bill ;  and  he  charged  the 
hoD.  aod  learned  Gentleman  with  endea- 
Touring,  by  a  side  wind,  to  efiect  an  object 
which  was  not  within  the  purview  of  the 
bill.  He  begged  to  more  the  omission  of 
the  clause. 

The  Alton^-General  conudered  that 
tliedansetowhichtheiightboo.and  learned 
Gentleman  objected  was  a  aatitfoctory  one, 
and  ought  to  be  retaioed.  It  appeared 
thatbisnghtkon.Frienddid  not  oppose  the 
clause  itself,  but  objected  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  bad  been  introduced.  The  bill 
before  the  House  related  to  charity  trusts 
estates.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
proviu(»i  which  was  now  opposed  came 
within  the  scope  of  the  bill,  or  was  intro- 
dueed  clandestinely.  The  hon.  Member 
knew  that  the  clause  was  to  be  introduced. 
The  bill  was  repeatedly  printed.  Ample  c^- 
porta oity  was  afforded  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  he  had  been  dispoaed,  to  offer  any 
onimition  to  the  clause.  He  would  ex- 
plain shortly  to  the  House  the  purport  of 
the  clause.  When  the  Municipal  Cwpo- 
ntioo  Bill  was  under  discussion  it  was 
thought  expedient  to  retain  what  was 
termed  the  l^al  Ntates  in  the  members  of 
the  old  corporation  up  to  a  certain  period, 
but  no  provision  waa  made  what  should 
be  done  after  that  day.  The  period  had 
elapaed,  and  nothing  had  been  done.  It 
was  time  that  Parliament  should  Iwi slate  on 
the  iobject.  It  wasstated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  that  fae  doubted  in  whom  the  l^al 
eaUtea  were  now  veatedi  but  he  (the  At- 


torney-general) entertained  conaiderahle 
doubts  on  that  point.  Many  emioent  law. 
yers,  including  the  Lord  Chancellor,  aoeed 
m  these  doubts.  He  considered  the  oaose 
highly  beneficial,  and  hoped  his  right  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend  would  withtuxw  hit 
opposition  to  it. 

Sir  £.  fnoteAWI  thoaght  that  the  daose 
did  not  come  within  the  general  eo^  of 
the  lull,  and  ought  to  form  the  subject  of 
a  distinct  measure.  That  was  the  first 
time  the  clause  had  come  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  and  fae  hoped  the  motion  of 
his  ri};ht  hon.  and  learned  friend  would  be 
acceded  to. 

Mr.  J.  Stewart  denied  that  the  danse 
had  been  introduced  withoat  due  Dotiee. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  hid 
ample  opportunity  afforded  hjm  to  male 
himself  acquiUD ted  with  tbe  nature  of  the 
clause.  I'lie  clause  was  of  great  import- 
ance. He  had  received  aereral  petitioot 
from  Bristol  and  Bridgewater,  calliag  hii 
attention  to  the  dimcnlties  which  this 
clause  was  intended  to  obviate.  Tbe  sub- 
ject was  also  meutioned  to  him  by  several 
gentlemen  of  great  legal  attaiDmenls  and 
experience  connected  with  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  who  all  approved  of  tbe  propriety 
and  necesuty  of  a  daaae  of  that  kind.  He 
repudiated  the  charge  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  tbe  claose  was 
smuggled  into  the  bill.  He  thought  th^ 
under  the  circumstances  of  tbe  case,  be 
and  others,  who  supported  the  bill,  were 
not  open  lo  such  an  impataticm.  71>e  bill 
was  one  in  which  he  took  a  great  intCRSt, 
and,  considering  it  would  have  a  moat  be- 
neficial tendency,  he  hoped  tbe  House 
would  reject  the  amendment,  and  allow 
the  1^11  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  House  divided  on  tbe  question, 
that  the  w<HrdB  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  bill  :— Ayes  SA ;  Meea 
30 :— Majority  5. 

Lutqflht  Atbb. 
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TorneTi  £. 
Villiers,  hn.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warbarton,  H. 
Wemysgj  Captain 


Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Attorney  General 
Stewart,  J« 


Lisi  of  the  Noes. 


Arbuthnott,  bn.  H. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Bramston,  T,  W. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cresswell,  C. 
Orummond,  H.  U. 
Dugdale,  W.  S, 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Fresbfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskeli,  J.  Milnes 
Goring,  U.  D. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  R. 

Bill  passed. 


Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,  A.  M. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rae,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Round,  J. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Thesiger,  F. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Knatchbull,  Sir  £. 
Sugden,  Sir  £. 


\ 


SuppiT.— MiuTiA  Estimates.]  On 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Macaulay,  the  Militia 
Estimates  were  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
Supply. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Macaulajf  moved,  that  a  sum  not 
exceeding  166,230/.  be  granted  to  her  Ma- 
jesty, to  defray  the  charge  of  the  embo- 
died militia  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
for  the  year  1841-42. 

Mr.  Ifunitf  said,  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  House,  he  should  not  oppose 
the  FOte,  but  he  considered  this  expense 
altogether  useless,  and  hoped  that  in  a  new 
Parliament  it  might  be  saved. 

Resolution  agreed  to,  the  House  re« 
aumed* 

Wats  and  Meams.I  On  the  motion  of 
the  Chancellor  cf  ike  Excheqtier,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means. 

xhe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
the  following  grants  to  her  Majesty:— 
6,200,0004  from  the  consolidated  fund ; 
47,308/.  18«.  surplus  of  grants  of  former 
years;  500,000/.  transfer  of  aids. 

Resolutions  agreed  to— House  resumed. 

Houses  of  Ihdvstbt— Ireland.1  On 
the  question,  that  the  report  of  the  Houses 
of  Industry  (Ireland)  Bill  be  brought  op. 

Sir  £.  KruUchbull  complained  that  the 

Government  had  not  kept  good  faith  in 

Vim  foarward  these  bills*  when  it  was 

^ly  understood  from  the  declaration 

LVIIL  {2561} 


of  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  that  no  bill 
that  was  likely  to  be  opposed  should  be 

firoceeded  witn.  The  hon.  Baronet  al- 
uded  particularly  to  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Bill,  to  support  which  several  Members  of 
the  Government  had  come  down  that  even- 
ing, although  it  was  known  that  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  (Sir  £.  Sugden),  and  other  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  entertained  strong  objections 
to  many  of  its  provisions. 

Mr.  Macaulay  said,  that  Ministers  had 
not  attempted  to  proceed  with  any  one  of 
their  own  measures  to  which  objection  was 
likely  to  be  urged,  but  that  with  regard 
to  the  bill  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded,  it  was  not  a  Government 
measure,  but  had  been  introduced  by  an 
hon.  and  learned  friend  beliind  him  (Mr. 
J.  Stewart.)  The  Government  were  no 
parties  to  it,  and  any  two  Members  of  the 
Government  might  have  voted  opposite 
ways  upon  it. 

Mr.  Pigot  said,  the  present  bill  ifas  not 
a  Government  measure,  and  he  understood 
there  was  no  opposition  to  it. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  complained  of  the  dis- 
position manifested  by  the  Members  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  to  hurry  over 
measures  at  inconvenient  hours,  and  he 
thought  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
done  no  more  than  his  duty  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  such  humbug. 
Ministers  went  about  amusing  themselves, 
instead  of  attending  to  the  business  of  the 
country.  A  more  idle  and  deceitful  set 
of  men  were  never  allowed  to  fill  such  im- 
portant offices,  but  he  was  resolved  to 
follow  them,  and  nothing  should  deter  him 
from  that  which  he  believed  to  be  his  duty. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  that  he  should  not 
take  any  notice  of  the  observations  which 
the  House  had  just  heard ;  they  were  be- 
low contempt.  [Order,  order.]  He  bad 
been  willing  to  go  on  with  the  Bribery  Bill, 
but  after  the  notice  given  by  his  noble 
Friend  it  was  Impossible. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  having  left  the  House, 

Mr.  WUHams  Wynn  said,  he  could 
not  help  apprehencnng  some  unpleasant 
consequences  from  the  words  which  had 
dropped  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  from  what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  left 
the  House-*[crtf«  of  ** oA,  oh"\  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  might,  perhaps,  treat  the 

I'  matter  with  ridicule,  but  he  (Mr.  Wynn) 
certainly  did  not  consider  it  so  lightly,  and 
he,  therefore,  moved  that  the  hoa.  Mem« 
2Y 
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tier  for  LidooId  be  directed  to  ftttend  the 
Mouse. 

Motion  agreed  to«  and  the  Sergeant 
went  out  for  the  purpose  of  aerring  the 
order  upon  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  E.  B.  Sugden  did  not  object  to  the 
motion,  that  the  report  on  the  Houses  of 
Industry^  &c.  Bill  be  then  received. 

The  Sergeant  appeared  at  the  Bari  satr- 
ing  that  he  had  serred  the  order  of  toe 
House  upon  C(4onel  Sibthorp. 
Mr.  Hume  inquired  Where  ? 
The  Sergeant :  In  the  passage  leading 
to  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Speaker :  Do  you  know  where  the 
hon.  Member  now  is^ 

The  Sergean^  In  one  of  the  committee- 
rooms  of  the  House^  I  believe. 

Sir  E.  KnatchbuU  then  lelV  the  House, 
and  speedily  returned^  accompanied  by  Co- 
lonel Sibthorp. 

Mr.  Speaker  stated,  that  the  House  bar- 
ing been  informed  that  the  hoo.  add  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  had  taken  ol^nee  at  an 
expression  which  had  ftillen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Elgin,  he  felt  called  upon  to 
state,  that  the  expiesaion  had  not  escaped 
him;  and  that  he  had  called  the  mn. 
Member  to  order  at  the  time;  and  the 
bon.  Member  having  recommenced  his 
speech,  withoot  the  words  which  bad  given 
oAnee  to  the  hon*  and  gaDant  officer,  he 
had  Gonsidefed  that  thmi  words  had»  in 
Ibot,  been  retracted*  Underttanding,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  and  gnllaat  Member 
lor  Lincoln  was  not  satisfied  that  such  was 
the  oase»  it  now  became  bis  duty  to  call 
upon  the  boo.  Member  to  retract  an  ex* 
preieion  which  had  givno  ofience  to  another 
lion.  Member. 

Mr.  Fax  Mamie  stated^  that  he  oertainlv 
meant  to  mark,  as  strongly  as  he  coulcf, 
his  opinion  of  the  language  of  the  boo. 
Member,  to  the  Membm  of  the  Govenu 
ment>  and  his  hon.  Friends  around  him ; 
but  if,  in  so  doing,  be  had  eioseded  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  languagti  be  teh 
bound  at  once  to  meotfy  hia  eApremiuus 
within  those  KmitSk 

Col.  Sibihorp  said^  in  the  ooorse  which 
he  bad  taken,  he  was  iniuenosd  by  only 
one  motive.  He  ootHidercd  that  Iw  hud 
a  rwht  to  eaprsas  his  opinion  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  psUic  men*  He  left  the 
House  as  he  always  would  do  upon  sndh 
an  occasion  j  and,  although  he  was  ready 
to  bow  to  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  he 
must  say,  that  the  gusedianahip  - —  ^'- ' 
honour,  and  his  chwaeler  as  a 
private,  nMUf  should  never  pi 


from  protecting  that  honour  and  thai 

racter,  in  the  manner  most  eonsisteDt  witli 
his  own  feelings,  and  with  bis  duty  to  the 
public.  If  he  understood  rightly  » the  koa. 
Gentleman  had  retracted  the  expression 
which  he  had  made  Use  of.  If  so,  he  (Colonel 
Sibthorp)  was  perfectly  satisfied.  But  he 
thouglit  he  had  a  right  to  put  it  to  the 
Chair,  whether  the  words  and  impntatioda 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  whaliy 
and  entirely  retracted. 

The  Speaker  did  not  entertain  the  least 
doubt  on  the  subject. 

Sir  R,  Peel  submitted  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentlemani  that  the  expression 
had  been  amply  retracted,  and  tnat  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  made  evnry 
fair  concession,  tie  trusted  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  allow  him  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  ko  act  as  moderator,  and  that  no 
fresh  explanation  would  be  called  for. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  8aid,that  as  that  seemed 
to  be  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  most  careful  of  the  preservation  of 
their  honour,  he  should  lUst  satisfied. 

Mr.  T.  Duncambe  was  ^ad  to  hear  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  GenSeman  waa  aalm* 
fied.  But  he  heard  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  say-^ 

The  Speaker  said,  the  hon^  Member 
would  see  that  the  aiRiir  had  bseu  oonchidadi 
and  that  h  wouM  be  inetpedht  to  lenav 
the  subject* 

Report  received. 

CLfinv  OF  ran  PsAtm  (LiMA^m).] 
On  the  qttestioo  that  the  repm^  upon  Che 
Lancaster  Clerk  of  the  Peace  BOI  ba 
brought  up, 

Mr.  Dugdale  movei,  that  the  biD  be 
recommitted.  He  took  up  the  subject  ill 
the  absence  of  his  hon;  Friend,  the  Mem* 
ber  tot  Warwick,  The  subject  had  not 
been  suffidentlr ezphined,  and  bethought 
that  time  ought  to  be  giv^n  fhf  the  fn« 

troduction  of  fresh  clauses. 

The  Atlomey^Oenerat  was  opposed  to 
any  unnecessary  delay,  and  hopea  that  the 
proposition  fer  recommittal  wouM  not  then 
be  pressed. 

The  House  divMed  on  the  fuestion,  thai 
the  MH  be  recommitted:  Ayee  51,  Meea 
50 :— Majority  1. 


Xisl^l&eAyna. 


A  da  re,  Viscr 

Ainswortby 

^rbtttbilot 


Braaiston*  T.  W, 
^men.  Colonel 
*,  L.  W. 
7^8ir  J.  Y, 
•wG. 


jasi 


CUfk  ^  ihi  Peace  {3vv%  9} 


DrammoDdy  H«  H« 
Dwitidmbei  hoiu  W, 
Pilner,  Sir  £. 
Foltett,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hoti  G. 
Oaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gore,  O.  W. 
Goring,  H.  t>. 
Graham,  ru  bn«  Sir  J. 
GriiMditch,  T. 
Htmiltdit,  Lord  C. 
Ilarcourt,  O.  G. 


Lyg^Mi,  lion^  Oeoeral 
MMflnzie,  T. 
Nicboll,  Ji 
Pakioglon,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Plomptre,  J.  P. 
Rae,  rl.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Richards,  R« 
Round,  J. 
Rushout,  G. 
Sheppard,  T. 


Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B, 

Herries,  rt.  bon.  J.  C.  Sibthorp,  Colonel 

Hodgson,  R.  Sotheron,  T.  E. 

Holmes,    bon.    W.  Sogden,  rl.  hn.  Sir  E. 

A*Courl  Theslger,  F, 

Hope,  hon.  C.  Vernon^  G.  H. 

Km,  P.  Wtlbrabam,  bon.  B. 

KtiatcbboUi  right,  hn.  Wynn,  rt.  hn.  C.  W. 

Sir  £.  TELLERS. 

Lefroy,  rt.  hon.  T.  Courienay,  P. 

Lindsay,  U.  H«  Dugdale,  W.  S. 

tdsl  of  tha   Nofis. 


LUt  of  the  Ayes. 


1SS« 


Monti,  G.  F. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Parker,  J. 

Pamell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  II. 
Philips,  M. 
Pigot,  rt.  hn,  £). 
Roche,  W. 
Rondle,  J. 
RosscU,  LoftI  J. 
Scbolefitld,  i. 
Stantftald,  W.  R.  C. 
Stowaft,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
flioniely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiets,  bon.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T« 
Walker,  R. 
Warbvtofiy  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLERS. 

liaule,hon.F. 
C^ampbetl,  Sir  J« 

Bill  ta  be  neonmitted* 

Mr«  OmHekmjf  mofed,  thai  it  be  ui 
ineliuetioo  to  tbe  oentniUee  to  give  oon- 
feemni/m  to  the  clerke  of  the  justiceo  of 
the  pence  for  the  bMtmgh  of  Maueheater. 

Mr*  M»  PkUipe  of^oeed  tbe  motieo. 
There  hid  been  no  ]ietitie»  in  fiitour  of 
nny  such  nvopoeition,  and  it  wai  depre- 
ealed  by  all  paitiee  in  Mandfteeter. 

The Houee dtfided :  Ajpee38»  Noee65; 
Mi^if  37. 


Aden,  Admiral 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barry,  G«<S. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brotherton.  J« 
Busfeitd,  W. 
Clay,  W. 
Dalmeiiy,  Lord 
Duncombe,  T. 
Erte,  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R*  A* 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Grey,  rt«  hn.  Sir  G. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Mobbotise,  T.  B. 
HowardyP.H. 
Home,  J. 
Hnnipheiy,  J« 
LoMbtoByH. 
Lttshingtoni  C* 

&fncb,  A.  H. 
ecauiay,  rt.  hn.  T. 
Maclean,  D. 
Marshall,  W. 
Me^s,  Ot 


Arbnthnott,  bon.  H.j 
Bailey,  J. 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Drummond,  fl.  H. 
Duncombe,  bon,  W. 
Pilmer,  Sir  E. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Gore,  O.  W. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Kirk,  P. 

Lefroy,  rt.  hn.  T. 
Lygon,  bon.  General 


Maclean,  D. 
NichoU,  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  R.  T. 
Pluroptre,  J,  P. 
Rtcbards,  R. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibntorp,  Cc^onel 
Thesiger,  F. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wilbraham,  bon.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Courtenay,  P. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 


Liit  of  the  Nose. 


Adam,  Admiral 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Baldwin^  C.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Briscoe,  J.  L 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Busfield,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Clay,  W. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Gasktll,  J.  Milnes 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Greg,  R.  H. 
Grey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Heathcoat,  J« 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hobbonse.  T.  B« 
Holroei,  W. 
Hope,  hon.  G« 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Ilumphery,  J. 
Lambton,  H* 


Marshall,  W. 
Maule,  bon.  F. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Parker,  J. 

Parnell,  rt.  hn.  SirH. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W- 
Roche,  W. 
Round,  J. 
Rundle,  J. 
Rnsboot,  G. 
Roasell,  Lord  J. 
Scbolefield,J. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Statisifel^  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuan,  W.  V. 
TboKieW,  T. 
Tfottbridge^  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  £. 
Villiera,  bon.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Warbufton,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 


LascelleS,  lion.  W.  S.    Wood,  B. 

Undsay,  H.  U.  Wynn,  rt.  bn.  C,  W. 

Lusbingtooi  C.  ^7M,  T. 

I^ncb,  A.  H.  TELLBES. 

Afacaulay,  rt.  hon.  T.     Philips,  M. 
Mackenzie,  T.  Brotbe^on,  J. 

Hoase  went  into  oomailtee. 

Mr*  AinsnHMik  mored>  that  the  provi- 
8ioi»  of  the  bill  bo  eatended  to  Bolton. 

Mr*  QrimedUek  oppoeed  the  motioo,  ob 
the  ground,  that  the  ehiffter  of  Bolton  was 
indiepatet 

The  AUon^'Oeneral  eupperted  the 
niotioiii  m  it  4id  not  affect  the  point  in 
diepute. 

Mr.  WiUimm  Wffwm  thought  thia  an 
improper  tiaao  to  bring  forwaid  tho  mo- 
tien»--Jif^MNi  negatived. 
2Y2 
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Mr.  Dftgdale  moved^  that  a  clause  be 
brought  up,  to  allow  compensation  to  the 
clerks  of  the  justices  of  the  peace  of  the 
borough  of  Birmingham. 

Mr.  Hume  opposed  the  motion.  There 
iTvas  no  proof  before  the  House  that  the 
ratepayers  of  Birmingham,  wfio  would  be 
saddled  with  the  expense^  had  had  any 
notice  of  the  matter. 

Clause  brought  up  and  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 

Report  received. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  to-morrow. 

Administration  o?  Justice."]  The 
Attorney^Gencral  moved  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  report  on  the  Administra- 
tion of  Justice  (No.  1.)  Bill. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  had  expected  that  this 
bill  would  not  come  on  again  at  so  late 
a  period  of  the  Session^  especially  as  it 
might  have  been  passed  long  ago ;  nor 
dia  he  consider  that  any  inconvenience 
would  accrue  from  letting  it  stand  over 
to  tlie  next  Session.  It  would  seem^  in- 
deed, that  the  legislation  on  this  measure 
had  been  resumed  at  distant  intervals,  for 
the  purpose  of  prolonging  the  existence  of 
the  Administration ;  still  he  would  not 
oppose  the  passing  of  the  bill  now,  if  the 
Government  would  adopt  certain  modifi-i 
cations  which  he  meant  to  propose.  He 
did  expect,  that  after  the  vote  upon  the 
question  of  want  of  confidence  the  other 
night,  the  noble  Lord  would  not  have 
thought  it  desirable  to  pursue  this  mea- 
sure any  further,  nor  avail  himself  of  the 
patronage  which  it  must  necessarily  giv 
her  Majesty*8  Government  in  the  distri- 
bution of  those  valuable  appointments 
which  would  arise  from  it.  The  noble 
Lord  should  recollect,  that  he  had  put 
himself  upon  his  trial,  and  that  he  had 
been  triea  by  this  House,  and  had  been 
found,  he  would  not  say  guilty,  for  he 
would  not  wish  to  make  use  of  any  word 
that  could,  by  possibility,  give  the  slight- 
est ofTence-— but  the  noble  Lord,  and  his 
colleagues,  had  been  tried  by  this  House, 
and  had  been  found  wanting.  The  noble 
Lord  was,  however,  now  going  to  be  tried 
by  the  country,  and  if  he  should  succeed, 
then  the  measure  which  he  (Sir  £.  Sug- 
den)  was  about  to  propose,  would  not  have 
the  effect  of  throwing  the  slightest  impe* 
diment  in  the  way  of  the  administration 
of  justice,  for  Government  could  then  carry 
forward  their  measure  with  a  greater  ccr- 
tuinty  of  success,  and  with  more  credit  'to 
themselves.    He  proposed  to  postpone  the 


operation  of  the  bill  for  a  short  timet 
and  he  should  be  greatly  surprised  if  the 
noble  Lord  were  to  oppose  this  very  rea* 
sonable  proposition.  The  House  must  oon« 
sider  this  demand  to  be  only  fair,  when  it 
considered  the  position  in  which  the  Go. 
vernment  at  present  stood.  If  ever  there 
was  a  time  in  which  great  caution  ahoald 
be  observed  in  the  appointment  of  officers 
to  fill  those  judicial  situations  which  thia 
measure  would  create,  it  was  the  present. 
The  House  should  remember,  that  the 
judges,  when  once  appointed,  remained  in 
their  several  situations,  although  the  Go* 
vernment  that  appointed  them  might  be 
obliged  to  give  up  office.  Was  there  then 
any  man  who  felt  an  interest  in  the  due 
ancl  proper  administration  of  justice,  who 
would  desire  that  the  power  of  the  Crown 
should  be  exercised  over  such  institutions 
as  the  present  bill  comprehended,  at  the 
present  moment,  when  the  real  admini- 
stration of  the  country  was  to  be  imme- 
diately decided  by  an  appeal  to  the  people 
at  large  ?  He  asserted,  that  the  perfect 
exercise  of  those  powers  required  the  com- 
plete absence  of  prejudice  upon  the  part 
of  Government.  With  such  observations, 
he  begged  leave  to  move  the  insertion  of 
the  following  clause,  '*  And  be  it  enacted, 
that  this  Act  shall  commence,  and  have 
effect,  on  and  after  the  10th  day  of  Octo- 
ber next,  except  when  a  subsequent  day  is 
hereinbefore  fixed. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time ; 
upon  the  motion,  that  it  be  read  a  second 
timC) 

^  Lord  J.  Russell  had  honed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been 
satisfied  with  the  obstacles  which  he  had 
alreadv  offered  to  the  passing  of  the  biO ; 
that  the  delays  and  inconvenience  whidi 
the  administration  of  justice  had  suffered* 
owing  to  the  interposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  would  have  induced  him 
to  refrain  from  further  interposition,  and 
raising  new  obstacles.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  endeavour  to  throw 
upon  him  the  blame  of  not  passing  the 
bill  last  Session,  by  alluding  to  certain 
rumours,  but  not  referring  to  any  distinct 
cause.  But  it  was  qnite  certain,  that  the 
bill,  having  the  assent  of  Lord  Cottenhan, 
Lord  Lyndhurst,  Lord  Brougham,  and 
other  high  authorities  in  Uie  House  of 
Lords,  havioff  been  supported  by  a  great 
majority  of  that  House,  having  also  had 
the  support  of  the  legal  authorities,  gene- 
rally speaking,  on  both  sides  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
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the  end  of  last  Session,  when  the  attend- 
ance of  Members  was  thin,  declared  his 
determination  to  oppose  the  bill  by  every 
means  in  his  power,  and  eren,  as  he  un- 
derstood, to  use  the  forms  of  the  House 
to  prevent  its  passing.    Therefore  he  had 
found  it  necessary  to  postpone  the  Bill. 
In  the  present  year,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  he  had  not  used  extreme 
diligence  for  the  purpose  of  passing  the 
bill.    It  was  easy  to  say  that,  with  regard 
to  any  particular  bill,  without  looking  to 
the  general   state  of  the  business  before 
the  House.     There  might  be  an  urgent 
reason  for  proceeding  with   the  army  or 
navy  estimates  for  instance,  which  would 
interfere  with  the  other  business.     Now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  it  would 
be  most  convenient  for  the  administration 
of  justice,  that  this  bill  should  not  take 
effect  till  the  10th  of  October.     He  could 
not  conceive  in  what  way.     There  were 
arrangements  to  be  made  for  the  sitting 
of  the  new  courts,  and  he  certainly  could 
see  no  grounds  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's opinion,  if  he  understood  him  right- 
ly, that  it  would  be  the  most  convenient 
to  wait  till  the  whole  bar  were  assembled 
in  term,  and  then  appoint  the  judges,  who 
should  then  learn,  for  the  first  time,  that 
they  were  to  fill  the  situations.     But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  confess, 
that  the  real  reason  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  the  clause  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  justice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  real  reason  was, 
that  the  House  had  passed  a  vote  of  want 
of  confidence  in  the  present  administration. 
That  reason  might  be  verjr  good  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  it  was  one  to 
which  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  assent. 
It  was  impossible  that  he  should  assent  to 
such  a  ground  for  postponement,  without 
admitting,  what,  of  course,  he  could  not  ad- 
mit, that  no  appointment  should  be  made ; 
no  act  of  the  executive  Government  per- 
formed, because  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
poute  had  obtained  a  vote  by  a  majority 
of  one,  on  a  resolution  declaring  a  want  of 
confidence  in  the  present  Administration. 
He  denied  the  authority  of  that  vote  as 
•an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  coun- 
try.   He  could  not  consent  that  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  executive  government 
should  be  paralysed  until  the  time  that 
the  question  as  to  the  opiniun  of   the 
country  should  be  decided  by  a  new  Par- 
liament.  He  could  not  admit  the  principle 
generally  with  regard  to  their  carrying 
/OQ  the  executive  department  of  the  Go* 


vernment,  and  he  certainly  could  not  ad- 
mit   it    with    regard    to    the    Court    of 
Chancery.     Was  it  to  be  said,  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  all   persons  holding 
office  in  this  country,  was  the  man  most 
unfit  to  hold  office ;  the  roan  most  unfit  to 
give  his  opinion  with  regard  to  patronage  ; 
the   man  whom   the  House  of  Commons 
was  to  fix  the  brand  of  its  distrust  ?  With 
regard   to  the  disposition   of  patronage, 
there  had  been  occasions  on   which  tlie 
Lord  Chancellor,  findine  persons  holding 
offices   which  he  thought  it  desirable  to 
abolish,   and  finding  vacancies  to  which 
these   persons    might  be  appointed,  had 
gladly  taken   the  opportunity  of  recom- 
mending the  appointment  of  such  persons 
rather   than    others,  causing    thereby    a 
saving  to  the  public  by  the  suppression 
of  their  former  offices.    He  might  mention 
the  cases  of  Mr.  Justice  Erskine  and  Sir 
George  Rose,  to  show  the  desire  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  choose  persons,  not,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed,  from 
political  considerations,  but  purely  from 
their  competency  to  fill  the  offices  in  which 
they  were  placed,  and  on  account  of  the 
additional  advantage  to  the  public  of  the 
suppression  of  useless  offices.     These  were 
voluntary  actions  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  forced  upon  them  by  any  vote 
of  that  House,  or  any  necessity  whatever. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  come 
forward  and  say,  when  a  bill  was  passing 
through  the  House  which,  by  the  confes- 
sions of  all,  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  which  would  prevent  further  ar-i 
rears,  and  relieve  existing  suitors,  which 
would  put  an  end  to  many  evils,  notorious 
and  not  denied ;  that,  having  such  a  bill 
before  them,  they  should  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  fixing   a    brand  on   the   Lord 
Chancellor.     He  could  take  no  other  view 
of  the  clause  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  veil  his  purpose.   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say,  that  in  consequence  ot 
the  vote  of  the  House  expressing  its  want 
of  confidence  in  the  Government,  the  dis- 
posal of  all  patronage  should  be  postponed, 
but  he  selected  this  particular  case ;  and 
where  the  person  to  be  consulted,  and  by 
whose  opinion  the  Government  would  be 
guided,  was  Lord  Cottenham,   the   Lord 
Chancellor.     He  happened  to  have  had  a 
conversation  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  last 
year  relative  to  the  disposal  of  these  offices, 
and  he  could  venture  to  assure  the  House, 
that  the    recommendation  of   the  Lord 
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Chancellor  would  be  giren  entirely  with  a 
Tiew  to  the  better  admioirtration  of  justice 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  im- 
provenent  of  the  equity  jurisdiction,  and 
from  no  other  motive  whatever.  This 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  it  would  be  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  would  be  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Melbonnie,  and  of  all  the  Members  of  the 
Administration.  Therefore  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  was  nothing  else  than  saying, 
**  We  have  triumphra  by  a  miijority  of 
one,  and  we  shall  take  the  opportunity  it 
gives  us  to  say,  that  Lord  Cottenham  is 
unfit  to  exercise  the  power  of  disposing 
of  this  patronage.**  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  said,  he  had  no  fault 
to  find  with  the  disposal  of  ^uity  patron- 
aee  by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  had  been  hitherto  respected  by 
all  for  the  ability  with  which  he  had  pre- 
sided over  his  administration  of  justice, 
for  the  patient  attention  which  he  gave  to 
all  that  came  before  him,  and  for  the  clear- 
ness, uprightness,  and  learning  of  his 
judgments ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  proposed,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  condemn  him,  because 
upon  a  party  rote  the  other  side  liad  suc- 
oeisded  by  a  majority  of  one.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  again,  he  must 
submit  to  the  majority,  but  he  never 
would  voluntarily  take  any  share  in  fixing 
sudi  a  brand  on  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mr.  Richards  expressed  his  perfect 
satisfaction  with  the  appointments  which 
had  been  made  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  believed  there  was  no  one  who  oo- 
jfcted  to  any  of  those  appointmenta.  He 
had  come  down  prepared  to  oppose  the 
motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ripon,  thinking  its  object  was  to 
get  rid  of  the  bill  altogether;  but  firom 
his  (Mr.  Richards)  situation  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  he  could  say  that  the  pro- 
posed delay  would  cause  no  impediment  in 
the  business  of  the  court,  and  therefore  he 
should  support  the  proposition  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  if  for  a  moment  it 
could  be  inferred,  that  by  his  vote  on  this 
occasion  he  meant  to  imply  distrust  of  the 
character  or  integrity  of  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor,  he  would  be  extremely  cau- 
tious how  he  gave  a  vote  which  should 
have  the  semblance  of  sanctioning  such  a 
censure.  If  the  object  of  the  present 
motion  were  attempted  to  have  been  car- 
ried by  meaoa  of  an  addrssa  to  the  Crown, 


whicli,  after  reciting,  that  the  Hi 
agreed  to  a  vote  expressive  of  wuat  ef 
confidence  In  her  Majesty's  prtaasit  Mi- 
nisters, had  appealed  to  tmi  Croww  !•  pie- 
vent  these  appointments  eonseqiieat  opm 
the  bill  firom  taking  plaoe,  he  ahawiJ  nsl 
have  supported  such  an  addreaa  by  hii 
vote,  because  it  would  appear  as  If  hie  dis- 
trusted the  exercise  of  the  GowrawMiit  of 
the  patronage  which  they  at  preoeat  pes* 
sessed.  But  the  ease  befors  tlie  Ho«e 
was  a  totally  different  one.  The  pccsent 
bill  established  a  new  court,  and  made  a 
new  judicial  arrangement  altogether,  with 
which  the  executive  government  as  yetlmd 
nothing  whatever  to  do.  It  yimeuBBuI  as 
yet  no  patronage  under  the  bill,  therefore 
It  could  not  be  said,  that  any  precautloQary 
vote  of  that  House  robbed  the  eseeative 
of  any  such  patronage.  The  noble  Loid 
admitted,  that  the  meeting  and  the  votes 
of  the  Parliament  about  to  be  foitliwith 
called  was  to  settle  the  great  queolioo^ 
decide  upon  the  existence  of  the 
Ministry  as  constituting  the  G< 
of  the  country ;  was  it  then  uai 
that  the  operation  of  such  a  bill  as  tide, 
and  the  nomination  of  the  high  oCcers 
under  it,  should  be  postponed,  as  his  v^ght 
hon.  Friend  had  suggested,  wntii  the 
country  could  fairly  know  whether  it  had 
a  Government  possessing  Its  coDfldenee  or 
not  If  the  noUe  Lord  allowed  the  biN  to 
be  withdrawn,  in  ooneeqaenee  of  liie  eh- 

{ection  to  this  limitation  of  its  openrtioe, 
le  promised  the  noble  Lord  tlie  full  beaufit 
of  his  support,  should  lie  raalte  this  one  of 
the  first  mils,  which,  on  hia  re-easasaUieg 
Parliament,  be  should  bring  before  the 
Legislature,-  and, oonsMering the moctian 
it  nad  met  in  tbe  upper  House,  tiMie 
could  be  no  doubt  in  the  noiile  Lord's 
mind,  that  the  bill  must  pass  durteg  tim 
Session  immediately  follewing  the  prsaoaC 
The  only  reason  why  hia  right  hou.  Priaud 
(Sir  B.  Sugden)  diil  not  oppooe  the  priK 
mss  of  the  bill  altogetiier,  and  wliy  Iw 
had  limited  his  motion  to  the  pteaent  ob- 
ject, waa,  that  his  right  hen.  Friend  wm 
apprshensi  ve ,  that  by  opposing  the  hHI 
tae  country  might  receive  detriasent  by 
the  postponement  of  the  meditated  iaa» 
provements  in  the  administratioB  of  joe* 
tloe ;  or  that  the  bill  might  not  pa»  im 
time  to  aeeure  to  the  eoontry  ti»  bsMit 
of  the  aheratioD  introdoeed  under  the  aae* 
pices  of  the  present  Oovermnent*  Bat  if 
the  DoUe  Lord  really  pteanmed  wpoB 
having  the  support  of  this  couatrr,  nad 
carrying  thia  wimwua  b  the  Uoun  ubMt 
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to  be  called  together,  he  bad  do  ot^ootion 
to  aatura  biin  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  geoerally  should  draw  with  it  his 
compliaDoe  and  support  in  respect  to  this 
veaiQm«  aad  the  appoiDtmenta  under  it. 
Ho  would  just  ask  tno  nobio  Lord  to  deal 
oat  the  eane  oieasuro  of  justioe  to  him, 
that  he  sought  far  hiosselfi  aud  suppose 
that  this  %raa  a  oase  when  ho  was  in  the 
Ooveroisem,  as  in  1885 ;  and,  without 
haning  hefiom  hiiD,as  a  stumbling-bJoek  in 
the  way«  a  ¥0t«  of  want  of  confidenoa,  as 
in  the  present  instance^  there  had  been  to« 
tioduosd  hf  him  (Sir  R.  Peel)  a  grsat 
Measure  like  this,  affisctiag  the  adminis^ 
taatioD  of  justice,  to  which  ha  asked  the 
assent  of  the  nobki  Lord  and  bis  Friends, 
what  would  be  their  answer  f  Their  would 
uatatallsr  answer  no;  they  woula  reply 
yery  properly,  "  Prote  to  us,  first,  thslt 
yea  havie  the  confidence  of  the  House  of 
Comflseas,  aiid  we  may  comply."  The 
noble  Loid  had  confiissea  that,  in  the  pre* 
aeot  etato  of  things,  the  Ooremment  ought 
noi  to  attempt  to  propound  the  change  in 
the  esisting  Con-law  system,  because  it 
was  a  Bieasui^  of  such  extreme  import-* 
ancei  also  that  it  should  not,  for  the  same 
Mason,  pcoeeed  with  the  Poor-law  bill. 
Ha  waa  dispesed,  for  the  same  reaaons  as 
eaerated  apou  the  GoTomment  itself  in 
those  caaes,  to  saj  in  this  they  ought  not 
to  iuaist  on  the  bill  coming  into  operation 
till  after  the  meeting  of  the  next  Parlia- 
ment His  rote  was  founded  upon  a  re* 
hidauioe  to  inrost  Goforpment,  not  with 
the  jpatioiiage  that  resulted  to  it  from 
hoUtog  the  Goferament,  but  from  a  re* 
hiiTtaarf  to  great  it  patronage,  which  was 
to  be  the  result  of  an  act  of  Parliament, 
not  yet  pawed  To  the  measure  he  had 
gifon  his  assent,  because  it  had  the  assent 
eif  ail  the  peraeoa  of  all  partiea  most  com* 
patent  to  decide  upon  its  merits.  If  the 
aoUe  Lord  could  say  be  felt  tliat  he  would 
be  in  a  situatioa  to  pees  it  in  tbe  Parlia- 
meat  whidi  was  to  be  called  together  as 
early  as  they  had  a  right  to  expect  its  re- 
assembling,  he  would  auggest,  that  let  this 
be  the  first  act  of  tbe  neat  Session,  and 
beth  he  aad  hie  right  hoo«  Friend  wouhl 
be  perfectly  coateot*  If  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  chooae  tliat  course,  aod  preferred 
driviog  them  to  oppoee  the  bill  because  be 
would  nwfce  ao  ceaeetsioa  as  to  tbe  period 
wbea  theee    appoiatmeato  abould   take 

E'  OS,  let  not  the  aobie  Lord  blame  him  or 
fight  hea.  aad  lesvaed  Friend  as  having 
ateod  ia  tbe  wajr  of  a  great  improveaient  in 
Ika  flyMan  tf  U9  adailniitialioii  of  juitic0« 


Mr.  Lahouohere  could  not  avoid  rising 
to  protest  against  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  as  most  novel  and  unoonsti- 
tutiopaL  He  never  heard  of  such  a  course 
as  that  of  passing  a  bill  giving  patronaf;e, 
and  at  the  same  time  depriving  the  Min- 
isters of  tbe  Crown,  of  the  right  of  exer-* 
cising  it.  If  this  was  done  for  three  months, 
it  might  be  donefor  three  years.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  not  sanction  so  dangerous 
a  principle. 

Sir  E>  Sugden,  in  explanation,  said  that 
he  had  not  the  slightest  intention  of  cast^ 
ine  any  imputation  on  the  Lord  Cbaiip 
cenor. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  boo.  Gentle* 
man  might  as  well  have  said  at  once,  ''we 
want  to  have  the  nomination  of  the  Judges 
ourselves,  and  we  don't  choo»e  to  leave  it 
to  you."  There  was  no  analogy  betweea 
this  case  and  that  of  the  Corn-laws.  The 
present  bill  had  received  the  sanction  of 
both  Houses,  and  the  natural  course  was 
to  pass  it  without  any  unusual  conditions. 
The  Corn-law  question  was  much  disputed, 
and  the  reason  for  not  bringing  it  forward 
did  not  at  all  apply  to  the  preeent  case. 
This  was  entirely  a  party  motion,  and 
party  feeling  never  appeared  in  a  stronger 
light.  The  House  divided,  on  the  qgestion 
that  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time  :-^ 
Ayes  101 ;  Noes  83;  Majority  18. 

Liitqfthe  Ayes. 


A'Courl,  Captain 
Adare,  Viscount 
Alexander,  N* 
Antrobus^  £. 
Arbuthnott,  hon,  H. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bagot,  hoD.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Blackburne,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bramiton,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  II, 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Barrel!,  Sir  C. 
Calcraft,  J,  H. 
Canning,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
Cbapmao,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Cochrane,  Sir  T.  J. 
Corry,  hoo.  H, 
Cress  well,  C. 
Darby,  O. 
Dick,  Q. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E« 
Drommondy  U^H* 


Dagdale,  W;  S. 
Duncopibe,  hon.  W. 
Duncombe,  bon.  A. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Estcourt,  T. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Forester,  lion.  O. 
Gaskell,  Jas.  Milnes 
Gore,  O.  W. 
Goulburn^  rt.  hn.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J, 
Grimsditcb,  T. 
Griroston,  Viscount 
Hamilton^  Lord  C. 
Hardinge,rt.  hn«SirH« 
Hawkes,  T. 
Ileneage,  G.  W, 
Ilenniker^  Lord 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hercies,  rt  hn.  J.  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hotbain,  Lord 
Ingestrie,  Viscount 
loglii.  Sir  R.  H. 
Jones,  J, 


1391 


Administfatvm 


{COMMONS} 


qfJialiee. 


JcHiei,  Captain 
KEMtcbbul),  right  boo. 

SirE. 
Lascellal,  ho.  W.  S. 
Law,  hoD.  C.  E. 
Lefroy,  H.  hon.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  II.  H. 
Lowlber,  Viscount 
Lowther,J.  H. 
HaciienEie,  T. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mahon,  ViKOunt 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Nieholl,  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  1,  S. 
Pabner,  G. 
Parker,  B.  T. 
Peel,  tt.  bo.  Sir  R. 
Pembenon,  T. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringle,  A. 


Bae,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Keid,  Sir  J.  B. 
Bichardi,  tt. 
Round,  J. 

Bushbrooke,  Colonel 
Rushout,  O. 
Sheppard.  T. 
Shirley,  G.  J. 
Sibihorp,  Colonel 
Somerset,  Lord  0.. 
Solheron,  T.  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sinrt,  11.  C. 
Sugden,  ri.  bn.  Sir  E. 
Theaiger,  F. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Waddington,  U.  S. 
Walsb,  Sir  J. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Wynn,  rt.  ho.  C.  W. 


Littofthe  Noes. 


Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Bkny,  G.  S. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
BriKoe,  J.  I. 
Brock  lehu  rat,  3. 
Brolhertoo,  J. 
Buller,  P.. 
Buifeild,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cbllden,  J.  W. 
Clay,  W. 
Craig,  W.  C. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
D'Eyncourl,  rt,  boo. 

C.T. 
Eltii,  W. 
£*an».  Sir  De  L. 
Evans,  W. 
Fotakerley,  J.  N. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A, 
Filipalrick,  J.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  bn.  Sir  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Giteal,  Sir  J. 
Hawea,  U. 
Hayter,  W,  G. 
Deathcoal,  .T. 
Hector,  C-  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhonte,  T.  B. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.  bn.  H. 
Lambton,  II, 
Listowel,  Earl  of 
Lnibington,  rt,  bn,  S< 


Lvnch,  A.  H. 
Afacaulay,  rt.  bn.T.B. 
Manhall.  W. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morris,  D. 
MuDti,  0.  F; 
Noel,  hon.  C.  G. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Paget,  Colonel 
Parnell,  ft.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peudarvee,  E.  W.  W. 
Pigot,  tl.  hn.  D. 

Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  P»  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Ruodle,  J. 
Rnjsell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  n.  hn.  A. 
Shell,  rt.bn.  R.  L, 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Stansfield,  W.  U.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sluart,  Lord  J. 
Sluarl,  W.  V. 
StrutI,  E. 
Thomely,  T. 
Ttoubridge,  Sir  E,  T. 
Villlen,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  II. 
Ward,  U.  G. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Winningtoo,  Sir 
Wood.C. 


Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wyse,T. 
Yates,  J.  A. 


Sunley,  E.  J. 
Parker,  J. 


Lord  /.  Ru—ell  Mid,  be  wm  miy  lo 
find  hia  opinion  upon  tbe  anhject  tm  di^ 
fereot  fhun  that  of  tbe  najority  of  the 
Houae,  but,  after  tbe  Tole  whicb  hail  pweil, 
be  certainly  conld  not  cooaent  to  be  a  p*rtT 
to  proceeding  with  the  bill,  nod  be  wouhl, 
tbeiefbre,  move  that  tbe  fonber  o 
atioQ  of  tbe  r^xirt  be  | 
day  three  weeb. 

Sir  £.  Sugden  aaid,  tbe  noble  Lord  wm 
at  liberty  to  take  bis  own  coarw,  ud,  &r 
bis  part,  be  found  no  hult  with  it.  H« 
would  merely  aantre  tbe  noble  Lord  tbn^ 
if  he  had  the  honour  of  n  neat  in  tbe  mew 
Parliament,  be  would  support  tbe  bill  b]r 
ereij  meana  in  bis  power. 

Sir  De  Lacu  Evant  said,  that  it  i^ 
peared  as  if  a  bill  of  great  importanoa  to 
tbe  public  was  about  to  be  refnied,  beaaia 
there  was  a  chance  that  some  patram^w 
would  &1I  to  the  lot  of  tbe  OorenuMnt. 
He  hoped  that  fact  would  go  forth  to  ths 
public.  He  hoped  to,  though  be  mi^t  b* 
wrong  in  his  estimate  of  public  opiMB. 
But  he  considered  it  to  be  a  natter  of  u»> 
portanoe,  and  he  hoped  it  wouM  be  Marbid 
there,  as  it  would  be  elsewhere,  that  th* 
present  was  a  Pai^iament  of  moacpnlisti, 
who  bad  only  given  still  further  flagfast 
proofs  erf  tbe  pattitanship  by  which  it  waa 
animated. 

Lord  Stttnley:  I  am  not  ceateat  that 
tbe  remarfca  of  the  boa.  and  gallant  Hcai< 
ber,  should  go  forth  to  the  public  without 
an  answer.  He  says,  that  tbe  aiatien  at 
mj  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  E.  Sogden), 
will  have  the  effect  of  preventing  tha  ea- 
actment  of  a  measoie  to  reaiove  iiiialiiig 
abuses,  but  1  will  tell  him  that  the  eOeet 
of  that  motion,  had  it  not  been  Cor  te 
coarse  whicb  her  Majesty's  GoreinmaaA 
have  thought  proper  to  paiane,  would  not 
havepoetponedferasiagleiaBtaBttbebeBefi- 
cial  operation  of  that  measuie.  I  will  tcU 
him  that  this  act  could  not  have  coaae  iato 

ration  for  any  beneficial  purpooe  aatil 
commencement  of  the  term  after  tha 
long  vacation — until  tbe  lot  of  November. 
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tbe  10th  of  October— a  fortnight  or  more 
before  the  act  could  under  any  possibility 
come  into  practical  operation— not  only 
without  one  word  of  opposition  or  without 
the  delay  of  a  single  momenty  but  with  the 
cordial  approbation  and  concurrence  of  all 
parties,  the  Government  of  the  country— 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  they  then 
werethe  Members  of  the  Gorernment,  would 
exercise  the  power  of  the  Crown^  by  mak- 
ing those  judicial  appointments  which  they 
ha?e  long  contended  are  so  desirable.  But 
the  House  has  decided  that  these  impor- 
tant functions  shall  not  be  exercised  by  a 
Ministry  which  it  has  itself  declared  to  be 
at  present  in  abeyance,  by  a  Ministry  which 
IB  DOW  holding  office  only  under  the  condi- 
tion of  resignation,  that  is,  only  holding 
office  until  the  i^inion  of  the  country  has 
been  pronounced  either  in  their  fiirour  or 
a^nst  them.  By  the  amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friena,  we  have  once  again 
dmarod  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  are 
not  capable  of  exercising  the  functions  ne- 
oessaruy  attaching  to  the  ezecutire  Go- 
Temraent  of  the  country;  and,  holding 
this  opinion,  we  were  bound  to  oppose  their 
pofNVMnce  of  those  functions  in  a  case 
where  no  detriment  could  possibly  arise  to 
the  public  serrtce.  If,  before  the  time 
mentioned  in  the  motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
in  possession  of  that  power  of  which  they 
ne  not  now  in  poasession  then  they,  of 
course,  will  perform  this  amongst  the 
other  duties  of  the  Gorernment;  and  by 
the  course  we  haye  to«night  pursued  we 
shall  have  deprived  ourselves  of  all  power 
of  opposition  or  objection.  The  noble  Lord, 
and  no  one  else,  is  preventing  the  progress 
of  this  measure,  Ihe  delay — the  impedi- 
ment—is caused  alone  by  toe  course  which 
he  is  pursuing;  but,  notwithstanding  the 
step  he  has  taken,  if  he  calls  the  Parlia- 
ment together  at  a  time  at  which  we  have 
a  right  to  expect  it,  he  will  still  be  in 
time  to  introduce  a  new  bill  in  the  terms 
of  my  right  hon.  Priend*s  motion,  and 
will  then  be  able  to  appoint  these  oUcen 
without  the  dightest  opposition  on  our 
part. 

Mr.  Lab<mchere  said,  that  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  had  confirmed  the  impres- 
sion which  was  formeriy  produced  upon  his 
mind,  that  the  House  had  established  a 
doctrine  equally  novel  and  dangerous.  The 
course  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
porsoed,.  they  had  not  attempted  to  justify 
^  the  production  of  t  sinne  preosdent. 

Sef  tad  atCempted  to  hiy  down  the  doc* 


trine  that  for  certain  purposes  they  were 
to  legislate  on  the  principle  of  putting  in 
abeyance  the  ordinary  executive  functions 
of  the  Crown,  for  it  was  a  mere  quibble  to 
pretend  to  draw  any  distinction  between 
the  patronage  conferred  under  that  act» 
and  the  ordinary  patronage  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Crown.  The  House  had  again  and 
again  declared,  that,  it  was  fittine  that  these 
appointments  should  be  made ;  but  it  now 
declared  that  it  would  prevent  these  ap- 
pointments from  being  made  at  certain 
times,  and  under  certain  circumstances. 
Such  a  doctrine  as  that  which  had  now 
been  laid  down  he  had  heard  with  surprise 
proceeding  from  Tory  benches.  In  the 
time  of  the  greatest  party  violence  such  a 
doctrine  he  had  never  heard,  even  from 
those  who  entertained  the  most  extreme 
opinions  on  his  side  of  the  House ;  and  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  ere  long 
regret  the  course  which  they  had  that 
night  pursued.  He  had  heard  with  great 
regret  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  TamworUi— a  speech,  he 
must  say,  the  most  contrary  and  opposed 
to  his  usual  doctrine.  He  had  always 
appeared  to  be  especially  tender  of  any  in- 
fringement on  the  powers  of  the  executive 
Government,  and  yet  he  now  defended  the 
adoption  of  a  course  by  which  a  most  un- 
constitutional attack  was  made  against 
them.  He  must  repeat  that,  he  rejoiced 
that  his  noble  Friena,  in  taking  his  choice 
of  the  alternative  left  to  him,  had  deter- 
mined not  to  expose  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  to  an  attack  equally  unprecedented 
and  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  ViUiers  said,  that  no  Government 
of  common  sense  or  common  feelinff  would 
submit  to  the  humiliation  to  which  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen« 
tieman  (Sir  £.  Sugden)  exposed  them. 
The  object  of  that  motion  was  to  prevent 
the  bill  from  coming  into  operation.  It 
was  admitted  that  a  denial  of  justice  ne* 
cessarily  took  place  from  the  want  orsnch 
measure,  and  yet,  by  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  denial  of  justice 
to  the  people  of  England  was  maintained 
and  persisted  in.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  had  said,  that  the  bill  could  be 
passed  by  the  new  Parliament.  On  what 
grounds  did  the  noble  Lord  make  such  a 
statement?  How  could  the  noble  Lord 
know  in  what  manner  a  new  Parliament 
might  think  fit  to  act?  Yet  this  was  the 
universal  practice !  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  he  should  do  one  thing,  and  the  right 
hon.  Buonet  intimate^  m  intention  of 
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Mug  luioiher.  The  noble  Loid  answered 
for  flome  measores,  end  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  othen ;  bat  on  what  aecnritj 
eouM  tbef  make  tbeae  stalementa,  ot  give 
tbeie  pronues?  Ne«er  was  a  gteater 
sadre  tniicled  on  Che  system  of  represent- 
ation.  He  knew  not  who  wonld  be  the 
Menbenof  the  ensuing  Parliament^  and 
he  would  now  give  this  notice  to  the  publie 
that,  in  eonsequenoe  of  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Qendemen  opposite,  there  was  a  great 
dmnce  that  the  existing  evils  would  not 
he  remedied— -that  these  judges  would  not 
be  appointed.  For  years  there  had  been 
a  great  straggle  between  various  indi- 
viduals and  opposite  parties  on  the  ex- 
pediency of  this  me«sare.  That  struggle 
was  now  at  an  end ;  and  when  it  was  so-^ 
when  the  incalculable  inoonvenience  and 
less  iniicted  on  the  people  was  about  to  be 
done  away  with^tben  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite must  interfere  and  prevent  the  ac. 
complishmeot  of  so  desirable  an  object. 
Thflve  never  had  been  a  single  Instance  in 
which  the  pttUic  had  mors  right  to  feel 
themselves  aggrieved.  And  whence  did 
the  conduct  of  the  opposite  party  arise  I 
From  tbeir  interestsd  and  rioleat  opposi- 
tioo  to  any  alteration  of  the  Corn-laws. 
In  coossqaenoe  of  their  determination  not 
to  diseoss,  consideri  or  change  thoss  bete* 
ful  laws,  this  House  was  to  be  dissolved, 
this  beneficial  measure  rejected,  and  every* 
thing  distorbed. 

Mr.  PemberUm  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Qootleman  that  the  eountry  hadlgreat 
reason  to  complain  of  the  course  which  had 
been  adopted  with  respect  to  this  measure; 
but  against  which  party  would  that  com- 
plaint be  directed)  His  nobh  Friend 
(Lord  Stanlsjr)  hod  said,  that  the  ameod«* 
BBent  which  nad  tieen  proposed  that  night 
wouU  not  impede  or  in  any  way  interfere 
with  the  benefidal  operation  of  tlie  present 
measure,  and  every  one  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  administratioD  of  justioe  in  the 
Court  of  Clmnosry  must  acknowledge  that 
that  stateoMnt  was  a  Just  one.  He  (Mr. 
Pemberton)  hsd  always  supported,  had 
always  been  anxious  for  the  passing  of  this 
bill ;  and  he  hod  even  blamed  the  ncSle  Lord 
(Lord  J,  Russell)  br  his  withdrawal  during 
the  last  Sessioa,  without,  as  he  thoughti 
■ny  fetr  or  saffident  rseson.  Yet  upon 
Mill,  and  upon  thoas  with  whom  he  theught 
and  acted,  the  blame  ef  impeding  its  pro* 
cms  was  new  most  oBwasrantably  thrown. 
They  were  accused  of  preventing  this 
measure  ftom  boeoming  hiw  by  hen.  Oen* 
tkmstt  eppomte,  yel  what  bed  besathc 


whidi  they  themselves  MIewwii 
under  similar  ctreumstanees  >  In  18S6. 
the  Duke  of  Welliiigton  introduced  a  bill 
appointing  an  additional  VIce-CliaaeBNor, 

Cy  that  bill,  efieoting  the  same  object  aad 
ught  fonnud  for  the  saam  purpose  as 
the  prssent  they  had  most  vioiendjr  e^ 
posed.  In  1836,  also,  the  King's  spesdb 
mid,  that  an  improvement  In  the  adrntaio- 
tration  of  justioe  in  the  Oourfs  of  Equity 
was  a  main  object  to  be  considered  by  Far- 
liament;  and  yet  from  that  tiam»  I8W, 
until  1840,  what  step  had  the  Goremmeoi 
«— what  step  had  any  individual  of  the  hett. 
Gentlemen  opposite  taken?  They  had 
done  nothing  whatever  during  that  tiaMu 
In  1840  the  present  bill  was  introdoeod 
into  the  House  of  Lords,  aod  It  woe  sbbS 
down  into  this  Houss  in  the  July  of  that 
year.  In  the  course  ef  the  Session  it  was 
withdrawn  by  the  Government  without 
.an?  cause;  and  during  this  Sessun  e 
it  had  been  again  brought  forward,  it 
unneoesssriiy  postponed ;  and  sow,  e 
ne  obstacle  was  thrown  in  the  way  ef  tea 
enactments  and  of  its  beaef  cial  operatiaa 
— iriien  it  was  ripe  to  be  passsd,  it  wan 
again  given  up  b?  the  noble  Loni.  The 
House  must  rsocdiect  that  the  bill  noteoly 
cQatBioed  the  appeintownt  of  tim  now 
judges,  but  it  also  ineiuded  the  appeiat* 
ment  of  the  rsgistrars  and  the  other 
oflBcers  necessary  to  the  eonstitotiea  ef  a 
Court  of  Law.  Tliese  coidd  not  be  i^ 
pointed  until  after  the  14th  of  Angast, 
and  then  it  was  well  known  that  the  Gout 
did  not  ait  agsin  until  the  2nd  ofNoremhar, 
the  Ant  day  of  the  term  after  the  leag 
vacotioo.  He  protested  egaiaet  the  ebssr* 
rations  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
ioconvenience  of  the  course  adnptod  bjr  the 
noUe  liord  would,  of  oonno,  mdeml  the 
delay  which  must  take  place  befers  the  ball 
could  again  be  pissed ;  hot  when  the  hsa. 
aad  Iftmed  Gentiemaa  (Mr.  VUiisn) 
talked  against  the  bill  paasiag  at  all  hi  the 
Beat  Pariiameol,  he  weald  esk  himvho 
prevented  it  from  jpeming  in  tbie?  Tho 
Uame  and  responsability  rssted,  net  wil^ 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House,  hot  with 
the  noble  Lord  and  hon.  Ctentlemen  who 
supported  bim, 

Mr.  fToAfey  did  net  think  the  noble  Lmd 
(LordJ.  Russell)  ooold,aa  a  Ministsr  of  the 
Crowo,  piDoeed  with  the  bill,  uder  the 
present  drcuamtaacea,  and  he  hmgsd  to 
lemiod  the  House,  that  the  outr^esm 
pnicesdiogs  which  hod  given  rise  lo  tho 
wMe  Loid's  motion«  did  aei  erigiuale  ou 
the  B^ittl  dUo  imT  tk  ^^    Uo-te 
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bis  part,  bad  always  ooosklered  the  Radi-I 
Gala  to  be  the  true  Conservative  party  in 
that  Hoose^  and  the  night's  proceemnga 
had  oonfirmod  him  in  that  view ;  for  the 
Radicala  bad  never  made  such  attacks  on 
the  prerwitive  of  the  Crown  as  he  had 
bad  the  iortune  to  witness  within  the  last 
three  weeics  in  that  House^  and  he  was 
prepared  to  prove  this  assertion  by  refer- 
ence to  ftu^ts.  If  the  conduct  of  the  two 
Krtiest  as  lately  developed^  continued  much 
iger,  his  conviction  was,  that  the  hours 
of  the  Monarchy  would  be  numbered.  The 
miHlotts  out  of  doors  were  disgusted  with 
what  passed  in  a  place  where^  though  it 
was  pretended  to  be  for  their  benefit,  they 
bad  no  representatives.  When  the  people 
petitioned  for  the  relaxation  of  the  prero- 
gative! or  its  exercise  in  fietvour  of  their 
champions,  they  were  told  it  was  better  to 
leave  such  matters  in  the  bands  of  the  ex- 
ecutive: that  was  the  language  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tani- 
wortb.  But  when  party  interests  became 
involved,  the  prerogative  was  made  a  shut- 
iAecofk  of,  ana  no  more  respect  was  paid 
to  it  than  to  a  dhrty  rag.  As  a  Radical, 
be  was  always  prepared  to  say,  be  respected 
the  throne,  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  Monarchy.  No  sort  of  Govern- 
nent  aoited  the  people  of  England  better; 
and  none  had  ever  heard  him  say  other- 
wise. But  he  must  say,  that  he  looked 
upon  the  result  of  the  present  proceedings 
as  likely  to  be  highly  disssterous,  unless 
the  people  saw  more  respect  paid  to  the 
pnregative  on  the  part  or  those  who  talked 
so  largely  about  it.  He  only  begged  to 
ask,  in  eondusion,  If  the  leading  party  in 
that  Hooae  treated  the  Crown  in  that 
aranner,  what  would  be  the  conduct  of  an 
excited  multitude  abroad  with  respect  to 
that  saaw  Crown  which  they  had  eo  in- 
sulted? 

Sir  R,  Peel  tiMNight  it  was  quite  evident 
that  the  real  eavae  of  that  afypaient  inter- 
ference which  had  been  ascribed  to  them " 
at  his  aide  of  the  House,  was  neither  more 
Bar  l«is  than  the  attenpt  which  had  bafti 
nade  by  the  hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
carry  ou  the  executive  Government  of  the 
eountry  when  they  did  not  possssa  the 
power  to  do  eo.  There  had  been  dearly 
no  i»ther  course  for  that  Government  to 
ponue,  when  the  House  of  Commova  had 
ao  decidedly  dedared  that  H  did  not  pos- 
sess thdr  conSdeoee,  than  that  of  resig- 
nation or  immediate  dissolution.  By  im- 
mediate dissolution  he  did  not  mean  that 
4isaoI«tioft  wUeh  would  iuterfm  with 


those  grants  which  were  necessary  to  con- 
duct ttie  public  service,  or  which  might 
prevent  the  passing  of  those  ledslative 
acts  which  enabled  them  to  levy  the  ordi* 
nary  duties.  But  he  did  say,  no  con- 
ceded inotion  of  any  kind,  no  act  of  the 
House  of  Commons  Implying  confidence 
in  the  Government,  shoula  be  passed  after 
such  a  vote  as  it  had  come  to.  While  a 
Ministry  was  placed  in  such  a  position  as 
the  present,  it  was  pn  anomalous,  extra- 
ordinary, and  unprecedented  thing  of  them 
to  come  forward,  as  on  the  present  mea- 
sure, to  ask  for  a  vote  of  confidence  from 
that  House.  It  was  perfectly  impossible 
that  a  Government  could  be  so  conducted. 
It  was  impossible  that  the  House  could 
agree  to  a  measure,  by  which  such  a  devo- 
lution of  authority  took  place  as  would  im- 
ply that  they  still  possessed  the  conJSdence 
of  that  House.  If  tiiey  passed  sudi  a  mea- 
sure, would  not  the  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  every  one  beaides,  sny  such  conduct 
was  most  incoqsistent.  Were  they  to  con- 
firm, by  new  legislative  enactments— -were 
they  to  place  upon  new  grounds,  the  au- 
thority of  the  present  Government,  aa  was 
proposed  by  the  present  bill,  he  was  per- 
fectly convinced  they  at  his  dde  of  the 
House  would  be  taunted  by  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  with  their  inconsistency,  and  that 
they  had  not  drawn  the  <ndtnary  distinc- 
tion between  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
and  power  conferred  for  the  first  time. 
If  that  precedent  was  to  be  resorted  to— if 
that  Government  which,  not  only  bdng  in 
a  minority,  but  which  bad  not  even  the 
power  to  carry  one  of  its  measures,  called 
upon  them  for  a  new  vote  of  confidence, 
then  he  certainly  thought  the  House 
could  not  oontent  to  it  with  any  degree  of 
oonsisteney.  The  bon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
dte  (the  Member  for  Finsbury),  who  had 
just  addrMsed  the  House,  complained  u 
good  ded  of  the  interference,  which  he  as* 
cribed  to  them,  with  the  prerosatifv  of  tbg 
Crown.  Now,  they  claimed  something 
dso  for  the  prerogative  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  They  daimed  the  right,  when 
an  act  was  jnroposed  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment  to  make  certain  apjmntments,  of 
oonsidering  whetticr  these  appdntmenia 
were  to  be  made  on  the  I5th  of  October  or 
the  ISth  of  August.  It  was,  indeed,  a 
KW  doetriae,  that  which  the  bon.  Oentlov 
nma  oppodto  propounded— namdy.  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  not  at  liberty 
to  express  its  opinion  with  respect  to  9 
mere  legidative  enactment,  and  to  exerdse 
its  owtt  disetethm  ou  sueh  »  qvwIioH  ul 
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that  then  before  them.  So  far  from  thiuk- 
iog  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  dan- 
ger, as  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
never  recollected  a  time  when  it  was  more 
respected ;  and  he  certainly  could  not  en- 
tertain any  alarm  for  the  I'hrone,  because 
the  House  of  Commons  claimed  for  itself 
the  right  of  substituting  the  15th  of  Octo« 
ber,  instead  of  the  15th  of  August.  No 
man  would  be  more  disposed  to  uphold 
the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  than 
he  would;  but  if  a  Ministry*  without 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons* would  endeavour  to  carry  on  the 
affiiirs  of  the  country,  they  must  be  pre- 
pared to  meet  with  obetructions^  and  to 
De  thwarted  in  their  measures.  It  was 
not  alone»  because  they  who  were  in  the 
miyoriiy  in  that  House  claimed  for  them- 
selves the  privileges  which  they  did,  that 
the  present  course  was  adopted;  but  it 
was  also  because  they  felt  that  those  who, 
being  situated  like  the  present  Govern, 
ment,  did  not  pay  proper  homage  to  the 
true  principles  of  a  representative  Govern- 
ment, if  they  continued  not  only  to  admi- 
nister the  executive  functions,  but  pro- 
posed to  the  House  of  Commons  new  legis- 
lative enactments,  implying  confidence  in 
themselves. 

Mr.  Hatvee  thought  it  tvould  have  been 
a  more  manly  course  fi)r  hon*  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  have  declared  before  then  the 
course  they  meant  to  pursue.  They  had 
not  objected  to  other  legislative  measures, 
but  their  present  course  was  evidently 
nothing  but  a  shabby  scramble  for  patron- 

Mr.  A  Wood  asked  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  the  Opposition  what  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  think  of  the  integrity  of  their 
judges  when  their  appointment  was  made 
a  subject  for  partj  contention  ? 

Further  consideration  of  the  report 
poetpooed. 

Dbbts  op  PiMSHBs  BiulI  Sir  E. 
KnatchbuU  moved  the  Committal  of  the 
Debto  of  Pariahea  Bill. 

Mr.  F.  Mauk  wished  to  know,  before 
•aseotittg  to  this  bill,  what  the  ol»|ect  of  it 
was  ? 

Sir  £.  KnaichbuU  replied  that  his  ob- 
ject was  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
debts  incurrsa  by  parishes  before  the  pass- 
ing  of  the  Poor-law  BilL 

Mr.  B.  Wood  said,  those  debts  might 
Jiave  been  oontracted  a  hundred  years  ago, 
wd  it  was|  in  hia  ofHoion,  very  oDJost  to 


saddle  the  new  occupiers  with  thepayipeot 
of  these  debts.  He  should  move  that  this 
bill  be  postponed  to  that  day  six  montka. 

Mr.  Darho  maintained  that  the  csoo- 
tinuance  of  tne  payment  of  the  interest  of 
these  debts  by  the  parishes  was  a  proof 
that  they  coincided  in  the  opinion  that 
they  were  legal.  . 

Mr.  Warburlon  maintained,  that  the  in- 
vestigation of  these  alleged  facts  w^as 
necessary,  and  that  a  committee  was  the 
only  proper  tribunal  for  adjudicating  upon 
them. 
^  Sir  £.  KnaichbuU  said,  that  the  pieaeat 
bill  had  received  the  sanction  of  all  parties 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  and 
not  only  the  Poor-law  Commissioners  bat 
the  Government  had  agreed  to  it.  He 
would  give  one  instance,  whereby  th^ 
would  see  the  necessity  for  the  bilL  A 
certain  parish  had  been  informed  that  its 
poor  were  entitled  to  a  certain  disputed 
property,  and  they  bad  obtained  a  loan  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  expense  of  pn^ 
secuting  their  rights  at  law.  The|^  had 
succeeded,  and  were  then  in  possession  of 
the  property,  but  since  the  passing  of  the 
new  Poor-law  Act  the  commissioners  had 
conceived  that  they  had  no  right  to  au- 
thorise the  payment  either  of  the  principal 
or  interest  ot  the  money  so  savanoed* 
Cases  of  that  description  were  frequently 
occurring. 

Mr.  Hawei  observed,  it  was  not  oaiial 
to  take  the  views  of  the  Poor-law  Commia- 
sioners  from  the  oth^r  side  of  the  Houae. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned  to  Friday. 

Mr.  Hume  :  Even  supposing  that  peti« 
tions  were  before  the  ^ouse  demaadiBg 
this  bill,  the  facts  contained  in  them  ihenid 
be  submitted  to  a  committee. 

Committee  adjourned  to  Friday. 

Adjourned. 
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Mmom.!  BOIk  RmS  a  Snt  tlntfr-K««r  SoaOi  WM«t 
W«tan  AvmuMi  iMobcat  DilftBi  <lfilM*)t  Hohk 
oT  iDdvttry  (Iiibnd)t  AdaialitattoB  of  Juittei  Oomt 
of  Chaneery^— R«td  a  leeoiid  time  ^— HOm  Coaporftiea 
<tralaad)^RMd  « thM  tfmt:— Oovlt  HooHi  <Mhii<>i 
A«HHd  Tssw  CowpoaHicm  VaniMttBAi  OliMiiiv 
SurT«7}  Militia  BaUott  Siupnaoik 

PeCitloM  pmented.  By  tha  Eailt  ol  Dvvod.  and  Vvto* 
lOQ^f  Amd  DcfooAlfi^  Coniwatt(  anS 
i^SalBit  a  Rapail  gf  Om  OamJcwii— By  LoM  an 
and  tba  ManiucM  of  *-— t'*ir""*— ,  ttook  Parth*  and 
other  plaeeB  In  SooUand,  apd  fhn  Swaoaaa,  ftar  a  Rcpaal 
of  tiM  CQai4a«i» 
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count  Strangfard  said^  that  tbeir  Lordsbips 
were  aware  of  the  interest  which  prevailed 
in  the  puhlic  mind  on  the  suhject  of  the 
President  steam-ship,  and  he  wished  to 
Inow,  whether  the  Government  had  sent 
out  any  vessel  in  quest  of  her,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  her  fate,  and,  if 
possible,  of  affording  her  succour.  He 
understood  the  Portuguese  government 
had  been  humane  enough  to  do  something 
of  the  kind. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty had  watched  the  reports  concerning 
the  President  with  the  greatest  interest, 
and  endeavoured  to  obtain  all  the  informa- 
tion in  their  power,  and  had  collected  the 
best  evidence  from  all  descriptions  of  per- 
sons as  to  any  means  by  which  we  could 
discover  the  fote  of  the  vessel,  or  afford  her 
succour.  The  Admiralty,  however,  had 
been  compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  there  were  no  means  of  search  having' 
the  slightest  probability  of  obtaining  in- 
formation or  affording  relief.  A  fresh  re- 
port haa  been  circulated  to-day  throueh 
the  newspapers,  which  was  calculated,  he 
feared,  to  excite  false  hopes.  The  report 
states,  that  a  large  steamer  in  distress  had 
been  seen  in  St.  George's  Channel.  There 
was  no  doubt,  information  to  that  effect 
had  reached  town,  and  he  had,  in  conse- 
quence, sent  instructions  to  the  admiral  at 
Plymouth  to  despatch  a  steamer,  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  there  was  any  founda- 
tion for  the  report.  He,  however,  had  no 
reason  to  believe,  that  the  report  would 
prove  well-founded,  and  he  feared  it  was 
only  one  of  those  most  odious  and  inoom- 
prehensible  attempts  to  take  advantaee  in 
the  money  market  of  the  temporary  hopes 
exeited  by  favourable  rumours. 

TiMBBE  DunB8-«Coiifr-LAwg  — Tbb 
Poor-Law.3  Lord  AMurion  liaving  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  shipowners  and 
others  of  South  Shields,  against  the  altera- 
tion of  the  timber  duties,  observed,  that 
the  finandd  plan  of  the  Government  was 
a  gross  delusion  to  say  that  the  deficiency 
in  the  Budget  could  be  made  up  by  reliev- 
ing the  country  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
taxation  upon  timber,  sugar,  and  com. 
The  proposition,  as  regardoi  timber,  was 
not  one  for  reducing  the  taxation  upon 
that  article,  but  by  additional  taxation  to 
raise  the  sum  of  700,000/.  The  higher 
taxation  upon  colonial  timber  was  to  be 
accompanied  by  a  comparative  reduction 
upon  Baltic  timber,  but  the  whole  taken 
l^^etlier  was  an  additional  taxation,  and  a 


taxation  too  upon  that  particular  kind  of 
timber  which  was  used  in  all  the  manufac- 
turing districts  in  the  country.  It  was 
colonial  timber  which  was  used  upon  the 
whole  western  coast  of  England ;  it  was 
the  timber  which  was  most  generally  used 
for  the  dwellings  of  the  poor,  and  it  was 
the  cheaper  of  the  two.  The  Government, 
therefore,  by  their  proposition,  were  about 
to  offer  to  the  country,  not  a  cheaper,  but 
a  dearer  timber.  That  they  could  get  no- 
thing from  the  proposed  alteration  in  the 
sugar  duties  was  obvious.  Indeed,  it  had 
been  admitted  by  those  who  had  made  the 
proposal  in  the  other  House,  that  a  frac- 
tion of  a  farthing  was  the  amount  of  the 
benefit  which  misht  result  to  the  consumer 
from  that  proposed  alteration.  Now,  whether 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Brougham)  would  think  that  tor  so  small 
an  advantage,  if  so  it  could  be  called,  they 
ought  to  sacrifice  that  great  principle  for 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  so 
long  struggled,  and  for  which  the  country 
had  so  dearly  paid,  he  did  not  know  ;  but 
he  hoped,  that  before  the  Session  was 
closed,  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
declare  what  his  opinions  were  upon  the 
subject.  He  was  sure,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  sagacious  mind  was  at 
least  convinced  of  this,  that  there  oonld  be 
no  doubt,  if  the  British  markets  were 
thrown  open  to  Brazilian  sugar,  that  the 
slave  trade  would  be  increased  in  its  moat 
horrible  and  disgusting  form;  and  by 
making  it  a  smuggling  trade  they  would 
increase  all  its  horrors  tenfold :  wretched 
bein^  would  then  be  stowed  just  as  a 
coastmg  smuflsler  stowed  his  spints.  The 
blood  ran  cold  on  reading  the  accounts  pub* 
lished  of  vessels  taken  in  that  tn^c.  He 
was  surprised,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  al- 
lowed so  long  a  time  to  elapse  without  ex- 
pressbg  his  indignation  at  the  enoouraffe* 
ment  proposed  to  be  given  to  slavery,  mth 
respect  to  com,  the  measure  amounted  to 
this — that,  whereas  for  the  last  three  yean 
you  bad  imported  com  laigely,  paying  a 
duty  of  6s.  M.  the  quarter,  by  the  altera- 
tion  you  would  have  to  pay  8#.  The  whole 
of  the  me^iures  proposed  were  of  this  de* 
scriptioi^;  there  oould  not  be  a  greater 
delusion.  He  would  take  this  opportunity 
of  adveniutotfae  observation  whidi  feU 
from  bis  oople  ft&d  learned  Friend  the  day 
before  yesterday.  The  motion  which  hie 
alluded  to  on  that  oocasiim  was  that  made 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
state  of  the  trade  of  the  country  in  1817» 
on  which  the  noUe  and  learned  Lmd 
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ii  mosi  ftble  and  doquent  speech  on  the 
diglfBiBed  ttiite  of  the  country.  Thei«  were 
mtttiy  features  in  the  dccumstances  of  that 
tiine  oortespondirtg  with  the  present  state 
of  the  conntry.  The  noble  Lord,  after 
depicting  the  unparalleled  intensity  of  the 
distress  which  prevailed  at  the  period  al- 
luded tO|  and  after  going  into  a  detail  of 
the  remedies  which^  in  his  opinion,  ought 
to  be  applied)  said  that  this  naturally 
brought  him  to  the  question  of  the  Corn** 
law  J-— 

^  t  mast  s&y,*'  said  the  noble  Lord,  ^'a  sin- 
gle  word  on  the  Com  Bill,  which,  strictly 
apeakiag,  comes  within  the  class  of  measures 
2  am  allodiDg  to»  To  Uie  opinion  which  I 
originally  eptertaioed  upon  that  law,  I  siili 
adhere.  I  feel  now  as  I  did  then,  that  its  first 
efiectf  are  injurious  by  cutting  oil  a  great  ar- 
ticle of  foreign  trade ;  but  I  look  for  an  ample 
compensation  for  that  injury  in  advantages  of 
a  higlier  nature— the  insuring  a  regular,  safe, 
and  ultimately  cheap,  supply  of  the  great 
neeessary  of  Hfe,  which  no  change  of  foreign 
poltoy»  DO  caprke  of  hostile  Governments  can 
impede  or  distarb." 

His  noble  and  learned  Friend,  could  not 
bat  admit  that  these  expresrions  warranted 
him  in  aJfiroring  that  the  noble  Lord'a  sen-^ 
limente  at  that  time  were  as  diametrieally 
opposite  to  those  entertained  by  the  nolde 
add  leanied  Laid  at  the  present  thne^  as 
ooold  portifaiy  be*  He  did  not  toeni  So 
Sieproach  the  noUe  Losd  because  ha  had 
ofaangsdhisophikmi;  on  the  oontraiy^  be 
MA  that  in  all  the  great  questions  aflbcl* 
thi^  die  eommefce  of  thia  great  oountryi  it 
tras  moie  odnionant  wkfa  wisdoia  to  watdl 
the  reeulls  of  expeiienoe  than  do^atisidly 
to  persist  in  preeo&eeived  opnionsb  He 
therefore  made  It  no  subfeet  m  reproach  to 
the  noUe  Lord,  that  he  did  not  in  1841 
ehtertoiil  hiii  opinion  of  1817.  Tim  adviea 
ha  wiAed  to  giva  the  ooUe  Lord  watf,  not 
to  throw  stonea  at  hia  wiiidotrl^  or  make 
thai  a  reproaeb  to  Mm  which  woold  apply 
with  at  least  e^ual  justice  to  the  noblo  and 
learned  Lord  htniielf« 

Lord  Brtmgham  b^ged  to  astoite  the 
noUe  LotA  that  he  took  his  Ohservatione  in 
vary  good  part,  hut  bo  asuit  say,  that  he 
felt  rather  disappoioted  at  finding  that  the 
Boble  Lord  had  nsade  out  ■»  tnconsideraUe 
a  discrepancy  between  tbo  opiniona  which 
bo  had  expressed  tweniy-six  yeara  ago>  and 
those  wUeh  ha  held  at  iho  present  period 
i^A  tbo  su^eet  of  the  Cor»-lawsL  First, 
the  mierepresentaiioB  on  the  fbrmet  even- 
ino,  of  what  he  had  said  Upon  this  subjeet, 
led  him  to  expect  something  of  a  more  im- 
portant and  sarsetfs  natisio  than  what  the 


noble  Lord  had  this  evening  chaiffecl 
with.    In  the  first  phase,  in  order  that  he 
might  set  himself  right  upon  thia  point,  he 
Must  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  on  Ibo 
former  evening  when  he  referred  to  what 
his  opniona  were  twenty-idx  yeara  ago,  he 
naturally  recollected  that  that  was  the  po- 
rlod  at  which  the  greet  debate  was  taken  upon 
the  Corn-law,  a^  he  as  naturally  thoiq^ 
that  the  noble  Lord  hod  referred  to  aoftio^ 
thing  the  noble  Lord  supposed  he  had  mai, 
upon  the  debate  upon  the  Com -law  Bll. 
In  answer  to  which  he  said,  that  sticii  a 
drcumstanoe  was  impossible,  for  he  had 
not  then  been  a  Member  of  the  Hooae. 
Now,  with  respect  to  tbo  opnions  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated,  wese  expmaed 
by  him  in  1817  upon  this  point,  ho  believed 
that  such  opiniont  were  then  entertotnei 
by  him,  and  that  the  quotation  which  tfm 
noble  Lord  had  read  to  the  House  waa  per* 
feetly  correct.     The  noble  Lord,  homew&t, 
was  candid  enough  to  skate  that  sock  a 
diange  of  opinion  could  never  bo  fonaosK 
ably  brouffht  as  a  charge  againat  any  nsaa^ 
particularly  when  it  was  considered  thai  H 
was  after  a  period  of  twenty*four  yiaiif 
ezperienoe  and  reflection  upon  the  suljject 
that  he  had  thought  proper  to  rhangii  or 
modify  hie  opinions;  but  tho  asMo  Lord 
imd  not  ttud  edough  upon  tlua  suhfeet;  hie 
eandour  ahonld  havo  lad  him  to  aaatlMr 
observation  with  referoaeo  to  Ao  gnil 
ehaagel  which  hod  tahaa  piaee  in  tho  ia« 
tcrun,  and  tho  dumy  altevaiMia  whiah  had 
since  been  eiiected  in  the  eouatiy,  ta  ohaBfa 
tho  whole  aapeet  of  aia2r%  aaAttwasrant 
a  different  opfauOn  upoa  tho  «bh(eat     rho 
qootatkm  which  tho  aofalo  Lofd  had  read 
to  theIiottse#  waa  port  of  a  tperek  wyeh 
was  made  by  him  tho  vety  year  aAar  Iho 
original  Corn-law  Bill  of  1815  had  pasaed 
intdahMT.   Wai  it  then  at  sB  iisrensisCent 
for  biaa  at  snch  a  tame  to  have  amd,  «<  Notr 
that  you  havo  given  pSoteetkni  to  tho  nana 
tradeletltcoatinoei  doe't  seeh  to  dktaih 
it;  let  us  hgve  proper  aaparienee of  ita 8#» 
suits}  I  don't  eonaider  that  a  repeal  of  aaeh 
a  bill  Woold  move  a  reasedy  for  tho  odsliaf 
diatiam  which  protaib  thfeoghout  the  ooaa* 
try  ?~   Was  there  any  ineonsielcncy  ia  as^ 
ing^  afler  a  period  of  ttveaty^aix  yearifioai 
thattim^  when  ha  Imd  so  ample  a  timo  to 
see  how  it  worhed,  and  whan  he  had  tho 
fullest  axperioaea  of  ite  fatal  efteta  vpaii 
the  intarertsot  the  eoontry,  «*  I  havo  duly 
eonsidered  tUa  queetlda,  aad  I  havo  anived 
at  this  eondinion,  that  tho  protadtioB  imoa 
eom  waa  nokmyr  sequirad»  aaditagpanual 
waa  01  the  nmt 
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Itftice  lo  the  faiWteM  of  cU0  ooanfery."  But 
1m)  b^g9A  to  ramind  the  noble  Lcnrd^  thai 
many  other  ditmmstences  had  arisen  to  wor- 
rttftt  him  in  tbi«  obanji^  of  opinion  with 
which  he  had  been  ohayged«  He  would 
a^E  the  noble  Loid>  were  the  landowneri 
of  this  oountiyf  in  the  iame  position  now 
as  thejr  were  in  1817  P  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Lofd,  waa  the  country  in  the  eoaie 
poottion  now,  in  refpeot  to  the  landowneri^ 
aa  they  were  in  1817  P  He  thought  that  if 
fehe  noble  Loidi  would  but  take  the  trouble 
to  read  a  few  more  of  the  obflervationf 
which  he  had  made  oearlf  at  the  mme 
timet  the  noble  Lord  would,  he  would 
alnioit  venttire  to  say^  findi  that  one  of  the 
many  groundt  upon  which  he  had  rested 
the  opniiona  which  he  bad  held  in  1817# 
which  he  subsequently  held  fourteen  yearn 
ago,  and  which  he  had  expressed  at  that 
time»  upon  the  introduction  of  Mr.  Can« 
Ding's  Gom«law  Bill#— -the  noble  Lord,  he 
repealedi  would  iind  that  one  of  the  many 
grounds  upon  which  he  had  slated  his  opi« 
nions  then  upon  the  question,  was  £be 
peculiar  burdens  under  which  the  landed 
interests  of  the  eountry  then  lay^  And 
what  were  these  ?  The  then  sUte  of  the 
Poov«laW,  and  the  heary  blirdeiis  which 
then  pressed  upon  the  land  fot  the  main^ 
lenanre  of  the  poor»  and  on  the  land  ca« 
dttsirely.  Now  he  would  ask  the  noUe 
Lordi  had  no  change  taken  place  since  that 
period  upon  lUs  subject?  lie  would  ask^ 
Was  not  the  burden  upon  the  land  greatly 
miti^sted  sinee  that  timei  He  was  un« 
wiUhig  to  enter  at  any  length  upon  this 
ftttljecti  Of  to  discuss  any  one  of  its  branchesi 
He  waa  unwilling  to  my  anything  with 
leftieBse  lo  what  he  woidd  call  that  nwst 
wise  and  necessary  measure  of  the  Goirero- 
ment  until«  he  had  further  anperience  of  its 
resoltii  Ha  could  neltlM»werer»  avoid  allud* 
iag  to  the  reports  which  had  gone  abmad 
eonceming  it,  which  lepovtaweie  of  thonMwt 
falsa  and  erroneous  cfaaraciert  and  which 
were  not  only  seiaed  with  the  most  maUg* 
nant  avidityi  but  cireullHad  with  an  iadus* 
try  only  matched  by  the  |flnealaa#  and 
gramnem  of  the  vdsreptasentataon  ilfelft 
Tbo  reports  to  which  he  had  alluded  were 
those  which  had  lepnsenCed  this  Ull  aa  llm 
Iandk>nb'  biU,  and  ihft  it  srm  adopted  by 
Parliament  bemuse  ll  was  a  ^eaadre  that 
was  solely  intended  to  benefit  the  landlosds* 
NoWf  so  far  from  these  reports  hariof  the 
slightesl  partide  of  troth  in  them^  he  would 
sayi  thai  the  PoSr-law  WU  sras  introduced 
fee  the  grsal  dfageel  tf  impioYiag  the  aha- 
raeler  and  ciceuiiMnadaea  of  the  labouiiag 


people  rf  tlii^  oountry«  That  waa  thft 
main  principle  and  the  grand  oh)eot  of  the 
measure^  and  it  was  also  oomddered  to  be 
a  bill  from  which  great  and  impormnt  be* 
nefits  Would  arise  to  the  other  classes  of 
the  community*  When  he  had  made  the 
Speech  to  which  the  noble  Ldrd  had  id* 
loded,  the  Poor«law  was  very  different  in 
its  workings  to  what  it  now  was.  It  wa% 
at  the  former  periodi  actually  eating  into 
the  substance  and  ownership  of  the  liuid 
of  this  country,  and  while^  on  the  on# 
hand,  the  diaracter  and  the  comforts  of 
the  poor  sufiered  severely  by  the  maLad* 
ministration  of  the  law ;  on  the  other,  the 
landed  interest  Was  falling  before  the  nu- 
merous abuses  with  which  it  was  acGonn 
poniedi  He  never  was  so  peremptory  as 
to  deny  altogether  protedtion  to  the  landed 
interest  He  woom  ask,  was  it  no  ptofec*' 
tion  to  the  landed  interest  to  say,  that 
ample  notice  should  be  given  of  Uidr  in« 
tention  to  repeal  the  Corn*laws  ?  Waa  it 
no  protectioB  to  the  landed  interest  to  say^ 
that  the  duties  should  not  ba  suddenly 
abolisbedf  but  that  they  should  go  gsniu^ 
ally  towards  abolishing  those  duties  ?  Was 
it  noproleetion  to  say,  that  the  duties  shouM 
be  reduced  by  a  gradual  per  eentage,  yeas 
after  year,  until  they  ware  altogether  aboU 
ished?  l/i  Nobh  Lord;  There  oug^t  lo 
be  no  such  reduction.^  Theftf  perhapai 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  would  adveaata  the 
repeal  el  all  dutlea  at  onee«  He  coold  nofc 
say,  that  ho  had  much  hope  of  reaping  the 
benefit  of  the  noble  Lord's  support  in  his 
(Lord  Brougham's)  pro|iesilion9  but  be  Imh 
lievedt  that  he  would  have  in  his  ftvoui 
the  opiniona  of  nin^tentha  of  the  people  ol 
this  cotttitry.  He  must  say,  that  he  thought 
his  noUe  Friend  (Lord  Ashburton)  had 
eyaggavatod  the  statement  he  (Lesd  Bioug* 
hap)  had  made  on  Tuesday  evening  iMtt 
and  he  was  astonished  at  the  serensm  with 
which  his  noble  Friend  appsared  to  fioal 
his  alluqpon  to  the  noUe  Iiord's  prsferenca 
to  a  shifting  measure  to  one  of  a  fisej 
nature«  It  would  be  enoudb  tot  him  to 
have  felt  annoyed  at  the  aUusion,  if  the 
nofaja  Lord  had  changed  hie  opiniona  from 
iaterested  motives.  Such  not  being  the 
case,  the  noble  Lord  should  not  have  lek 
so  seie  on  his  single  casual  remark,  which 
ha  had  sMde  merely  in  the  shape  of  a  pa* 
raathesiai  With  regard  to  the  othw  part 
of  the  noble  Lord's  observationSf  he  should 
wish  to  kneeBT  whether  the  noUe  Lord  had 
intsnded  lo  entan^  lum  (Lord  firoi;^<* 
ham)  in  a  discussion  upon  all  the  topics 
whkh;.wsee  eontained  within  the  budget? 
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He  would  not,  however,  be  drawn  into 
any  foch  diicu«imi,  further  than  to  say, 
that  he  regretted  greatly  being  obliged  to 
differ  from  some  of  those  gentlemen^  with 
whom  he  had  a  long  time  acted,  and  whoae 
great  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  inti- 
mato  acquaintance  with  iti  details,  could 
only  be  exceeded  by  their  pure  and  honour- 
able and  confcientunu  devotion  to  the 
cause.  He  alluded  to  the  question  which 
was  connected  with  slavery.  The  noble 
Lord  had  thought  proper  to  blame  him  for 
su&ring  such  a  length  of  time  to  elapse 
since  his  return  to  this  country  before  he 

fa^e  any  opinion  upon  this  subject.  As 
e  had  before  stated,  he  re^tted  to 
be  obliged  to  differ  in  opinion  upon 
this  subject  with  those  for  whose  opin- 
ions he  had  always  entertained  the 
highest  respect.  He  particularly  referred 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  was  a  Mem< 
tier  of  the  other  House  (Dr.  Lushington). 
He  must  say  he  could  not  go  the  length  of 
declaring,  that  they  were  to  treat  the 
emandpated  negroes  of  the  West  Indies, 
differently  from  any  other  class,  to*  the  ef- 
fect of  giving  them  more  protection  than 
others.  He  could  not  agree  to  ibis  propo- 
sition, even  for  the  sake  of  assisting  in  the 
working  out  of  the  great  experiment  of 
negro  emancipatum  ;  which  measure  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  was  no  longer 
an  experiment,  but  an  event  which  was 
perfMtly  consummated  and  successful.  He 
would  repeat,  that  even  for  the  sake  of 
working  out  this  experiment,  he  could  not 
consent  to  make,  in  their  favour,  any  ex- 
eeptiun  to  the  general  and  sound  policy  of 
the  countiy.  There  ought  to  be  no  fixed 
role  agunst  using  sugar  or  any  other  arti- 
cle the  produce  of  sbve-labour.  In  fact, 
we  already  acted  on  this  principle  with  re- 
gwd  to  cotton  and  other  commodities;  why 
then,  should  the  exclusive  principle  apply 
to  sugar  only  }  He  should  be  sorry  if  such 
an  aamisBon  should  have  the  effect  of  en- 
eouranng  slavery,  or  of  retarding  the 
emanSjMition  of  foreiffn  slaves,  but  never- 
theless, it  would  not  be  conristent  with  our 
own  policy,  nor,  indeed,  with  wise  states- 
mansnip,  to  esdude  foreign  sugar  for  this 
reason*  But  davery  in  foreign  colonies, 
and  the  slave-trade  carried  on  by  foreign 
colonies,  were  very  different  things.  And 
whenever  we  entmd  into  a  free-trade  in- 
tercourse with  any  country,  we  ought  to 
take  care,  that  not  a  hogshead  of  sugar, 
not  a  bale  of  merchandize,  should  entor  our  I 
maikets  which  had  been  nosed  in  a  colony  i 
or  country,  that  allowed  the  detestable,] 


execnUe  Afiricaa  slave  Cnde  to  be  still 
carried  on  ;  for  it  was  well  known,  ^tmt 
not  one  hogshead  of  sugar  eoald  be 
imported  fma  Braail  or  Ciiba, 
out  also  eneoongiog  the  BamK 
Spanish  African  dave-tmde.  Of  this  be 
had  no  doubt  whatever.  It  vng^  be 
said,  then,  if  yon  let  in  Guadalonpe,  or 
Guiana,  or  East  India  sugar,  yoo  asaii  lei 
in  slave  sugar  also,  wludli  will  be  imposted 
through  these  entrepdts.  To  this  lua  «■• 
swer  was,  if  you  thought  ao;,  then  yoa  were 
bound  to  examine  and  provide  for,  ao  as  to 
prevent  such  circumstances,  before  yon 
that  trade ;  and  you  have  no  right  to 
port  sugar  from  Braxil  or  Cuba  ao  long  as 
you  think  that  by  doing  so  yoa  ms^  eneoii- 
rage  the  Spanish  and  Portogiieas  dnve 
trade. 

The  Earl  of  WinekiUmleggoAtOi 
some  mistakes  into  which  uie  noUe 
learned  Lord  had  fallen  leapecting  the 
New  Poor-law.  The  fact  was,  the  mea- 
sure had  raised  the  rates  in  many  parts  of 
England ;  or  if  there  had  been  a  reduetson 
in  the  poor  rates  it  was  thrown  on  tiie 
highway  rates,  which  now  bote  the  support 
of  many  men  that  would,  under  the  old 
system,  be  supported  by  the  Poor-bw. 
Now,  had  the  bill  succeeded  in  rainig  die 
moral  character  of  the  labooiets  as  the  no* 
ble  and  learned  Lord  had  predicted  >  The 
aanstant  PoorJaw  comrnissioncrs  did  not 
trouble  themselves  about  this;  their  only 
care  seemed  to  be  to  reduce  the  rates,  and 
not  to  promote  the  improvement  of  die 
poor.  That,  at  least,  was  his  decided  opin- 
ion, though  he  had  supported  the  bffi,  and 
though  he  still  believed  it  would  be  of 
great  benefit,  yet  he  should  rejinoe  when 
the  day  came,  on  whidi  the  Poor-law  com- 
missioners would  be  removed  firom  their 
authority,  and  when  the  bill  would  be  car- 
ried out  by  those  whom  local  and  personal 
knowledge  of  the  condition  of  ^e  poor 
must  have  better  qualified  for  that  doty 
than  persons  who  had  no  such  experience. 
He,  therefore,  should  certainly  support  any 
amendment  that  might  oome  from  die  odier 
House,  to  the  effect  that  when  two>tliirds 
of  a  board  of  Guardians  should  agree  upon 
the  propriety  of  giring  out-door  re&ef, 
then  that  out<*door  rdi^  might  be  given 
by  the  board;  and  he  had  no  apprdMmsion 
that  in  doing  so  they  would  be  too  lavidi  of 
the  public  money ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  boards  would  act  with  dncre* 
don  and  frugality.  This  he  oould  say,  from 
havinff  attended  meedngs  of  boards  where 
he  had  never  seen  n  dispositioa  to  be  lavish. 
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When  lavish  expenditure  took  place  under 
the  old  ]aw»  it  was  not  through  kindness 
or  false  humanity,  hut  because  the  guar. 
dtans  were  under  the  influence  of  fear  and 
intimidation*  Under  the  present  system 
such  things  would  be  impossible,  as  one 
man  would  be  a  check  upon  another.  He 
should  also  support  any  amendment  coming 
from  the  other  House  for  the  purpose  of  li- 
miting the  duration  of  the  assistant  com- 
missioners or  of  the  commissioners-in-chief. 

Lord  Pariman  said^that  the  price  of  com 
must  be  taken  into  consideration  in  discus- 
sing the  operation  of  the  New  Poor-law.  In 
1837  one  more  pauper  had  received  out-of- 
door  relief  than  had  been  relieved  in  1840, 
and  in  the  year  1840  the  relief  of  these  pau- 
.pers  cost  560/.  more  than  it  had  cost  in 
18d7>  and  it  was  rather  curious  that  the 
di£brence  in  the  cost  of  the  relief  was  pre- 
cisely the  difference  between  the  price  of 
bread  in  1837  and  1840.  He  was  certain 
that  if  the  check  of  the  Poor-law  commis- 
sion were  removed  frem  the  west  of  £ng- 
landj  it  would  operate  injuriously  to  the 
poor.  When  the  guardians  could  get  rid 
of  a  poor  man  by  eking  out  his  wages,  they 
would  soon  get  back  to  the  old  system. 
But  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  in  long- 
ing for  the  time  when  they  should  be  able 
to  do  without  the  assistant-oommissbnen ; 
for  be  must  confess  that  their  services  could 
be  very  fairly  dinpensed  with.  He  thought 
they  did  injury,  by  acting  on  their  own  va- 
rious theories,  instead  of  on  one  uniform 
principle.  He  should,  however,  be  content 
to  continue  the  system  one  year  longer  as 
it.  was,  rather  than  recur  to  the  old  svstem. 
^e  had  seen  its  practical  good  effect,  and 
>here  one  man,  having  gone  into  the  work- 
house rather  than  receive  insufficient  wages, 
had  had  his  wages  raised  immediately. 

The  Earl  of  WinohiUea  referred  to  the 
cases  of  several  worthy  people  who  had  ne- 
ver required  a  farthing  frem  their  parishes 
until  afler  the  passing  of  the  New  Poor- 
law,  when,  being  overtaken  by  old  age, 
they  were  competed  to  solicit  out-door  re- 
lief, instead  of  getting  which  they  were 
oflbred  the  workhouse.  There  were  also  a 
number  of  men  in  the  district  with  which 
he  was  connected,  who,  when  prevented 
from  working  by  the  winder,  were,  on  ask- 
ing for  reliefj  also  toldj  that  they  must 
come  into  the  workhouse.  Now  he  must 
think  that  the  rigour  of  the  new  Poor-law 
could  never  have  been  intended  to  act  upon 
such  people  as  these.  He  thought  the  rea- 
son why  greater  numbers  had  not  been  com- 
pelled to  solicit  admission  into  workhouses^ 
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was,  not  the  moral  operation  of  the  new 
Poor-law,  but  the  enormous  outlay  that 
had  taken  place  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  in  consequence  of  the  railways. 
But  these  works  would  soon  cease,  and  then 
great  quantities  of  labouring  men  would 
have  to  fall  back  on  their  parishes ;  indeed, 
he  thought,  that  in  some  parts  of  England, 
there  would  always  be  a  surplus  popula- 
tion ;  for  this  reason,  he  had  always  been  a 
friend  to  emigration  and  colonisation,  and 
he  hoped  the  legislature  would  soon  take 
up  this  subject  in  a  proper  manner. 

Lord  Poritnan  assured  the  noble  Earl 
that  in  the  district  already  alluded  to  they 
did  that  which  the  noble  Earl  desired — 
namely,  they  extended  out-door  relief  to 
labourers  who  could  not  get  employment. 
They  sent  up  the  cases  of  those  whom  they 
thought  deserving  out-door  relief  to  the 
Poor-law  commissioners,  who  then  autho- 
rised the  giving  of  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisburtf  said,  let  them 
not,  for  Grod's  sake,  send  away  the  sinews 
of  the  English  peasantry  and  banish  them. 
There  were  abundant  sources  of  labour  in 
this  country,  without  sending  our  popula- 
tion to  cultivate  the  wilds  of  America,  or 
to  follow  the  mad  project  of  robbing  the 
natives  of  New  Zealand  of  their  lands.  He 
had  always  looked  on  the  New  Poor-law 
as  solely  intended  to  raise  the  moral  cha- 
racter of  the  poor.  He  thought  it  had 
fulfilled  that  intention ;  for  the  best  man- 
ner of  raising  the  moral  condition  of  the 
poor,  was  to  enable  them  to  earn  large  and 
sufficient  wages ;  and  he  was  confident  that 
no  scheme  could  have  been  better  devised 
for  such  an  object  than  to  say,  that  in 
no  case  should  an  able-bodied  man  re« 
ceive  any  assistance  to  his  wages.  He 
protested  against  an  able-bodied  labourer 
in  any  case  receiving  assistance  to  his  wages. 
The  moment  that  system  was  brought  into 
operation,  from  that  moment  the  poor 
would  again  be  ground  down,  and  their 
subsistence  calculated  on  any  scale  but  that 
of  comfort,  which  before  the  establishment 
of  the  New  Poor-law  Bill  was  the  case  in 
many  agricultural  districts.  He  was  an- 
xious to  see  the  assistant-commissionen 
abolished.  Whenever  hardship  took  place, 
he  was  sure  it  was  not  owing  to  the  au- 
thorities at  Somerset-house;  but  to  the 
assistant-commissioners,  who  each  held  their 
diflferent  theories,  and  beoame  in  some  de- 
gree partisans  in  the  districts  where  they 
were  placed.  If  the  assistant-commissioners 
were  done  away  widi,  they  would  be  less 
firequently  misled  by  misrepiesentatioo,  and 
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they  woqU  btve  Aen  »  dmiAy  defined 
yemmriUe  bedy. 

Eftrl  Skfnkope  iaid»   in  the  eMbaraie 
fpeedi  made  bf  the  noUe  end  leenied  Leid 
(Loid  Broughaoi)  m  mpport  ef  the  New 
Poor-lawy  some  yeuB  since,  the  neUe  Leid 
•aid.  If  the  blU  were  no^  pancd,  the  veAtal 
of  the  whole  of  ihe  eitales^  of  the  oontilfy 
would  be  iwallowed  up  in  the  rales.    In- 
deed the  noble  and  leanied  liovd  said^  if  Ihe 
measure  were  not  passed,  it  was  not  im- 
IMrofaable  that  he  might  heeame  a  West- 
moreland paiqper.    But  what  had  been  the 
result  of  Uie  measure  ?  He  oentended,  that 
instead  of  a  reduetion  there  had  been  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  amount  of  poor's 
rate.    He  had  reeei¥ed  information  from 
the  great  town  of  Bradford.    He  eould  not 
go  through  a  long  calculation  upon  the 
amount  or  poor«rAtes  levied  in  the  town  of 
Bradfordt  but  they  had  increased  full  fifty 
per  cent,  upon  what  they  hnd  been  under 
the  former  system  j  and  in  other  places 
they  had  increased  to  a  still  greater  amQUUt* 
The  noUe  Earl  (Earl  Fit^william)  seemed 
to  deny  this  fact.    Tbiij  however,  was 
admitted  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
(LfOrd  BzougbamVj  that  whilst  there  had 
been  in  some  places  a  decrease,  there  had 
been  in  others  an  increase,  and  that  there 
was  a  considerable  inereasein  tbayear  1840 
above  that  of  lasd*    He  rejoiced  that  this 
had  been  the  result;  for  the  aerdid  and 
•elfish  feeling   which   prevailed   in    this 
oounti7,  where  the  only  deity  that  was 
worahii^ied  was  mammon*  and  where  so 
little  r^rd  was  entertained  for  the  wants 
of   the    labouring    classes  ^^  he    rejoiced 
that  this  impression  bad  been  made  at  last 
upon  the  pockets  of  the  middling  classes, 
who  bad  been  so  base  as  to  carry  out  this 
moat  execrable  law.    If  any  real  reduction 
bad  taken  place  in  the  amount  of  poor- 
rates,  in  the  aggregatCt  let  not  his  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  flatter  himself  with 
the  belief  that   it  had  been  eficcted  by 
measuring  and  weighing  out  the  scanty 
allowances  of  the  poor-house,  but  let  him 
reflect  that  it  had  been  done  by  abridiring 
the  comforts  of  the  poor.    He  rqoioed  to 
know  that  in  a  short  time  an  appeal  must 
be  made  to  the  oountryt  which  appeal  he 
was  convinced  would  be  responded  to,  and 
would  ezprem  the  sentiments  of  the  people 
in  a  manner  not  to  be  mirunderstood-^ 
which  there  could  be  (according  to  a  me^ 
morable  expression^  no  mistake  *-«'in  a 
manneri  sooner  or  later,  and  at  no  distant 

Seriod,  which  would  compel  Parliament  to 
0  justice  to  the  people^  and  thua  prevent 


tnai  MwmtttNMm  wnien 
a  rapU  rale.  With  lefiBranoa  In  Ihe 
poasd  meaaure  of  a  proiaaiiast  ef  te  t|» 
quartet  on  mm,  that  wan  he  mus^  amy, 
only  a  sleppteg-jMone  tftllm  cQm|il0laal» 
gallon  of  the  enisling  Gem^w.  Taft  of 
pvotedion,  it  was  ntigalmy.  If  Ihn  ani^ 
CernJaw  egilalDrs  meam  anylUn^  Ihngr 
went  la  a  eomi^eie  repeal  of  the  Cam  hirnn. 
He  wiahed  that  there  should  be  no  dsluiism 
in  Ihe  country  on  the  subjeel.  iM  Iham 
be  a  ftee-trade  in  all  thtDgai  and  then  he 
knew  what  would  he  thn  ofiiniom  ef  tlie 
labooring  cbussfli  What  geatituda  would 
ih^  feeifor  those  who  new  deteHuiaed  to 
press  on  all  other  branches  ef  indnsliy»  end 
eslerminale  for  the  benefit  of  foraignnaa 
the  industry  ef  our  native  hmd«  Iiei  ilm 
people  know  that  it  waa  intended  to  Ipwor 
wages,  and  even  to  depiive  Ihe  lahmiier  ef 
empleyment.  Those  who  advocHed  the 
repeal  of  the  Com-lawa  mii^t  be  aUe  le 
procure  the  artlclea  whieb  th^  teqniiwd 
from  abroad ;  but  he  had  at eiy  awifidenee 
in  the  good  sense  of  the  peeole  ef  lUa 
countiyf  and  most  of  all  in  that  of  the 
labouring  ekaaea*  who  unfbriupaMyt  wave 
not  represented.  But  if  Ibey  were  le  be 
assailed  by  the  decirinea  of  (ree^tmde.  and 
if  there  were  no  other  poteetion  egainnt 
that  whloh  must  bring  ruin  enddettnietion 
upon  the  eeuntry,  he  wenld  adi  m^  «•»- 
pbatically«  whether  untveeml  eaffin^ 
would  not  he  better)  for  biaownpari, 
he  would  rather  be  govenied  ^  the  Cnar^ 
isto  than  by  Ihe  prevent  Oovifnmeat*  He 
was  not  a  partisan  of  the  Chartistss  lie  had 
always  endeavoured  to  rmlinin  ihetr  modo 
of  proceedings,  and  their  feelinfi ;  but  the 
Chartists  were  at  Isaat  oansmtent  with 
themselves,«^tbey  did  on  difieient  oeo^ 
sions  promulgate  difihrent  opinions ;  their 
principles  were  consistent  with  eaoh  oAer ; 
and  though  he  kuew  that  mighty  evila 
would  result  from  their  awav*  yet  be  knew 
at  the  same  time*  that  the  laboiaer  wnuld 


maintain  his  righti»  which  were  now  tranw 
pled  under  foot,  capital  on^  beiw  heeded- 
Lord  Brwigk(m  begged  to  e«]&Mi*  He 
bad  suted  that  one  oTthe  wain  bhieota ef 
the  Poor-law  Bill  waa  to  previde  m  the 
comforta  and  to  raise  the  eonditton  of  the 
labouring  dassea  i  but  he  alio  staled  that  ia 
would  confer  gieat  benefit  on  the  owners 
and  cultivaiors  of  hmdi  and  prevent  ibe 
ruin  to  the  egrieultural  intepeit  tbat  waa 
apnroaohing.  He  might  be  paiviitted  to 
add,  that  be  bad  alw^  deemed,  and  bad 
always  stated,  and  he  believed  that  en  one 

ofiasion  he  had  xaad  a  ouolaiion  frmn  Sir 
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JadWk  OUd  la  MUMMirt  of  his  ODUiioiia  Uut 
lb#  pfoqmrity  of  irade  and  ibe  prof(r§8S  of 
•gncultuw  w«n  intimataty  oonneoted. 

Tho  Sari  of  WkUaw  said,  ^at  Ibe 
wboie  of  this  iiMgulav  debate  bad  arisen 
out  of  OKplaaalioos  entered  into  bj  the  no- 
ble and  kained  Loid  in  refbrenoe  to  quo>- 
ftations  made  from  his  speeches  by  his 
nbUe  Friend  (Lord  Aihburton) }  and  the 
noble  I^id  had  not  attempted  to  refute  this 
park  of  the  lul^eoty  but  the  noble  and 
teamed  I^osd  gate  reasons  for  having 
ebanged  hh  opinions. 

T^  Earl  ti  Stradhrokt  bore  testimony 
to  the  benafieial  operation  of  the  Poor* 
huv,  and  he  ga?e  bn  best  thanks  to  those 
who  sat  in  both  Houses  pf  Parliament 
who  had  haen  instrumental  in  carrying  it 
out.  Be  thought  that  the  noble  £arl 
(Slanhopa)  had  adopted  an  unfelr  line  of 
argument  in  lefevring  to  the  ease  of  the 
great  town  of  Bradfo^,  because  that  was 
pofdy  and  esmokially  a  manufacturing 
towot  where  OMSses  of  the  labouring  classes 
wove  ■ligeet  to  the  fluctuations  wnich  at<> 
tended  manufacturing  populations,  caused 
amangst  many  other  things  by  improve* 
ments  in  ma^aery.  In  the  year  1817  the 
peoTniiilea  were  mere  moderate*  but  from 
that  period  up  to  the  year  1884«  they  in* 
cieasad  to  an  enormous  extent ;  and  had 
the  old  law  continued  in  force,  the  landed 
interast  of  thia  country  must  ha^e  pamed 
away»  by  the  opevatioo  of  the  Poor^trates* 

Earl  fUumillimm  said,  that*  in  reference 
to  the  iBcraase  of  the  Pooi^trates  at  Brad- 
ford, the  noble  Earl  opporite  (Earl  Stan- 
hope) seemed  to  think  that  the  evil  had 
bemi  ooeariened  by  the  New  FooTrlaw, 
wbweas  it  had  arisen  from  the  great  and 
growing  distress  to  which  he  had  so 
dteua  bit  in  vain,  endeavoured  to  draw  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships*  Extreme 
distress  prevailed  in  that  part  of  the  country, 
a  faol  which  the  aeUe  Earl  said  her^ced 
ia«  as  aflbrding  evidence  against  the  roor* 
)aw«  [Earl  hlnnhop^i  No»noJ  If  not* 
than  the  noUa  Earl  rejoiced  at  it  in  enother 
wiqF— namely*  as  aflbrding  a  proof  that 
the  middling  classes  would  oe  punished  for 
their  hesa  wmrship  of  the  only  deity  thepr 
worshipped^  the  deity  of  mammon*  His 
cipinion  wail  that  tbe  Poor-law  gommis- 
sioners  were  neceaiary>*^be  did  m)t  mean 
to  say,  that  their  powers  should  be  ineiaasadi 
but  ha  thought  tb^  would  never  be  abb 
toadministef  the  Poor-laws  eflbctually  un* 
less  they  had  a  permanent  office  eslabUshed 
for  the  superintenlenoa  of  the  working  of 
the  act     He  did  not  say  whether  it  should 


ha  of  the  mme  kind  as  that  which  b^d  been 

created  for  the  purpose  at  Somersetfbouse- 
But  if  they  did  not  chooie  to  eonfer  the 
power  on  the  Home  Secretary,  they  muit 
liave  a  permanent  office  or  officer  to  super- 
intend the  working  of  the  act,  and  for  tlie 
purpose  pf  taking  away  the  power  of 
making  too  preat  a  deviation  in  the  mode 
of  the  administvation  of  the  act  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  becfiuse,  as  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Wlncbilsea)  had  suggested,  the 
administration  could  not  be  the  same  in  (he 
counties  of  Kent  and  Lincoln* 

Earl  Sianhope  had  quoted  Bradfordt  but 
that  was  npt  a  solitary  case  of  the  increase 
of  the  poor*rates.  The  same  had  been  the 
case  in  other  places  wholly  unconnected 
with  manufactures.  He  rejoiced  at  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  middling  pksses,  who 
had  been  the  agents  and  instruments  in  exe- 
cuting this  most  execrable  law,  would  at 
last  be  induced,  if  not  by  comaderations  of 
justice  and  humanity,  at  least  from  regard 
to  selfish  interestSj  to  yield  to  the  oyer- 
wbelming  opposition  which  was  now  raised 
to  this  law« 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE  OPCOMMONS, 
T'Aanday,  7«ae  1%  1841. 

MiirurBB.1  Bmt.    Read  •  Snt  pmet— Biflmy  «t  flee* 

thir4  UiBe:;-rNew  South  Wfleii  Weiten)  AuttrtlU; 
HouMs  of  Induftry  (Ireland)  i  Dog  Cnti. 
P«litiow  pniaaBS.  By  Mr.  VIBiMi.  If  i.  BwOmUmi.  VH- 
oqgnt  lioip«eu  Sir  J,  p,  Hqi)haiiM,¥v*  WiulivrtQm  and 
oUieoif  (Vom  ailsUnif  WoIverhamptoOf  Stanbri<^,  Sur- 
rey, and  a  great  many  ocber  plafeei,  fbr  a  Itopeal  of  the 
CoiB-lft«ai*-By  Mi;  O.  Paifeait  |Ir.  J.  BeBMlt  Baqpaaat 

aPws^a^imae  msma  a***^^*  a^^^a  i^^wias^^aa^  av^^sa  ^^^^m^$    vaw'^^m 

fiord.  Tipperary,  and  other  plaoes,  as>^nit  any  Altention 
or  the  Coini-lava,— By  Sir  j.  Gnhaao,  Ihmi  Milfbrd,  Sir 
laqidry  iilo  tto  Slaaaior  that  plaaa  Sir  a  Steam  Paekat 
SialloiL^-Jiy  Sfi  O.  Sinahilr,  aon  variona  plapaaia  Sod»> 
land,  agniait  th«  Grant  to  Vaynooth,  aSftinst  Mail^  on 
Railweyi  on  Sundsye,  and  againfl  Oomawrdal  Ohaaoee. 
^By  Mh  Bvane.  Anna  PartiyaUn»  fi«|ii4l  A«  •  nsmoB 

Reoistbatioh  of  Ei*ectobs  —  HaaT*- 
Fono»l  Mr.  Tf  Duncombe  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Pay  for  calling  in  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  for  the  county  of  Hertford 
to  die  bar, 

Mr.  Story,  the  clerk  of  the  peeoe  for  the 
county  of  Hertfordt  then  appeared  at  the 
bar«  with  a  large  book  in  his  band. 

The  Speaker  said,  you  are  ordered  to 
attend  this  iaj  with  a  copy  of  the  register 
of  the  electors  of  the  county  of  Hertford. 
Is  that  a  copy  in  your  hand? 

Mr.  Story :  It  is. 
2Z2 
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The  Speaker  i  Please  to  deliver  it  in. 
You  may  withdraw. 

Mr.  Story  delivered  in  the  copy  and 
withdrew. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  he  should  like  to 
have  that  copy  of  the  register  printed.  He  did 
not  know  that  the  House  would  consent  to 
it,  but  he  had  a  right  to  ask  the  question. 
Hewould  take  the  opportunityof  observing, 
he  did  not  think  they  had  dealt  with  the 
derk  of  the  peace  too  harshly  on  this  occa- 
sion. He  thou^t  it  right  to  state,  that 
after  the  order  of  the  House^  he  had  re- 
ferred to  several  of  the  principal  law-sta- 
tioners in  London^  to  know  in  what  time 
they  could  furnish  a  copy  of  the  Finsbury 
list  of  electors,  containing  IS^OOO  names, 
and  was  informed  by  Messrs.  Fry  law- 
stationers  of  Gb^y's  Inn,  that  it  could  be 
copied  in  two  or  three  hours,  in  which 
time  they  would  eneage  to  get  it  done. 
Therefore,  he  thought,  they  had  not  been 
too  hard  upon  the  derk  of  the  peace,  in 
ordering  him  to  produce  a  copy  this  day. 
He  should  be  content  whether  this  ques- 
tion was  referred  to  the  printing  commit- 
tee, or  that  the  House  should  decide  whe- 
ther the  copy  should  be  printed  or  not. 
The  House  would  remember,  that  the 
copy  was  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the  Table 
to  redress  the  grievances  of  the  electors  of 
Hertford,  but  Uiere  were  no  means  of  re- 
dressmg  those  grievances,  except  the  regis- 
ter was  printed*  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  protect  the  elective  franchise, 
and  he  thought  the  exercise  of  that  fran- 
chise had  been  impeded  by  the  delay  of 
the  derk  of  the  peace  to  furnish  a  copy  of 
the  register.  He  could  see  no  use  in  the 
copy  lying  on  the  Table.  Moreover,  his 
motion  was  not  unprecedented.  In  1834, 
the  hon.  Member  for  DuUia  had  moved 
that  the  register  of  Carrickfergus  be  print- 
ed, and  it  was  printed  by  order  of  the 
House.  He,  therefore,  moved,  that  this 
copy  of  the  register  be  printed. 

Sir  R*  Inglis  thought,  the  question 
which  was  put  to  the  derk  of  the  peace 
referred  to  the  time  in  which  he  himsdf, 
with  the  assistance  of  his  clerk's,  could  make 
a  copy  of  the  register.  Any  professional 
person  must  be  aware,  that  by  cutting  the 
raster. to  jueces,  it  could  be  accomplished 
in  three  hours.  With  respect  to  the  mo- 
tion before  the  House,  he  bdieved,  that  if 
the  register  were  printed,  not  more  than 
ten  copies  would  be  sold,  and  if  the  hoo. 
Gentlenaan  pressed  hu  motion  to  a  division, 
he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  would  certainly  vote 
afsinslit. 


Mr.  Hume  said,  he  thought  die  diffenl* 
ties  which  had  been  thrown  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  the  register  were  highly  culp- 
able. He  never  saw  a  practised  lawyer 
S*ve  evidence  in  so  diecrefitaUe  a  manncic, 
ow  that  the  register  was  obtained,  meuia 
must  be  adopted  for  placing  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  electors.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
absolutely  necessary,  that  the  register  should 
be  printed.  The  hon.  Member  had  pto» 
posed,  that  it  should  be  printed  at  the  es» 
pense  of  the  House,  and  doubtless  then 
were  one  or  two  exainples  of  that  ooim& 
As  chairman  of  the  committee  with  vetpoet 
to  the  printing  of  local  papers,  he  though 
a  document  of  this  nature  should  be  al- 
lowed to  be  printed  at  the  expense  of  Ibe 
parties.  He  held  in  ius  hand  the  list  of  the 
dectors  of  Lincoln,  which  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  upon  mociaa, 
which  had  been  printed  at  the  expense  of 
the  parties ;  and  he  had  also  a  statemeat  of 
the  expense  of  that  printing,  ftom  whiA 
it  appeared,  that  the  expense  of  printing  a 
suffident  number  of  the  returns  for  the 
dectors  of  Hertford  would  be  146^  He 
thought  if  this  document  was  to  be  printed, 
it  ought  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  the 
parties  who  asked  for  it.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  pves 
his  motion  to  a  division,  because  if  he  did, 
he  could  not  support  him.  At  the  same 
time,  he  must  say,  that  he  thouriit  theie 
oueht  to  be  some  remedy  for  the  mae. 

Mr.  T*  Duncombe  said,  after  what  had 
been  stated  by  hon.  Memboa  he  would 
not  press  the  motion. 

Motion  negatived* 

Mr.  Hume  presumed*  that  the  parties 
might  print  the  document  at  thdr  own  ex- 
pense. 

Viscount  Hawick  said,  that  he  thoofljfat 
it  would  be  unjust  to  the  decton^  that 
they  should  be  called  on  to  bear  the  ei^ 
pense  of  having  a  document  of  this  kind 
printed,  which  ought  to  be  done  at  the 
expense  of  the  county.  An  act  oqght,  in 
his  opinion,  to  be  naiMd  without  further 
delay,  by  which  it  should  be  oUigiUMy  en 
the  derk  of  the  peace  of  every  cona^  to 
provide  a  register,  at  an  expense  of  SU  or 
Sx.  for  eyerj  person  who  might  demand 
one ;  and  that  for  every  delay  whidi  the 
derk  of  the  peace  might  be  guil^  of  in 
furnishing  the  required  copy,  a  penal^  of 
bl  or  10^  should  be  impoesd.  Tbal^  be 
thought,  would  provide  a  remedy  in  sudi 
cases  as  the  present* 

Conveisation  diqiped. 
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Danish  Claims.]]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  bringing  up  the  report  on  the 
Danish  claims  was  read;  the  report  brought 
up>  and  resolution  read  a  first  time.  On 
the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose 
and  said^  that  after  the  yery  able  and  elo- 
quent speech  of  his  learned  Friend  last 
nighty  he  had  certainly  expected  to  have 
heard  some  arguments  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  in  favour  of 
this  motion.  As^  however,  he  had  ab- 
stained from  entering  into  the  question, 
he  should  not  go  into  all  the  different 
grounds  which  had  been  so  well  disposed 
of,  but  he  would  tell  the  House  that  it  be- 
came their  duty  to  think  very  seriously  be- 
fore they  took  the  step  of  addressing  her 
MiMesty.  After  the  question  had  been  so 
fully  discossedy  the  House  would  allow 
him  to  suggest,  that  in  point  of  form,  the 
address  to  which  they  had  agreed  \vas  bad 
-»in  facty  that  the  House  was  about  to 
ask  her  Majesty  to  do  that  which  she  can- 
not do.  The  address  requests  her  Ma- 
jesty to  advance  a  quarter  of  a  million, 
and  they  engaged  the  honour  of  the  House 
to  make  it  good  at  a  ftiture  period.  Now 
he  would  ask  any  Gentleman  in  the  House, 
how  her  Majesty  could  legally  comply  with 
that  request.  There  was  no  legal  power 
in  the  Crown  to  do  so,  and  the  only  answer 
that  could  be  made  to  such  an  address  was, 
that  the  Crown  had  no  power  to  comply 
with  such  a  request.  If  the  House  would 
listen  to  him  for  a  few  moments,  he  would 
satisfy  them  that  the  Crown  had  no  power 
to  advance  any  such  sum  of  money  out  of 
any  funds  whatever.  No  doubt  precedents 
could  be  shown  for  such  a  course — ^no 
doubt  that  a  time  when  the  Crown  had 
hereditary  revenues  and  large  sums  at  its 
disposal*  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Crown 
to  make  advances  on  the  faith  ^  the  ad- 
vance being  repaid  by  that  House.  But 
they  had  curtailed  those  revenues,  and  most 
properly  he  thought,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Crown;  they  gradually  reduced 
those  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Crown 
until  there  remained  nothing  but  the  Civil- 
list  which  was  necessary  for  its  own  ex- 
petiditure,  and  a  small  sum  of  the  civil 
contingencies  which  had  been  eranted  for 
only  &  numdis.  Now,  that  bemg  all  that 
was  at  the  disposal  of  the  Crown,  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
or  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
how  it  could  be  expected  that  the  Crown 
could  make  such  an  advance?  He  was 
bound  to  tdl  die  House,  that  if  a  treasury 


warrant,  signed  by  her  Majesty,  and  coun- 
tersigned by  himself,  were  issued,  and  he 
were  to  take  it  to  the  Exchequer,  the  an- 
swer would  be,  that  there  was  no  legal 
means  by  which  it  could  be  paid,  that  her 
Majesty  had  no  power  to  issue  such  a  war* 
rant,  that  they  could  not  pay  any  sum  of 
money  unless  they  were  directed  to  do  bo 
by  a  bill  passed  by  that  House,  and  con- 
curred in  by  the  rest  of  the  Legislature. 
Now,  without  going  further  into  details, 
he  would  call  upon  the  House  to  take  care 
that  they  did  not  ask  her  Majesty  to  take 
a  step  which  was  against  the  law.  The 
House  had  always  been  most  properly 
jealous  on  the  matter^the  House  had  al- 
ways looked  carefully,  so  as  not  to  allow 
either  the  Executive  or  the  Crown  to  put 
its  hands  in  the  public  purse  without  re- 
gulations and  restrictions;  and  he  would 
defy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite to  tell  him  out  of  what  funds  the 
Crown  could  advance  the  money.  It  was 
true,  that  with  regard  to  sums  of  small 
amount,  the  Crown  might  advance  them 
out  of  its  hereditary -revenues,  or  out  of 
the  civil  contingencies.  There  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Palmer.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  understand 
the  peculiar  distinction  there  was  in  the 
case.  Mr.  Palmer  had  a  claim  against  the 
Post  Ofiioe,  and  the  House  had  addressed 
the  Crown  praying  it  to  pay  the  sum  datmed 
to  Mr.  Palmer.  But  what  were  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  ?  A  contract  had 
been  entered  into,  as  had  been  alleged,  be- 
tween the  Government  and  Mr.  Palmer, 
relating  to  the  collection  of  the  Post-Office 
revenue.  But  in  that  case  there  was  a 
specific  provision  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
authorinng  the  Crown  to  pay  the  expenses 
attendant  on  the  collection  of  the  Post- 
Office  revenue  out  of  the  revenue  itself ; 
yet,  although  there  was  a  specific  Act  of 
Parliament  authorising  the  payment,  at 
the  time  the  application  was  thought  so 
irregular,  that  tne  answer  of  the  Crown 
was,  that  when  the  means  were  provided, 
the  money  should  be  paid.  Such  was  the 
answer  given  to  the  address  of  the  House, 
although  legally  the  Crown  had  the  power 
to  pay  the  money.  That  was  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued  in  that  case, 
in  which  there  were  means  of  payment; 
but  here  there  were  not  any  means  what- 
ever provided  by  which  the  request  could 
be  complied  with,  and  he  trusted,  that  the 
House  in  its  anxiety  to  remedy  a  supposed 
injustice  to  certain  parties,  would  not  place 
the  Crown  and  itself  in  the  position  of 


DanUh  dlabM.  {COMMONS}  Daniik  OMm. 


1419 

asking  her  Majesty  to  perform  an  act  which 
by  law  she  had  no  power  to  do.  He 
thought  it  more  fair  to  bring  forward  this 
objection,  which  had  struck  him  since  yes- 
terday,  at  once,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
hear  what  answer  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny,  or  the  hon*  and  learned  Gentle- 
man could  make  to  it 

Mr.  Hwme  said,  it  was  true  that  her 
Majesty  had  no  money  but  what  this 
House  afibrded  to  her.  The  object  of  this 
motion  was  to  enforce  what  the  House  had 
more  than  once  acknowledged  to  be  an  act 
df  justice,  and  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  they  voted  against  the 
Government,  and  carried  their  vote  for 

nting  the  first  class  of  Danish  claims  f 
'as  true  that  the  House,  agidnst  the 
wishes  and  effiirts  of  the  Government, 
Voted,  that  the  first  class  of  the  claims 
should  be  paid.  The  same  course  was  pur* 
sued  with  regard  to  the  second  class  of 
claimants,  and  the  only  difitence  between 
those  two  Governments  and  the  present 
was,  that  those  two  Governments  acted  in 
obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  put  those  claims  in  the  es- 
timates, and  why  did  not  the  fight  hon. 
Gentleman  do  the  same  ?  There  were  va- 
rious ways  in  which  that  could  be  done. 
Take  the  case  which  happened  a  few 
months  ago.  He  objected  to  an  address  to 
her  Majesty,  pmying  that  she  would  take 
means  to  settle  2,000/.  a^year  on  Lord 
Keane.  He  divided  against  the  motion^ 
but  he  was  in  a  minorfty^the  House  of 
Commons  decided  against  him.  Was  this 
objection  taken  then  ?  If  the  objection  is 
a  proper  one.  the  case  of  Lord  Keane  was 
open  to  precisely  the  same  objection.  What 
he  understood  by  that  vote  waS|  that  it  sim- 
ply asked  her  Majesty^  if  she  approved  of 
the  object  of  the  vote,  that  she  would  give 
directions  to  her  Ministers  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  that  vote 
into  eflbot«  That  was  done  in  the  ease  of 
Lord  Keane,  and  why  was  not  the  same 
course  pursued  in  the  present  instance? 
Was  there  any  difficulty  whatever  in  adopt* 
ing  the  same  course,  or  did  the  rivht  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  that  whatever  Uie  House  of 
Commons  might  determine,  Ministers  would 
not  adopt  it?  The  late  Chaneellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  the  same,  but  still  he  adopted 
it  Money  had  been  paid  on  the  same 
ground,  and  it  therefore  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  objection  was  utterly  unworthy  of 
her  Majesty's  Government*  when,  oo  two 
previous  occasions,  they  had  paid  similar 
claims.    The  first  dass  of  olaimantf  was 
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immediatdy  pmd,  and  the  second  ciasi 
paid  also,  although  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  that  he  would  never  eon- 
sent  to  it  The  question  was,  whetlier  ber 
Majesty's  Ministers,  after  the  expwaioB 
of  opinion  by  the  House,  five  times 
repeated,  were  determined  to  preirent  its 
being  carried  into  efiect.  If  soi  the  only 
course  that  remained  was,  for  the  ben. 
Gentleman  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  ibe  Hcmae^ 
and  pay  the  money.  He  submitted  to  her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  having  aeled 
in  two  cases  in  obedience  to  the  addreto  of 
the  House,  they  ought  to  do  so  on  the  pre* 
sent  occasion,  and  not  to  counsel  her  Mm» 
jesty  to  refbse  her  consent  when  the  Hoii» 
had  come  to  the  resolution  by  a  majori^ 
of  540  against  perhaps  5.  He  submitted 
to  them  that  was  not  a  becoming  eourae  to 
adopt  towards  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Govemmeni  had  adnsit* 
ted,  that  a  majoritv  of  one  was  suflleient  to 
test  the  wish  of  the  House;  why,  then. 
should  they  advise  her  Majesty  not  to  ac- 
cede to  that  which,  in  the  coune  of  juaiie^ 
this  House  had  thought  proper  to  recoou 
mend.  He  was  not  aware  of  any  ether 
mode,  if  Ministers  reftised,  than  bringing 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  oompeuine 
them  to  adopt  the  oourse  the  House  dealrea 
to  be  pursued  by  that  Act.  He  would  alttte 
an  instance  of  a  parallel  case.  A  daim  vraa 
made  on  the  East-India  Company— the 
Company  declared  that  the  daim  was  good, 
but  it  was  not  satisfied.  Leave  was  dien 
asked  to  bring  in  a  hfll.  That  bill  was 
brought  ini  and  a  sum  of  98,00CMi  waapeidy 
not  of  public  monies,  but  of  the  money  of 
the  East-India  Company,  to  Hie  individual, 
insatislactionfor  hisdaimfbrjUitiee.  Va« 
rioua  other  instances  had  oome  to  his  know- 
ledge,  and  might  be  stated^  He«  theielbie» 
submitted  to  the  Oovernnent,  Umt  after 
repeated  indicatkms  of  the  opiniont  of  hup 
majorities  of  this  House,  they  should  not 
be  stopped  by  teohniealitieB  IVom  catiying 
those  opinions  into  efieet. 

Mr.  Cftsmett  wM,  the  right  hen.  Gen* 
tleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bnhequer^ 
complains  of  me  flir  irat  answcrfng  the 
right  hon.  the  Bolidtor-general,  when  thia 
resolution  was  firtl  pn^Nwed.  I  ibouU 
certainly  have  done  so^  particttki^  after 
the  good-humoured  pieoe  of  BiafiUer  wUdI 
the  right  hon.  GettUeman  directed  agdoat 
moi  but  I  thought  it  would  be  more  ooii« 
sonant  with  the  fonn  of  the  Houae,  as  the 
motion  Was  pot  from  the  Chahr»  tluit  aone 
one  shenU  oppose  it  bafiirsl  said  aaytUng 
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in  its  &vouif •  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
objediotts  stated  to^dkjr  fay  the  Chancellor 
of  the  £icfaeqtter,  that  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  adopt  au  address  to  tiie  Crown, 
aakins  her  Majesty  to  do  that  which  by 
kw  die  has  no  power  to  do.  I  frankly 
8tate#  that  I  am  driTeit  to  this  course  by  the 
persetering  opposition  of  himself  and  his 
predcoeawr  to  the  wish  of  the  House. 
Tfaereibre,  I  thought  I  was  Justi6ed«i*nay, 
Sir,  I  think  I  was  bound  in  justice  to  those 
on  whose  behalf  1  haTe  undertaken  ibis 
question,  thinking  them  justly  entitled  to 
tne  compensation  which  they  ask.  t  con* 
sidered,  that  I  Was  bound  to  bring  it  be- 
fore this  House  in  every  shape  which  the 
form  of  the  House  made  lej^timate  for  the 
purpose  of  following  out  that  successful 
motion  which  I  maae  four  years  ago,  in 
behalf  of  these  unfortunate  sufferers.  And 
I  canttot  help  thinking,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  been  quite  correct  in 
his  solution  of  the  case  m  Mr.  Palmer. 
He  was  well  aware,  I  should  rely  upon 
Mr.  Palmer's  case  as  a  precedent.  Un- 
doubtedly, before  I  troubled  the  House,  I 
was  bound  to  look  for  some  precedent,  and 
I  found  one  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Palmer ;  in 
that  ease,  I  found  an  address  to  the  Prince 
Regent,  praying  his  Royal  Hiehness  to  di- 
rect eettain  sums  to  be  paid  which  the 
House  pledged  itself  to  make  good.  The 
right  hon.  Oentkman  sars,  that  that  is  no 
precedent!  beoause  the  Prince  Regent  had 
the  power  by  aot  of  Parltamentp— that 
funds  wen  already  at  his  disposal  by  act  of 
Pariiament,  and  he  was  authorised  to  pay 
the  moDoy  out  of  the  Post»office  revenue, 
if  so,  how  come  his  Rf^al  Highnesses  ad- 
visers to  bring  back  thisanswer^that  they 
would.order  the  money  to  be  paid  when 
funds  existed  ^  I  think  Mr.  Palmer's  case 
does  present  a  precedent  for  this,  but  whe- 
ther it  does  or  not,  t  shall  certainly  perse- 
vate  in  my  motion,  and  divide  the  House, 
in  older  4hat  I  may  have  a  deolaration  on 
the  part  of  this  House^  whether  they  do  or 
do  not  eoindde  in  the  propriety  rf  making 
eooipensiitkm.  And  now  1  will  endeavour 
to  meet  the  arguments  of  my  hon.  and 
leamed  Fiteid,  the  8olicitQr«general,  and 
if  I  had  heaid  them  for  the  first  time  kst 
nteht-^if  that  had  been  the  first  ocoation 
Of  this  aatlar  being  brouftht  before  the 
Mouse^  when  my  hon.  and  teamed  Friend 
got  tqi  and  told  me,  that  he  thought  I  was 
nndar  some  ndsapprehensioo,  that  I  had 
ailseonoeived  the  msu  in  reference  to  this 
sameeti  and  had  diuwa  fiilse  conelodons 
fisato  the  piinises  chat  I  had  advaaeedi  I 


should  have  been  very  apt  to  suppose,  that 
I  was  in  some  error,  if  tne  matter  had  not 
been  fully  discussed  on  three  several  occa- 
sions. In  listening  to  mv  hon.  Friend 
afterwards,  I  found,  that  he  had  been 
extremely  diligent  in  reading  what  had 
passed  on  former  occasions,  and  put  all  the 
scattered  fragments  of  argument  into  a 
connected  form  last  nl^ht  |  yet,  in  truth, 
he  had  recounted  nothing  new ;  not  one 
single  argument,  nothing,  in  fact,  was 
added,  except  one  or  two  dates,  and,  as  t 
think,  the  hon;  Member  for  Bridport  laid 
some  stress  upon  those  dates,  I  beg  his  at* 
tention  to  one  or  two,  which  were  not 
mentioned  by  the  Solicitor-general.  On 
the  27th  July,  as  stated  by  my  hon.  and 
leamed  Friend,  the  expedition  sailed.  At 
that  time,  an  embargo  had  been  laid  upon 
all  Danish  vessels.  Danish  vessels  were 
afterwards  seixed  and  brought  in.  The 
hon.  and  leamed  Gentleman  has  stated, 
that  on  the  16th  of  August,  a  proclamation 
was  issued  bv  the  Danish  government, 
stating,  that  they  considered  hostilities  had 
then  commenced.  Now,  1  beg  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  proclamation 
which  was  issued  by  the  commander  of  the 
British  forces  before  Copenhagen ;  and  let 
us  see  what  was  stated  bv  the  commander 
of  our  own  forces  as  to  tnere  being  war  or 
not,  because  the  whole  case  had  been  rested 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  upon  the  fact 
of  these  fhipsand  vessels  being  seixed.  What 
was  the  prodamatbn  issued  by  the  com- 
mander  of  the  British  forces  on  August  16, 
the  very  date  given  bv  the  hon.  andleamed 
Gentleman,  the  Solidtor*genersd  ?  I  think 
they  then  said,  that  Uiev  came  to  the  Dan- 
ish shores  not  as  enemies*-'*  We  come  to 
your  shores,  inhabitants  of  Zealand,  not  as 
enemies,  but  in  self-defence,  to  prevent 
those  who  have  so  long  destroyed  the  peace 
of  Europe— to  prevent  you  from  turning 
the  course  of  your  navv  against  us."  The 
hon.  and  leamed  Gentleman  had  said,  that 
if  a  weak  man,  having  a  deadly  weapon  in 
his  hand,  met  with  a  strong  man,  and  upon 
his  attacking  him,  and  his  using  that  wea- 
pon, it  was  wrested  from  him,  was  it  to  be 
said,  that  he  was  to  be  entitled  to  compen- 
sation ?  I  should  say,  yes.  What  right, 
I  would  ask,  have  we  to  take  Danish  ves- 
sels without  giving  compensation  to  them  ? 
I  have  showU)  that  the  commanders  of  the 
British  vessels  had  disclaimed  being  at  war 
in  August,  1807 ;  what  was  Said  f  Why, 
that  because  of  the  acts  against  the  Danish 
property  the  British  nation  were  bouod  to 
oottipensate  them.    So  Justly  was  that  felt 
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by  the  Brituh  Goveniment,^  that  in  Sep- 
tember it  was  thought  necessary  to  issue  a 
State  Paper,  in  order  to  justify  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  the  Government*  So  the  mat- 
ter rested;  but  before  that,  what  took 
place  on  the  7th  of  September  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,  these  parties 
were  very  incautious  after  these  proceed- 
ings in  sailing  up  the  Baltic ;  but  on  the 
7  th  of  September^  when  the  stipulation  of 
Copenhagen  was  sanctioned,  it  was  stipu- 
lated, that  all  hostile  acts  should  cease,  and 
that  nothins  like  war  took  place  till  No- 
vember, llie  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  this  doctrine  was  new  in  the 
House — that  heretofore  it  had  been  con- 
ceded, that  there  was  war  at  that  time. 
Now,  for  my  own  part,  I  may  say,  that  I 
have  never  conceded  any  such  thing,  for 
on  the  very  first  occasion  on  which  I 
brought  this  question  before  the  House,  I 
said,  that  there  was  no  war.  In  war,  we 
might  ^ive  other  nations  the  opportunity 
of  making  reprisals,  but  those  things  be- 
came debts  of  the  State,  and  ought  to  be 
paid  by  it.  But  when  it  was  a  case  of 
State  necessity  it  became  much  more  im- 
portant. My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
quoted  the  Opinion  of  Sir  James  Mackintosh, 
an  opinion  always  entitled  to  great  respect, 
which  was  given  in  this  House,  that  the 
parties  who  had  goods  or  debts  that  were 
confiscated  were  entitled  to  compensation 
on  this  principle,  that  if  the  subjects  of 
this  country  were  injured  in  a  foreign 
state,  by  seizure  of  their  property,  if  the 
Government  did  not  obtain  redress,  the 
Government  were  bound  to  make  compen. 
sation.  Now,  Sir,  that  may  be  very  true, 
but  I  do  not  find,  that  principle  was  ever 
enunciated  in  this  House  till  it  was  used 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
that  office  was  filled  by  Lord  Monteagle. 
It  was  a  very  convenient  a^ment,  indeed, 
for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
the  principle  was  first  made  use  of  by 
Lord  Monteagle,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  1834.  Ij,  is  a  principle  which 
was  never  held  by  Lord  Althorp ;  nor  was 
it  ever  menlioned  till  introduced  in  debate 
to  answer  the  claims  with  respect  to  the 
seizure  of  goods  and  ships,  which  was 
brought  before  this  House.  When  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  guardian  of  the  public 
purse,  gets  up  and  says,  that  this  act  was 
done  during  the  war,  I  say,  grant  that  we 
were  at  war,  still  we  are  entitled  to  have 
our  claims  attended  to,  and  if  there 
was  no  war  we  are  also  entitled  to  be 
protected  against  such  a  sei^re.    I  baj, 
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the  principle  was  never  ai&nowkSged  bf 

the  Government,  until  it  suited  the  pur- 
poses of  Government,  in  order  to  defeat 
the  claims  advanced.    But  we  have  jievecal 
instances  which   were  treated  of  by   the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  when  an  application  Mfas  made 
with  respect  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  the 
Baltic   after  the  attack   on  CopenhBgen, 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  So- 
licitor-general) said,  that  those  applications 
were  made  to  the  Admiral,  who  is  dead« 
and,  therefore,  that  no  information  could 
be  obtained  on  the  matter.     But  one  of 
those  applications  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  was  made  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  not  to  the  Admiral*      I 
believe,  that  the  insurances  were  made«  in 
order,  that  the  dock-yards  might  be  sop- 
plied  with  the   produce  of  the  oountdes 
bordering  on  the   Baltic.    The  Govern- 
ment  at  the  time  encouraged  seamen  to 
go  up  the  Baltic,  in  order  to  bring  home 
goods.     It  was  said,  there  was  eactreme 
imprudence  in  going  up  the   Baltic,   at 
the  period  alludra  to.     What  improdenoe 
could  there  be  in  so  doing?    Those  who 
sailed  there  had  information  to  the  efiect, 
that  all  hostilities  had  oettsod'-tbat  they 
might  ffo  in  perfect  safety.    The  hon*  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Solioitor-generBl, 
asked  me  for  my  proofs.    I  have  had  re- 
course to  two  or  three  authorittes  on  the 
subject,  which  I  mentioned  on  a  fofaiec 
occasion.    I  beg  the  hon.  andleamed  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  third  book  of 
Grotius,  De  Jure  BelU,  and  the  second 
book  of  Vattel,  chapter  18.     I  there  find 
the  following  passage  .*— - 

''Those  who  have  given  occasion  for  re- 
prisals, are  bound  to  grant  compensation  to 
those  who  have  suffered  by  them.*' 

(The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thea 
quoted  a  passage  from  Grotius  to  the  effect 
that  ''it  was  the  duty  of  a  State  to  com* 
pensate  those  on  whom  reprisals  had 
falleu.")  I  think,  that  those  passages 
show,  that  as  the  seisure  of  the  Danish 
property  was  in  itself  opposed  to  the  laws 
of  nations,  the  Danes  being  a  friendly 
power,  and  they  not  having  denied  us  any 
right,  or  done  us  any  wrong,  for  whidk 
they  had  refused  compensation,  when  we 
seized  on  their  goods,  I  think«  that  under 
these  circumstances,  we  are  to  take  upon 
ourselves  the  responsibility  of  the  conse. 
quences  of  the  war.  If,  under  these  dr* 
oumstances,  compensation   had  been   do* 
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manded  fiom  the  Danes,  they  would  sayi 
that  they  had  heen  attacked  merely  he- 
cauae  they  would  not  surrender  their  ar« 
maments^  their  capital  was  hombarded,  and 
their  citizens  slaughtered,  and  they  were 
not  liable  for  the  consequences  of  such  a 
state  of  things.  There  is  but  one  other 
topic  to  which  I  shall  advert.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  said, 
that  they  were  the  trustees  of  the  public 
purse.  Yes,  they  were;  but  what  had 
they  done  with  the  trust  fund  ?  When 
Lord^Brougham  was  Lord  Chancellor  an 
expression  fell  from  him  which»  in  my 
opinion,  did  him  great  honour.  A  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  in  dispute  between 
parties  of  the  name  of  Troutbeck.  The 
Attorney-general  stated  upon  the  occasion, 
that  the  money  was  gone,  and  that  there 
was  no  use  in  entering  into  a  discussion  on 
the  subject.  ''  Bui,"  said  Lord  Brougham, 
^*  if  the  money  is  gone,  it  is  not  gone  ac- 
cording to  law.  It  ought  to  be  here  to 
abide  the  result  of  the  suit ;  and  I  will  not 
allow  you  to  put  that  in  argument,"  I, 
too,  say,  that  when  there  was  a  trust  fund, 
it  should  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  that 
trust.  On  the  last  occasion,  when  I  had 
the  honour  of  snbmittins  the  subject  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  I  read  to 
the  House  a  letter  placed  in  my  hands,  by 
my  friend  Mr.  Wilb^tforce.  On  a  former 
occasion,  when  a  discussion  had  come  on 
in  the  House  respecting  the  detention  of 
the  Danish  vessels,  and  the  claims  of  our 
subjects,  Mr.  Wilberforce  had  voted  with 
the  Govemment,  and  in  favour  of  the  de« 
tention  of  the  vessels.  A  remonstrance, 
however,  had  been  addressed  to  him  upon 
the  subject,  and  he  had  then  stated,  that  he 
had  acted  with  neat  reluctance,  bbt  he 
could  not  resist  the  argument  that  those 
vessels  would  constitute  a  trust  fund  for 
the  purpose  of  making  compensation  to 
those  among  our  own  subjects  whose  pro* 
perty  might  have  been  seind  by  the  Danes. 
1 8ay»  therefore,  that  was  a  trust  fund,  and 
though  it  had  become  a  trust  fund  some 
thirty  years  ago,  and  was  not  applied  to  the 
purpose  to  which  it  ought  to  be  applied, 
that  forms  no  a^ment  against  the  daim* 
aats,  and  they  have  not  by  their  neglect, 
or  by  a  want  of  due  notice,  lost  their  title. 
I  trust,  then,  the  House  wiQ  sanction 
the  motion  to  which  I  have  called  its 
attention.  Whether  the  House  adopts  or 
rdects  this  motion,  I  have  done  my  duty. 
The  House  will  make  its  decision  upon  its 
own  zesponsibilityi  and  it  rests  with  it  to 


rescind  or  abide  by  the  decision  it  has  on 
so  many  occasions  already  come  to. 

Mr.  Warburton  did  not  regret,  that  the 
aid  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-gene* 
ral  had  been  called  in,  but  it  would  not 
induce  him  to  vary  the  vote  he  had  given 
on  a  former  occasion.  He  thought  it  had 
been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  that  those  were  reprisals,  and  not 
captures,  and  that  the  parties  were  entitled 
to  compensation.  He  need  not  refer  to 
the  case  of  the  Spanish  vessels  which  had 
been  seized  at  the  breaking  up  of  the  war 
in  Spain,  and  in  which  compensation  was 
granted  to  the  owners.  On  the  22nd  of 
July,  an  embargo  was  laid  on  aU  the  Dan- 
ish vessels  .in  the  English  ]^rts,  and  an 
armament  was  sent  out  to  seize  all  vessels 
on  the  hijgh  seas  belonging  to  that  govern* 
ment.  The  armament  ascended  to  the 
mouth  of  the  Baltic,  which  everybody  knew 
was  a  close  sea,  and  he  thought  it  only 
reasonable,  fair,  and  just,  that  where  the 
British  Govemment  derived  so  large  a  sum 
of  money  from  the  capture  of  the  fleet  and 
stores,  and  the  condemnation  of  vessels 
seised  in  British  ports,  it  was  only  reason- 
able and  just  that  compensation  should  be 
afforded  out  of  that  large  sum.  It  was 
nothing  for  him  to  hear  £at  the  funds  had 
been  misapplied ;  it  was  no  answer  to  say, 
that  thirty  years  had  elapsed  since  the  oc- 
currence ;  that  was  only  a  stronger  reason 
why  the  parties  should  immediately  receive 
the  small  pittance  of  compensation  to  be 
awarded  to  them.  He  relied  upon  the 
want  of  notice  to  the  British,  who  were 
sending  their  vessels  to  the  Baltic,  and 
upon  the  withdrawal  of  the  British  fleet, 
thereby  rendering  capture  certain.  That 
was  enough  to  justify  him  in  departing 
from  the  usual  rules,  in  voting  for  compen« 
sation. 

The  SoUcUor^Oenefal  did  not  wish  for 
a  moment  to  take  credit  to  himself  for 
anything  he  was  not  entitled  to,  therefore 
he  must  disclaim  the  credit  given  him  by 
his  learned  Friend,  that  his  statements  of 
last  night  were  merely  the  arguments  used 
in  former  debates,  and  put  in  a  clearer 
h>nn:  he  supposed  the  superior  intelli- 
gence of  his  learned  Friend  had  enabled 
him  to  And  it  out.  Sir  James  Mackin- 
tosh had  distinctly  laid  it  down,  that  book 
debts  and  goods  seized  ought  to  be  com- 
pensated because  they  were  seized  against 
the  usages  of  war  and  the  law  of  nations ; 
in  such  a  case,  he  laid  it  down  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  enforce 
compeosation  by  armS|  or  to  make  coni« 
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pmtitioii  ottt  of  ihtir  oim  fatdik  Ike 
application  of  the  pritioipkiy  bowefar,  tie 
llmhed  to  leiimreA  aia^a  agafnit  the  law 
of  ftalJoaai  and  agAiiiat  the  aBaMs  of  wat. 
Tktt  wm  in  aathority  upon  tha  pMteiit 
oMeebtt.  When  be  addfeated  the  Honae 
yMterday,  he  had  fefiraiaed  from  readlne 
l!ie  docofneiits,  contenting  hhnself  wi^ 
akatiog  them,  and  waittng  otttil  he  heard 
whether  tfaey  were  contradicted.  He 
would  then  reftd  them.  The  firat  wat  a 
dear  declaratton  of  war  upon  the  part  of 
Denmark  ftgaintt  fingland ;  and  he  aaid 
diitlnctlj,  that  that  declaration  waa  made 
on  the  16ib  of  August.  Re  would  now 
state  the  foots  t  be  would  recaoHttlate 
them  to  the  House.  His  hob.  and  learned 
l^riend  had  stated,  that  there  had  been  an 
embargo  prevtous  to  the  37th  of  July. 
Now,  he  could  discover  no  such  ihiog«  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  wouldrefer  him  to  the  authority 
on  which  he  made  such  statements  [Mr. 
Cressweti  :  It  waa  so  stated  on  briogint 
forward  the  meiion  iu  18dlJ  tie  would 
refer  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  the 
(icdera  of  the  Admiralty  for  laying  on  the 
embargo,  which  were  dated  the  25th  of 
August*  He  had  inq^uued  at  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  there  was  no  document  there  to 
show,  |hat  any  embargo  had  been  laid  on 
befoie  the  25th  of  August;  nor  could  he 
find  at  the  Admiralty  any  trace  of  any 
af^lication  having  been  made  thersi  as 
ataled  by  ooe  of  She  parsons  kitftfasted 
io  supporting  these  olaimsi  by  any 
persons  for  anformatiooi  or  Chat  any 
infonnAtioa  had  been  gitab  bj  any  par* 
SOBS  on  the  subjaot*  Oil  the  26th  of 
Aaguatf  the  ordtts  of  the  Admiralty  an* 
tbovising  the  datenlion  of  vessels  wtie 
issued,  and  affairs  oontinued  in  that  atata 
until  the  ted  Sbplamberi  whan  those  or- 
deia  ware  confirmed  and  Mtendad  by  an 
Order  in  CounoiL  On  the  drd  of  August* 
the  British  fleet  arrived  «ff  the  coait  of 
Denmark^  and  ettt  off  all  eottmunieation 
batween  the  island  of  ZealttBd  nod  thfi 
ootttiaeot  of  Buiopt.  Kow^  what  efibot 
on  the  mind  of  any  mftb  of  ordinary  intti- 
ligMee  fduat  the  Apbeiianot  of  a  BvitiA 
fleet  off  the  coait  m  Dtnmark  have  pro* 
db^  f  If  it  wera  uubipeotedi  the  mom 
likily  waa  it  10  «totta  fldbrm ;  ind  he 
oonisndid,  that  the  appabranee  of  that 
fleetf  baeompbftibd  tts  it  woi  by  b  gtubt 
body  of  tfoopbi  wbA  bbundant  intubates 
Io  the  meiolibblai  thbt  they  «<  ~  ^i* 
mtm  saisif  ii  the  pbuf 


Ami,  and  Ihbt  if  they  did  so  i«uh»,  they 
mttst  do  eo  bt  their  owb  eapobseabd  risic, 
and  not  at  tfm  etpensb  and  risk  of  ihb 
nation*  From  the  5th  of  August  uolil 
the  1 3th,  begotiatiobs  were  goiog  on  be* 
tweeb  Mr.  Jaeksob,  the  representatite  of 
the  British  Government  at  Copenb^n, 
and  the  Danish  Government,  mative  to 
the  surrender  of  the  Danish  fleet  to  the 
care  of  Great  Britain.  On  the  16th  of 
August,  the  Danish  ^vemment  issned  the 
following  prodamation,  which  would  be 
found  in  the  14th  f  olume  of  the  **  JmmuU 
Register/^  page  173.  (The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  here  read  the  declara. 
tion  of  Christian  6th,  in  which,  after  re* 
dtibg  the  demsads  made  by  the  Brili^ 
resident,  Mr.  Jachson,  he  stated,  that  the 
resident,  on  the  refusal  of  the  Danish  Go* 
vernment,  to  comply  with  those  demaoda, 
had  demanded  pas^poits  for  himself  and 
his  suite,  and  that,  consequently,  the  war 
between  England  and  Denmark  might  be 
considered  as  bctually  broken  out,  and  ha 
called  upon  all  his  faithful  subjects  to  ana 
to  rspel  the  English  agneasion.  He  fur* 
ther  ordered,  that  all  English  ships  and 
property  whereter  found  should  be  seiasd, 
andfthat  all  Bnglish  should,  until  thay 
could  be  sent  out  of  the  country,  be  placed 
under  ariest;  and  the  dealaratioa  fla« 
ished  by  stating,  ibat,  as  a  matter  of 
cooraei  all  Ei^lish  ships  and  boal« 
found  upon  the  coasts  should  be  ooaai* 
deied  as  hostile  and  that  all  eorreapoad- 
eace  with  Bnglish  sutgects  should  oeaaa 
until  further  orders.)  Whan  the  Kii^  of 
Denibark  issued  a  proolamatioa  on  the 
16th  of  Augbsl,  Ibat  wat  bms  botuaUy 
brokeb  obt|  oould  any  man  aayf  that  ha 
was  justiM  IB  Mnaibing  in  the  Baltic  lo 

GNMCQia  oomaseieial  spaoulationa,  on  the 
let » that  pacific  relatioaa  would  not  ba 
intervbpted  Y  No  lalbtioQa  of  peace  and 
amity  subsialad  between  the  natioaa  aHw 
that  prodamatkm  t  bod  on  that  dby  Aid* 
miral  Gambicr  aad  Lord  CalhaaH  iasbad 
ba  addraas,  ib  whioh  ihey  alaiedi  that  thay 
ward  ordered  thesa  by  command  of  Ma 
Mbjeitt,  to  obtain  by  pacifie  negollbiiba, 
if  poaiiblo,  the  abrfobdor  af  the  Dbniih 
fleet*  That  surrbbder  wbs  raAised  t  bbd, 
Ob  the  Mth  of  Abgbst,  the  Daaish  p^ 
vwrbOMbt  imbed  b  nirther  Modabibtioa, 
ib  very  hobtila  terms.  Ob  tbe  9bd  Sep- 
fbbiber«  the  bombbfdmebt  of  Copenha^a 
comm-  *^nm  that  time^  tneia  wbi 

no  pf  ^  stbtemant  thbt  nay- 

fkim  ^  of  hObtiUtlii  hbd 
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taken  plica.  On  the  9th  Bepteolberi  the 
decree  was  iteuedi  which  gave  rite  to  the 
elaiiDi  ftnr  conpensatioD,  nameW»  that 
reapectidg  the  eoiifltoatioii.  On  the  23rd 
of  September  a  British  manifesto  was 
issaedi  showinff  the  two  nations  distinctly 
to  be  at  war*  NoWi  when  were  these  ves* 
sets  seized  ?  On  the  6th  of  August,  and 
on  the  6th  of  September :  but  the  great 
majority  late  in  October,  through  Norem* 
ber,  ana  down  to  the  93rd  of  December. 
On  the  4th  of  Nofcmber,  Great  Britain, 
never  having  entertained  hostile  feelings 
towards  Dehmatic,  but  having  acted  on 
the  principle  of  great  State  necessity— a 
necessity  founded  on  the  most  absolute 
justice— if  self-protection  be  consistent 
with  justice—- the  Government  of  the  day 
was  restrained  from  presenting  a  perfect 
defence,  because  we  know,  that  at  certain 
times  private  Information  which  the  Go- 
vernment may  procure,  may  not  be  dis- 
closed with  safety  to  the  individual  who 
furnished  that  inforroationi  nor  consis- 
tently with  the  means  of  obtaining  fur- 
ther mformation  which  it  might  be  desir- 
able that  they  should  possess.  But, 
afterwards  tbev  discoverea,  that  France 
and  Russia  had  determined  to  seise  the 
Danish  fleet,  and  use  it  hostilel^  Against 
Great  Britain ;  and  when  the  British  navy 
arrived  at  Copenhagen,  that  place  was  in 
a  state  absolutely  defencelesst  so  as  to 
give  every  facility  to  the  objects  of  Russia 
and  Fraoooi  It  was  aomplained  that  the 
English  had  taken  the  fleet  when  the 
Danes  were  not  in  a  situation  for  defence* 
But  that  was  their  justification,  for  it  be* 
earns  the  imperative  daty  of  the  Govern* 
ment  of  the  day  to  take  wisOi  prompt,  and 
decisive  measuresi  that  that  fleet  rfiouU 
not  be  used  for  thii  invasion  of  Oveat  Bri* 
tain,  and  the  British  Goveratnent  wo«ld 
have  deserved  impeachment  If,  on  the  in* 
formation  they  poeessssd,  they  h«d  not 
wrested  from  the  power  of  Rolsta  inch 
powerful  means  as  the  Danish  fleet  af« 
fbrded«  The  hon*  and  learned  Otntltaiatt 
denied  that  they  were  at  war.  Hit  amite 
and  htoHlgent  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Wafbnrion)  had  looked  too  eloeely  Into 
the  question  to  make  such  an  Mimion ; 
he  had  retired  from  that  position.  Whet 
oonstiluted  war?  One  nation  eppeared 
with  a  powerful  armament  on  the  shores 
of  another  nation|demADdine|  of  that  other 
to  surrender  its  fleet;  that  demand  was 
tesisted,  and  the  Government  so  required, 
tmblisbed  to  iu  subjeots  that  the  two  na- 


tions wen  at  wwr,  and  immediately  diii 
rected  the  oommencenient  of  hostile  acts. 
Did  not  that  constitute  war  f  Were  the 
Danes  to  say  whether  they  were  al  wari  oe 
hishoo.  and  learned  Friend?  In  their 
proelamatkms  they  stated,  that  the  war 
was  begun.  It  was  not  a  paper  war ;  a 
proclamation  was  Issued  by  the  Danish 
Government,  that  the  two  nations  were  at 
war.  What  was  the  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  the  two  nations  were  not 
at  war  ?  There  was  not  the  slightest,  un- 
lets his  hon.  Friend  could  erase  from  the 
records  this  declaration  of  war  on  the  part 
of  Denmark.  It  was  a  most  material  flact 
for  the  House  to  bear  in  mind,  and  to  adopt 
a  distinct  conclusion  upon,  were  the  two 
nations  at  war.  prior  to  the  seizure  of  these 
vessels?  His  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  think 
that  he  had  imputed  to  him  a  want  of 
accuracy  in  reference  to  the  books.  He 
had  read  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  attentively,  and  after  read- 
ing it,  he  was  astonished  at  the  result. 
Nothing  but  his  happy  manner  of  deliver- 
ing what  he  had  to  sav,  could  have  made 
that  speech  efl^ectuaf  to  oonvince  the 
House.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think,  that  be  (the  Solidtor* 
general)  was  mistaken  in  supposing,  that 
he  had  drawn  an  incorrect  inference.  His 
hon.  land  learned  Friend  had  not  made 
aoT  quotation  from  Grotius.  He  would 
re&r  the  House  to  the  authority  of  Vau 
tel  on  the  eubject  of  reprisals.  Reprieale 
were  tbose  things  whioh  were  taken  by 
nations  which  Imd  a  oomplaiot  against 
other  coantriesi  prior  to  the  breaking  out 
of  a  war,  and  with  a  view  to  obtain  justice, 
upon  a  matter  of  complaint.  (The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  then  referred  to 
the  authority  of  Vstttd  with  respect  to 
reprieale»  in  jnstiflcation  of  tho  course  the 
Government  had  pursued.)  Now  what  waa 
the  date  of  the  seiture  of  the  veeeek  in 
question,  what  weiw  the  datee  aaoosapared 
with  the  declaration  be  had  heard  that  the 
two  natione  were  at  irar  f  A  few  in  the 
month  of  Auciiil.  still  fewer  in  Septembefi 
and  fewer  still  fai  October  and  Movemberi 
The  two  aitfane  were  nt  war  after  the  4th 
of  November*  Apoloties  were  made  for 
Ae  aot  donCj  but  iuthig  thai  it  was  ahMH 
lately  imisimy  fer  the  preservation  of  tho 
oonntry  by  reason  of  the  eoalitlon  of  Ftmas 
and  RuNki.  If  hit  learned  Friend  caUed 
that  an  npoloty  he  was  at  jpnftct  liberty 
to  do  so;  but,  m  kit  (the  SoUcitork-general) 
opinieoi  it  wns  jnstiee  lo  the  nation*  tkm 
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aebuieSy  tberefore^  he  aud,  were  all  of 
them  after  war,  and  there  was  no  ground 
fiir  calling  into  the  subject  any  recognised 
principle^  for  the  case  of  goods  and  debts 
stood  upon  different  grounds.  Now^  he 
wished  to  understand  the  ground  upon 
which  this  was  put,  was  it  enough  to  say, 
that  it  was  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  case ;  if  such  was  to  be  the  ground  it 
might  be  said,  and  said  truly,  that  every 
case  had  its  peculiar  circumstances;  no  two 
cases  could  be  identical ;  if  it  .was  to  be  put 
on  the  ground  of  peculiarity  of  circum- 
stances it  should  be  put  upon  some  great 
and  intelligible  ground,  such  as  could  not 
be  mistaken  on  future  occanons.  Now, 
what  was  the  peculiarity  here?  His  friends 
said,  that  they  were  taken  by  surprise- 
that  no  notice  had  been  given  of  hostility 
to  enable  them  to  escape — was  that  the 
peculiarity  ?  How  often  would  it  happen 
«— he  hoped  never  to  see  such  days  as  that, 
but  if  the  experience  of  the  past  was  mat- 
ter of  caution  for  the  future,  looking  at  the 
course  of  events  what  answer  he  would  ask 
could  they  give  to  the  numerous  daims 
which  stood  upon  the  same  foundation? 
He  denied  that  they  had  not  responsible 
notice,  and  even  if  they  had  not,  if  it  was 
said  that  the  absence  of  notice  furnished  a 
ground  for  compensation,  then  he  said«  that 
the  present  case  was  peculiar  for  absence  of 
any  such  ground ;  but  he  asserted  that  the 
parties  had  as  much  notice  as  was  necesiary. 
It  was  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
that  an  individual  of  the  name  of  Harrison, 
had  applied  to  Admiral  Gambler  to  know  if 
he  might  safely  go  to  the  Baltia  This 
mi|;ht  be  the  case»  but  the  supposed  conver- 
sation took  place  thirty  years  after  the  pe- 
riod referred  to.  But  let  them  mark  what 
followed.  That  individual  wrote  honte  to 
England  to  obtain  an  insurance.  What 
did  that  writing  home  for  an  insuf»nce 
show  ?  Did  it  wow  that  he  might  remain 
there  without  fear  of  war  ?  C^tainly  not. 
The  merchants  who  traded  to  tha  Baltic 
were  a  very  adventurous  set  of  men— -they 
ohose  to  q)eculate— they  Stayed  to  load 
their  carj^oes,  but  they  Itayed  too  lon|^ 
The  British  fleet  was  detafined  for  a  time 
to  put  the  Danish  fleet  in  a  state  to  ootte 
to  England.  Why  did  not  the  vesleli  eome 
away  with  the  fleet?  It  was  argued  that 
the  British  fleet  did  not  leave  sufficient 
TOOtection  for  the  vesiels  in  the  Sound. 
That  would  be  no  ground  for  compensa- 
tion. A  large  fleet  such  as  that  was  must 
have  been  some  time  preparing  o  saiL 
Could  tibose  in  the  Bidtic  be  ignonmt  that 


sucha  fleet  was  about  to  depart  or  had 
already  departed  ?    Decidedly  not.    If  they 
chose  to  remain  they  did  so  at  thexr  own 
risk,  as  they  did  for  their  own  profit.  Tlut, 
then,  would  form  no  ground  on  which  to 
sustain  these  claims.     Something  had  been 
said  about  a  conversation  whidi  took  place 
at  the  Admiralty.    Would  that  Houae  say, 
that  on  the  ground  of  a  conversatioii  said 
to  be  held  at  the  Admiralty  about  which 
nothing  certain  existed,  they  should  vote 
away  a  large  sum  of  money.     That  was 
certainly  too  futile  a  ground  to  be  upheld. 
No  apj^cation  on  the  subject  existed  in 
writing.    It  was  asked,  if  they  had  thon^t 
it  fit  to  take  the  fleet?  why  did  they  give 
any  compensation  at  all.    Compensation 
was  pven  in  the  former  cases,  becaaae  it 
was  wtended  at  the  time  the  fleet  was 
taken  to  return  it  in  perfect  safety.     When 
the  Danes  refused  to  surrender  their  fleet 
and  assumed  a  hostile  attitude  we  were 
obliged  to  consider  them  as  enemies^  and 
the  ships  were  therefore  taken  in  state  of 
warfare.     It  was  to  the  Danish  captains 
that  compensation  was  given  for  theur  pri* 
vate  expenses  and  freightage.     It  could 
not  for  a  moment  be  contended  that  the 
property  seized  by  the  British  Government 
from  its  enemies,  should  be  applied  to  the 
payments  of  the  losses  of  private  individuals. 
He  regretted  the  loss  these  parties  had  bus* 
tained  in  the  pursuit  of  their  commercial 
speculations ;  but  thero  must  be  some  broad 
and  intelligible  ground  on  which  sndi  an 
application  should  be  made.    The  Spanish 
case,  had  been  referred  to  as  forming  a  pre- 
cedent, but  he  denied  that  there  was  any 
analogy  between  theas  cases.     Before  the 
Houie  nanted  the  present  application  they 
would  do  well  to  consider  what  was  the 
nreoedent  #hich  th^  were  about  to  lay 
down;  and  he  Was  satisfied  that  in  eveiy 
principle  of  justice  and  honesty,  the  patties 
now  befell  the  House  had  no  daun  what« 
cv«  jxfCm  the  public  funds. 

Mr.  A.  Cmpman  contended  that  the 
Oovenaient  was  bound  to  remunerate  these 
parties  ftr  the  losses  they  had  sustained, 
Dedkua»f  when  application  was  made  to 
them,  diay  suted  tjbat  there  need  be  no 
appriliension  whatetar,  and,  acting  npon 
that  advise,  one  d  his  constituents,  with 
his  family,  had  been  entirely  ruined.  He 
eonteadea  that  these  claims  stood  upon  pre- 
cisely  the  same  footing  as  the  boox  debts 
and  the  goods  seiaed  on  shore.  He  himself 
had  sent  out  h  ship  which  had  been  seised 
at  Copenhagen,  but  it  had  been  afterward 
re-taken  ana  delivered  up  to  him  by  Admi<< 
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nl  Oambier.  He  truated,  that  the  Go- 
Temment  would  see  the  justice  and  expedi- 
ency of  no  lonffer  withholding  the  settle- 
ment of  these  chums. 

The  House  divided :  Ajes  75 ;  Noes  64 ; 
Majority  11. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


NichoU,  J.  Stnitt,  £. 

O'Brien^  W.  S.  Sugden^  rt.  Im.  Sir  E. 

Paget,  Colonel  Surrey,  Earl  of 

PalmerstoD,  Viscount  Talbot,  C*  R.  M. 

Parnell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H.  Thomely,  T. 

Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.  Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 


Alexander,  N. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arbutbnott,  hon.  H. 
Bagee,  W. 
Baldfwin,  C.  B. 
Bannnerman,  A. 
Barnard,  £•  G. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Bell,  M. 
Betbelli  R. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Broadlevy  U. 
Buller,  Sir  J,  Y. 
Burr,  H. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Craiy,  W.  O. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dunbar,  Q. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  Colonel 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Ftashfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gray,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C, 
Grimsditcb,  T. 
Uawes^  B. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hume,  J. 


Humphery.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
InglU,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Kemble,  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langdale,  hon.  C. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S* 


Lygon,  hoQ,  Geoeial 
Mackenaie,  Tt 
Maclean,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Neeld,  J. 
Ord,  W. 
Pakington,  4*  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  M. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  M. 
Pryme,  G. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Sibtborp,  Colonel 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Style,  Sir  Ci 
Thesiger,  F. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Veroer,  Colonel 
Wakley,  T. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Williams,  W. 
Wodehouse,  £• 
Worsley,  Lord 

TELLERS. 

Cresswell,  C. 
Warburton,  W« 


Turner,  £. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Wynn,  rt.  hn.  C.  W. 


Pigot,  rt.  hn.  D. 

Pinney,  W. 

Rich,  H. 

Russell,  Lord  J: 

Rotherfurd,  rt.  hn.  A.    Wyse,  T. 

Sheil,  rt.  hn.  R.  L.         Yates,  J.  A. 

Smith,  B. 

Smith,  R.  V.  • 

Spencer,  hn.  Captain 

Stanley,  Lord 

Stanfield,  W.  R.  C. 


— « _  _  _ 
Young,  J. 


TELLEES. 

O'Ferrall,  M. 
Solicitor,  General 


Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 

5^.!L*^*'!!j?*ofi???i  f     Municipal  Corporations.]    Sir  J.  Y. 

Buller  moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations  BUK  ^ 

The  House  divided  on  the  nl>tian:-« 
Ayea  64 ;  Noea  9 :  Majority  45. 


List  of  the  Atbs. 
Baldwin,  C.  B.  Kemble,  H. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Armstrong,  A« 
Baring,  rt.  bn.  F.  T. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bernal,  R. 
Briscoe,  J.  L 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Busfeik),  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S« 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Qoulbumi  rt,  hon,  B< 


Graham,  rt.  ho.  Sir  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Guest,  Sir  J, 
Hastie,  A. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Harries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hobhouse,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  8. 
Hoskins,  K, 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Labouchere,  rt  hn.  H. 
Listowel,  Earl  of 
Lushington,  rt.  bn.  S. 
Macaulay,  rt  hn' T.  B. 
Marshall,  W. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 


Barnard,  £.  G. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUer,  C 
Burr,  H. 
Busfield,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Chapman,  A. 
Cochrane,  Sir  T.  J. 
Ferguson,  Colonel 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  O.  G. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Herries,  rt.  hn.  J.  C. 
Hinde,  J.  U. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Humphery,  J. 
Halt,  W. 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 


Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  J. 
Parker,  M. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigot,  rt.  hn.  D. 
Pinney,  W. 
Pryme,  O. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutberfurd,  rt.  hn.  A. 
Sheil,  rt.  bn.  R.  L. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Troubridge^  Sir  £.  T. 
Turner,  £. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wynn,  rt.  bn.  C.  W. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLEaS. 

Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 


Luiofthe  Nosa. 

Baring,  rt.  ho.  F.  T. 
Cresiwell,  C. 

S orris,  D. 
Bith,  J.  ^ 
Smith,  B. 
Style,  Sir  C. 

Bill  jraad  m  third  time  and  passed 


Thomely,  T. 
WiUiams,  W. 
Yates,  J.  Ai 

TBLLBR8. 

Douglas,  Sir  C, 
Maclean,  D. 


Bribb»t  at  Ei,hc9ion8.3    Lord  John 
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PnuseU  took  Hw  opportunity  of  sitting 
hv^  hip  meapt  to  proceed  witk  the  Btiber^ 
at  El^tion^  BUL  If  he  could  expect  vn^det 
existing  cire^mstsflWBi,  to  qbtaln  attention 
1^  l^p  di^^nt  plauses  in  copimitt^  and 
due  delibenition  upon  the  whole  ^u^e^t^ 
he  shoii^  be  very  desirous  of  cfinrying  the 
measure  thVQUgb  iu  remaining  stagos,  He 
could  hardly  hojpe  that  such  would  be  the 
case ;  but  he  was  quite  ready  to  take  any 
course  the  House  might  think  expeiHent. 

Sir  R,  Peel  remarked^  that  hQ  had  voted 
for  the  se^nd  reading,  and  he  was  most 
anxious,  thfi,t  th^  offences  of  bi^^bery  and 
treating  9)iould  be  defined*  that  it  might 
be  known  what  bribery  and  treating  were 
IB  thci  eye  of  the  {aw-  It  was  malarial 
also  to  co]|8}der  die  propriety  of  requiring 
a  declaration  from  pfirties  apppinted  to  qX- 
fice^  in  ord^  to  paake  it  ynore  9ecure  that 
they  were  not  giv^n  away  fur  lerviaeii  rep- 
dered  at  elections^  and  thereby  converted 
into  a  species  of  bribery.  Whatever  at- 
tempt might  be  i9ade  to  define  Ip-ib^i  he 
hoped  it  would  he  a  successful  one,  ^pd 
that  the  flo^sQ  would  not  Qpw  adopt  a 
couriA  in  that  reelect  which  it  might  at 
aonid  Ihtim  time  vegret.  It  would  be  in- 
convenient to  pass  a  kw  whieh  it  was  ne- 
cessary afterwards  to  amend.  So  few  days 
woulj  now  elapse  before  the  (iouw  was 
disroissedi  ^t^%  ne  thought  the  npble  Lord 
would  exeridflC  ^  9Q|ind  discretion  if  fee  i^ 
not  press  tbe  bU}, 

Mri  W^m  tbougkt  some  ponipni  of  the 
neaMira  valvaUa,  and  was  unwilling  to 
abandon  tken»  although  it  would  perhaps 
be  better  to  oonrider  the  whole  sub|eet  to- 
gether. 

Lord  Join  Russell  proposed  that  the 
Hpuail  sbppld  rciflolve  itself  iotp  oommitt^. 

Mr.  Wjfnn  repeated  hi#  Qpi^lol|  99  V> 
the  great  valu^  of  some  of  the  climvfp, 
particularly  tkoie  compelling  witnawet  to 
give  evidence  of  bribery  tefora  aleotion 
committees.  If  those  clauses  were  pam- 
vered  in  now^  it  would,  of  course,  be  neces- 
sary to  give  t^e  witnesses  indes»ity.  At 
present*  witnesaes  befiare  courts  of  law 
were  protected  ttom  the  consequenoee  of 
their  evidei)^.  ^u|  fuab  WW  not  the  case 
before  elfiptiqn  copimittei^  wbere  it  wv 
even  more  important.  He  thought,  that 
these  claufes  might  be  separated  (rom  the 
rest  of  the  bill. 

Mr,  $,  QBrm  urged,  that  no  tm^ 
could  be  moia  pioper  for  passing  such  a 
bill  th^n  the  preseul,  when  the  country 
was  on  the  eve  of  a  general  election* 

Lord  Jiohi^  Huisell  U>oughti  that  the 


House  night  nose  go  lofto 

those  fl^fflwfg  whioh  were  adsuttod  to  fan 

nnobjeotienabla. 

Sir  IL  H.  Inglis  said,  hia  vigirt  has. 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Fed)  had  left  the  Hauae 
under  the  impression  that  the  b|lliiuiiU 
not  be  proceeded  with  that  evening. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  die  right  hon. 
Baronet^s  i^^tiia  was  to  tba  i 
of  a  definition  of  bribery  to  whiek 
House  might  not  afterwards  adkem 

Mr.  Waki^  said,  he  had  underrtood  Ae 
noble  Lo^  (J,  RusseU)  to  say,  that  he  wns 
prepared  to  go  pn  with  the  bill  if  the 
Hou#e  were  so  disposed,  ai^  he  did  nqi 
kn^yw  of  any  question  which  could  at  yiw- 
•ent  oeonpy  the  time  of  the  Houie  en  a^ 
vaatageously  for  the  oountsy. 

Mr.  W,  W^nn  was  of  opiniaii,  thai  tke 
present  laws  against  bribery  weresiiffifli» 
eutly  severe,  bi|t  the  difficulty  was  to  put 
them  in  execution,  as  it  was  almoat  inppa- 
sible  to  bring  the  proof  home  to  anybody 
so  as  to  s^ure  a  epnviction.  To  tms  in- 
convenience it  w0uld  bfof  aouiieex«BeA- 
ingly  deslraUa  to  npply  a  remedy. 

House  in  CoHuntttee. 

The  fi|«t  five  ckuses  wan  atiaiidnMid, 
other  dunsea  were  Mreed  ta 

Mr.  W.  8,  O'Brien  submit  the  ib|- 
lowjpg  f4AU«);-v 

^And  be  it  epa^ed,  that  ^vevv  Member 
returned  to  serve  in  Parlisniettt,  shall,  aftf  r 
taking  the  paths  prtspribed  to  be  taken  at  MJe 
Table  of  the  Hons^  of  Commona,  hefera  he 
becomes  entitled  to  sit  and  vote,  fdsa  mskt 
aod  qubscriba  the  following  d^claiatioa— 

<«  «I  do  fatreby  solemnly  aQrm  gad  declare, 
that  I  \[^rd  not.directly  or  indireet|y«ynade  Qse 
of  any  bribery  for  the  purpose  of  being  elected 
at  the  late  election  as  a  Member  of  tms  Hoqse 
for  the  county  of  (or  county  of  a  city, 

town,  or  borongh,  ai  the  case  mav  oe).  * 

'*And  be  if  enaoied,  that  if  any  penen 
shall  make  and  sohieribe  sueb  d^aration 
falselv,  every  such  person,  being  duly  eonvie- 

ted  taaitof,  sh|U  incur  and  vfXkf  leak  paiWf 
penalties,  aod  disabilities,  at  petaam  eonvietod 
of  wilful  and  earmpt  perjurv  arf  by  law  lia- 
bit  to,  and  Qiy  be  prosecuted  for  |he  sane  at 
any  period  witain  five  years  alter  he  shall  have 
made  suah  deabuialieo.^' 

Claiw  brought  up. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  reed  $  Mood 
time, 

Mr.  W^rhurim  wid,  bis  only  dooU  at 
to  the  proposivien  was,  wonld  it  he  efTeenial 
for  the^  piiipoie  and  prevent  biibery? 
Would  it  not  have  the  effeol  of  faidneiag 
persons  to  heliow  that-electioDs  wave  pnvar 
than  they  really  were^  and  of  diroodhlig 
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mmpl  iwmnirtiqm  hum  the  puUUI  U 
wottM  be  8aid«  **  C»ii  yoa  believe  tkal  bti- 
hery  U  pricti«ed  wlim  %  aelenia  4<Mlai«liaii 
li  m4«  thui  U  wM  Boi  >"  He  woul4  i^fer 
Itt  thf^  wJe  of  ewngiUwftna  in  ihg  annjPt  In 
the  §eii«iil  erdera  and  feguktiona  of  the 
urmy*  Bove  yMri  (gUt  Wfu  Ibe  foim  ^f  n 
deoUration  icwpeoting  the  ade  ef  eommii- 
MI19  to  b»  iiia4o  by  an  qAcqt  wlUngaciom-* 
niiimn«  v^bich  wa9  nude  and  eertified  ^^  on 
the  wwrd  and  honour  nf  an  officev  and  a 
gentleman,  that  the  party  bad  not  de- 
manded or  aooeptedj  would  demand  or  ao- 
eept«  at  any  time  or  in  my  manner  what* 
ever,  more  than  the  aum  limited  and  fixed 
by  Hie  Majesty's  regnlationa  fu  the  fnU 
valno  of  a  oommigsiQn."  The  pufobaaer 
nmd^  a  similar  d^arations  and  the  oolonel 
Of  eommanding  offioer  eertified  to  bis  belief 
that  the  regulations  bad  been  vtriotly  eom- 
plied  witbi  and  that  there  bad  been  no  pri- 
vate bargain.  That  had  been  the  regula- 
tion in  the  army  i  be  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  waf  so  at  present*  f^very  one  hnew, 
however,  that  the  rwUetion  bad  nqt  been 
eonformed  to  in  the  iaighte^t  degree-->that 
it  had  bean  oonsidered  absolotmy  a  dead 
lettert  Yet  oAoem  of  the  army  olaimed  to 
be  oonsidered  as  the  very  pink  qf  honour* 
and  nevar  raSered  any  aspemion  to  be  cast 
upon  their  honour.  The  easo  tp  whioh  he 
had  been  calling  the  attention  of  tha  HoiMe 
wan  not  the  only  one  of  the  kind  j  there 
WM  the  oath  administered  to  th^  Irish  aiar^ 
gy  of  the  eatabliihcd  churchi  under  the 
provhnona  of  thi|  aSth  of  Henry  8tb> 
cap.  15,  which  was  as  little  attended  to  as 
the  declaration  made  on  the  sale  of  opm- 
miwioos  in  the  army*  In  defiance  of  any 
declaration  of  the  nature  now  proposed* 
aeentf  employed  at  elections  would  to  to 
Idembers  afW  they  had  bffn  returned  and 
would  say  that  some  necessary  exipenses  bad 
been  incurred,  the  precise  details  of  which 
th^y  oould  not  then  set  forth ;  thqr  would 
Rtato  tha  croia  amount*  and  add*  that  if 
tha  hon.  member  intended  ever  amiin  to  ba^ 
come  a  qandidata  for  the  borougn»  he  had 
bettar  ps^  tba  anount*  and  in  th&t  manner 
would  thesa  things  be  mas^d.  He 
thought,  therefore*  that  declarations  would 
produoa  no  practical  aSTect.  There  was  no 
one  capabla  of  being  inSuencad  by  %  decJn- 
ration  .who  would  not  fi^l  as  much  bound 
hj  the  obligation  under  which  avery  good 
dtiaan  laynnto  ohsarve  the  laws  of  the  land. 
Colonel  Sihikorp  had  quitted  the  House 

some  tima  ago  under  tha  impression  that 
the  noble  l4)rd  did  not  intand  to  proceed 
with  the  bill.    His  right  hon.  Friend  the 


Mamher  fcr  Tamiwerih  mai  unflar  tho  mna 
impresihmi  and  was  new  absents  because 
ha  believed  that  tho  hiU  was  not  tp  ha  pnn 
eaeded  withj  ho  tharatoa  felt  bound  to 

Sotest  against  going  on  with  tba  maaiusi. 
a  ohieoted  to  thp  bill  on  this  amongst 
other  grounds*  thai  iu  9fEM  would  be  to 
restrain  the  higher  and  wedthier  efaMsas 
from  aiding  their  humUar  naighbonra,  If 
the  bill  passed  into  a  law*  a  msn  could  not 
give  6«,  to  a  ehantabla  assembly  without 
expasinM  himself  to  the  charge  of  bribery. 
He  haa  several  ohjeetU>ns  tq  make  to  the 
earlier  cUuses  of  the  bUl«  t^be  CMrmm : 
They  are  postponed.!  In  that  caso  be 
should  reserve  any  Tnrthar  obsarvatiogs 
which  ha  might  hava  to  makn  until  tha  le- 

Eort  was  brought  upt  He  wished  nnw* 
QWQvei^  to  bo  distinotly  infbrmed  by  the 
noble  I^rd  whethar  ba  intsnded  to  go  on 
with  the  bUh 

l^rd  J^  HumU  said<  ha  whi  iM  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Unaeln  had  put  thnt 
question  to  himt  What  ha  had  stated  on  a 
former  ofcaiion  was  thi%  that  he  would  not 
proceed  with  the  bill  if  the  Hous%  nftar 
bonsidaring  its  providons*  desired  that  it 

should  not  reach  another  stage*  and  ha  nn* 
dersfood  that  the  right  hout  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamwortb  had  ngraad  to  tbM  s 
but*  iw  the  House  was  then  engaged  with 
another  biU|  the  Speaker  bad  imry  proparly 
interposadf  Ha  had  expected  to  oollefit  the 
sense  of  the  House  as  to  whatha?  th^y  ML 
better  proceed  with  tho  meaaura  or  not.  It 
had  aince  oocurred  to  him  that  tbo  lattor 
part  of  the  present  bilt  would  Awm  of  it- 
self a  good  measure*  and,  being  separatod 
from  tha  firnt  part,  might  ba  introduced  «a 
a  suhstimtive  mil.  B^  thought  that  to- 
night th^  might  go  on  with  tha  bill«  m 
there  would  at  the  nfKt  stage  be  an  oppmr- 
tuaity  afforded  to  the  right  hour  Qnronat 
the  Member  for  Tamwortb  to  take  what^ 
evmr  oonraa  ho  might  think  the  most  m^ 
pediant. 

$ir  1?.  A^orr^s  thought  tbo  proposition 
of  his  hon,  Friend  tho  Member  for  I4mo- 
rick  a  good  ona*  and  hoped  that  h^  would 
persist  in  it* 

Mr*  f*  Turmr  thought,  that  tha  bast 

form  would  be  an  oath  taken  faefim  the 
returning  ofBcer*  Tb^  candidate  would  be 
pledged  before  his  oonstitwentSi  and  would 
run  0  grestar  riik  of  detection  should  no 
dedare  faMyt 

Colonal  Percival  opposad  tho  fhins^  thon 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  HabhoHie  concurred  in  apma  of  tho 
olgeations  which  had  been  tnkan  apinst  the 
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claiifl^  for  lie  tboaght  tbere  was  no  form  of 
dedaradon  which  could  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  that  House  which  might  not  be  evaded. 
However,  he  thought,  besides^  there  was 
something  unjust  in  the  dause,  for  it  pro- 
posed to  enact  that  any  person  found  guilty 
of  an  improper  declaration  should  be  sub- 
jected to  a  certain  penalty.  Now  that  part 
of  ity  he  conceived^  would  be  unjust  in  its 
operation^  if  the  word  wilfully  was  not  in- 
troduced. When  Gentlemen  of  that  House 
were  disposed  to  put  an  end  to  bribery  in 
reality,  they  had  the  remedy  in  their  own 
hands ;  and  if  they  had  so  sincerely^  nothing 
would  tend  more  to  raise  the  character  of 
that  House,  when  it  was  known,  that  it 
was  no  longer  to  be  contaminated  by  hav- 
ing its  seats  purchaseable. 

Mr.  H,  Hardinge  wished  to  know  before 
what  tribunal  it  was  proposed  that  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  should  be  tried.  Was 
it  before  a  parliamentary  committee,  which 
he  conceived  was  a  most  objectionable 
course,  or  in  a  court  of  law  ? 

Mr.  S.  O'Brien  said  he  thought,  that 
under  the  clause  before  the  House,  any 
person  accused  could  be  tried  in  the  ordi- 
nary way. 

Mr.  BrotherUm  said,  he  would  ask  the 
House,  whether  they  really  wished  to  put 
an  end  to  bribery  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
men  could  be  made  honest  by  act  of  Parlia* 
ment.  The  present  bill,  however,  even  if 
it  did  not  answer  all  the  objects  for  which 
it  was  intended,  would  have  a  moral  effect 
on  the  country.  It  might  be  a  discourage- 
ment to  bribery,  and  make  it  fiashionable 
for  Members  of  Parliament  to  be  elected 
without  purchasing  the  votes  of  their  con* 
Btituents.  As  to  the  clause  requiring  a 
declaration  to  be  made,  that  the  IJ^ember 
did  not  nse  bribery,  he  thought  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  it.  The  clause  could  do 
no  harm.  There  were  many  who  had  no 
fear  of  doing  wrong,  who  would,  however, 
have  a  fear  of  being  detected  in  it,  and  as 
the  man  who  was  bribed  might  inform 
agailist  the  briber,  such  a  declaration  might 
be  salutaiy.  He  was,  he  confe«edi  strongly 
in  favour  of  any  plan  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  e£kctually  putting  an  end  to 
bribery. 

Mr.  Wahky  thought  the  question  which 
the  hon«  Gentleman  who  fast  spoke  had 
put  to  the  House  was  much  more  easily 
asked  than  answered*  For  his  part,  he 
firmly  believed  that  House  was  not  sincere 
in  its  desire  of  getting  rid  of  those  corrupt 
and  infamous  practices  which  went  on  at 
elections*    There  was^  in  his  opinioUi  but 


one  good  cure  for  bribeiy,  bot  thai 
radi^  one ;  that  cure  was  to  be  found  in 
extending  the  constituencies,  until  dwy 
became  too  long  for  any  pocket  to  xeaeb 
them.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord,  tbe 
Secretazy  for  the  Colonies,  would  get  lid 
of  his  sentiments  with  r^aid  to  fiiudity, 
and  more  especially  from  what  bis  recent 
experience  had  taught  him ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Wakley)  trusted  that  noble  Lord  would, 
before  long,  come  forward  to  propoae  that 
radical  cure  to  which  he  had  alluded.  The 
declaration  which  had  been  introdoeed, 
might  give  the  unscrupulous  candidate  an 
advantage  over  hb  m<M*e  conscientious  op- 
ponent. Besides,  there  were  methods  of 
taking  advantage  of  it.  Supposot  for  in* 
stance,  a  man  before  an  election  put  4,00(ML 
into  his  banker's  hands,  and  told  his  agent 
that  this  was  to  be  used  only  for  the  strict 
legal  expenses  of  the  election ;  and  desired 
him,  moreover,  to  take  care  that  sodi  di« 
rections  should  be  strictly  adhered  to  on 
account  of  the  declaration  which  he  waa  to 
make*  Did  they  think  that  the  agent, 
whose  interest  it  was  to  carry  the  election, 
would  scruple  to  spend  every  farthing  of 
that  money  in  bribery  because  of  such  an 
injunction  ?  In  conclusion,  he  would  beg 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  not  to  di- 
vide the  House  upon  the  clause,  and  ex« 
pressed  a  hope,  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Cdonies,  would  mxa 
come  forward  with  that  radical  eiiie 
which  would  be  the  most  efiectual  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  evil  complained 
of. 

Lord  /.  RusseU  could  not  undertake  to 
give  a  declaration  of  any  such  intention  as 
Uiat  which  the  hon.  Member  for  FinsVury 
hinted  at,  because  he  thought  it  would  be 
inoperative.  With  regsrd  to  the  declara- 
tion, the  propriety  of  which  they  were  then 
discussing,  if  it  had  not  a  good  efbct,  it 
would  do  harm;  and  he  confessed  that,  !»▼• 
ing  given  that  matter  some  very  serious  con« 
si^ration,  he  could  not  persuade  hissaelf, 
that  any  very  useful  effect  could  be  pro- 
duced by  this  declaration.  There  were  man  J 
penons  who  might  not  be  guilty  of  anj 
vary  corrupt  practices,  who  might  be  un- 
willing, from  conscientious  scrunles,  to 
take  suc|i  a  declaration.  And  with  rmrd 
to  the  generality  of  nemns,  be  feared  Uiey 
might  not  be  at  all  aeterred  by  such  a  d»- 
daration,  bat  would,  after  a  diort  time»  and 
when  its  first  terrors  had  passed  away, 
consider  it,  as  many  other  things  were  eon« 
rideredj  as  merely  a  matter  cf  course.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  eipedient  to  have  any 
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new  fiolenin  declaradons  introduced  which 
were  not  binding.  He  was  by  no  means 
prepared  to  say,  that  this  was  a  subject 
which  would  not  be  deserving  of  future 
considerationf  but  at  present  he  was  not 
disposed  to  adopt  the  chiuse  then  before 
theniy  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
now  press  it. 

Mr.  S.  (/Brien  would  divide  the  com- 
mittee upon  the  clause. 

Mr.  Courteruiy  apprehended  legislation 
of  that  description  was  totally  useless ;  and 
moreover,  if  such  a  clause  as  that  was  in- 
troducedy  it  would  be  unprecedented  in  the 
legislation  of  ihis  country.  He  contfBuded, 
that  whenever  they  legislated  uselessly, 
they  legislated  mischievously.  He  opposed 
the  dause. 

Tlie  committee  divided :  Ayes  22;  Noes 
51:  Majority  29. 

LUt  of  the  Ayes. 


Armstrong,  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Busfeild,  W. 
D'By  ncourty  right  hon. 

C.  T. 
Hawes,  B* 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Burophery,  J. 
Moms,  D. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 


Pryme,  G, 
Roche,  W. 
Rundle,  J. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Turner,  £. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Wood,  B. 
Yates,  J.  A. 

TBLLCtS. 

O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Norreys,  Sir  D. 


Liitofthe  Noes. 

Ainsworth,  P.  Lowther,  J.  H. 

Attwood,  W*  Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Baines,  E.  Mackionon,  W.  A. 

Baldwin,  C.  B.  lilannsell,  T.  P. 

Baring,  right  hn.  F.  T.  Milnes,  R.  M. 

Barnard,  £.  G.  Morrison,  J. 

Barrington,  Viscount  Ossulston,  rx)rd 

Buller,  C.  Pakington,  J.  S. 

Clay,  W.  Palmer,  G. 

Clements,  H.  J.  Parker,  J. 

Cochrane,  Sir  T.  J.  Perceval,  Colonel 

Courtenay,  P.  -  Pasey,  P. 

Drummond,  H.  II.  Rae,  right  hon.  Sir  W. 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  Rutherfurd,  rt.  hn.  A« 

Eliot,  Lord  Sanderson,  R. 

Evans,  W.  Sibthorp,  Colonel 

Gladstone,  W.  E.  Smith,  B. 

Grey,  right  hon .  Sir  G.  Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 

Grimsditch,  T.  Trench,  Sir  F. 

Hardinge,rt.hn.SirH.  Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 

Hinde,  J.  H.  Walsh,  Sir  J. 

Hodgson,  R.  Wilbraham,  G» 

Inglu,  Sir  R«  H.  Winnington,  U.  J. 

Jones,  Captain  Wood,  U.  W. 
Kemble,  H.  tellers. 

Lefroy,  right  hon.  T.  Warburton,  H. 

Listowel,  Earl  of  Hobhouse,  T. 
VOL.LVIU.    {IS!} 


Clause  rejected. 

Mr.  S.  0*Brien  moved  the  following 
clause,  of  which  he  had  also  given  no- 
tice:— 

"  And  whereas  doubts  have  arisen  whether 
the  payment  by  candidates  of  the  travelling 
expenses  of  electors,  and  of  other  expenses 
necessarily  incurred  by  electors  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  give  their  votes  at  elections, 
ought  to  be  considered  as  bribery:  Be  it  en- 
acted, that  in  case  any  elector  shall  reside  at  a 
distance  of  more  than  five  miles  from  the  place 
of  polling  at  which  his  vote  is  received,  the 
payment  of  the  expenses  of  such  elector,  by 
any  candidate,  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  bri- 
bery, provided  that  the  payment  made  to  each 
such  elector,  in  consideration  of  such  ex- 
penses, shall  not  exceed  an  allowance  of  5s. 
for  his  expenses  at  the  place  of  poll,  with  an 
additional  allowance  of  6d.  per  mile  for  each 
mile  of  distance  between  the  place  of  polling 
at  which  the  vote  of  such  elector  is  received, 
and  the  place  at  which  such  elector  usually 
resides ;  but  any  payment  to  electors  for  their 
expenses  other  than  the  allowances  aforesaid 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  bribery  under  this  act." 

Sir  R,  Bateson  suggested,  that  it  would 
remedy  the  inconvenience  if  the  English 
system  of  having  different  polling  places 
at  convenient  distances  was  introduced  into 
Ireland. 

Sir  Oeorge  Grey  reminded  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Limerick,  that  the 
clause  which  he  had  proposed  would  be  an 
infringement  of  the  understanding  on  which 
the  Bill  had  gone  into  committee,  that 
nothing  should  be  introduced  defining  what 
constituted  bribery. 

Mr.  S,  CtBrien  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Oeorge  Grey),  he  should  not 
persevere  in  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

The  bill  passed  through  committee. 

House  resumed. 

The  report  to  be  further  considered. 

Tbamss  Embankment  and  Rail- 
WAT.]  Sir  F.  Trench  rose  pursuant  to  no- 
tice, to  move  the  re-appoint inent  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Thames  Embank- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  considering  evi- 
dence in  support  of  a  plan  to  form  upon 
the  embankment  a  quay  of  communica- 
tion from  Blackfriars-bridge  to  Hunger- 
ford-market  ;  the  whole  expense  of  which 
can  be  provided  for  by  a  railroad  between 
the  same  termini,  without  any  demand 
for  the  public  money,  or  any  reference 
to  the  value  of  the  land  recovered  from 
the  river.  The  hon.  Member  said,  that 
from  the  report  of  the  committee  appoint- 
ed last  year,  it  appeared^  that  in  oonse- 
3A 
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quence  of  the  works  connected  with  the 
erection  of  the  new  London- bridge,  the 
terrace  on  which  the  Houses  of  Paruament 
were  building,  and  other  extensive  altera- 
tions in  the  river,  a  quantity  of  mud  and 
rubbish  had  accumulated,  which,  besides 
causing  inconvenient  and  irr^;ular  deeps 
and  shallows,  had,  from  vegetation  spring- 
ing up  on  the  accumulated  material,  caused 
an  unwholesome  and  polluted  atmosphere 
along  the  banks  of  the  river.  The  gentle- 
men of  the  city,  it  appeared,  were  afraid 
of  the  expense  requisite  to  carry  the  desired 
improvement  into  effect.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  observed,  that,  in  the  committee  of  last 
year,  evidence  had  been  given  of  this  fact, 
that  the  mud  in  the  river  had  accumulated 
on  each  side  to  a  very  sreat  extent,  that 
in  Bome  places  vegetation  had  actually 
commenced,  and  which  was  well  manured 
from  the  filthy  sewers,  and  that,  in  short, 
the  atmosphere  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  banks  was  polluted  almost 
to  infection.  The  navigation  of  the  river 
had  been  also  very  much  impeded  by  the 
removal  of  the  old  London-bridge.  Where 
the  river  was  narrow  the  depth  had  in- 
creased, but  where  it  was  wide,  shoals  had 
been  formed,  upon  which  the  backs  of 
barges  were  very  frequently  broken;  this 
circumstance  also  had  the  effect  of  keeping 
barges  waiting  the  tide  for  two  or  three 
hours,  the  result  of  which  was,  that  often 
a  whole  day  was  lost,  and  great  expense 
incurred.  By  the  plan  proposed,  no  injury 
would  be  done  to  any  persons  engaged  on 
the  river,  such  as  boatmen  or  bargemen  ; 
on  the  contrary,  they  Would  be  enabled 
to  navigate  the  river  at  periods  when  they 
could  not  do  so  at  present,  for  a  number 
of  shoals  would  be  removed,  and  the  whole 
bed  of  the  river  deepened.  No  existing 
accommodation  would  be  interfered  with, 
the  merchant  would  go  to  his  wharf  as  at 
present,  and  the  ooal-barges,  if  they  chose 
it,  would  lie  as  before,  upon  their  woh  mud. 
The  adoption  of  a  plan  for  such  a  quay 
would  be  a  great  improvement  to  the  me* 
tropolis,  and  it  would  greatly  facilitate  the 
communication  between  one  part  of  the 
town  and  another.  He  was  aware  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  had  refused 
to  make  any  advance  of  the  public  money 
for  this  purpose,  but  he  was  not  surprised 
at  this,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
so  little  at  his  disposal  He  (Sir  F.  Trench), 
having  regarded  the  subject  as  a  most  im- 
portant one,  and  finding  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  not  disposed 
to  aid  in  carrying  out  the  plan  which  had 


been  suggMed  fer  Miioving   dkMe 
struetions,  finding  alio»  thfl^t  the  committee 
had  not  been  ire-appoint6d»  and  beiB|(  kp» 
prehensive  that  the  land  which  he  pro* 
posed  to  be  redeemed  ftom  the  ritef  ttigltt 
pass  into  the  hands  of  wivAte  ttmtpuilea 
•«**laid  the  plftn  befbfe  Lord  DuttMnfitm» 
as  the  head  of  the  Woods  and    Ferefttt, 
Bttd  hit  Lotdihip,  after  two  et  ihrte  dajsT 
consideration,  had  eomfe  to  the  epifkkHi, 
that  it  was  not  only  ft  praetlcftMe.  bttt  a 
desirable  on«.    That  noble  Lofd  said,  he 
thought  he  could  not  originate  it  hftiiself, 
but  that  it  should  be  submitted  for  dficas* 
sion  to  Parliament.     He  (Sit  P.  T>«iichX 
at  the  desire  of  that  noble  Lord,  had  ob- 
tained the  opinion  of  those  eminent  engi- 
neers, Sir  F.  Smith  and  Mr.  Walker,  who 
both  coniiurred,  that  the  plan  was  not 
only  practicable,  but  might  be  etecnted 
with  profit,  and  put  into  the  hands   of 
Government  a  large  sum  of  money  for  the 
further  improvement  and  embellisnin^nt  of 
the  metropolis  on  the  southern  side  of  the 
river  Thames.     Me  did  not  wish  to  carry 
the    subject   further  at   present  ifaan  to 
obtain  the  evidence  of  those  two  gentle- 
men upon  the  plan,  which  he  had  sug- 
gested, in  order,  that  it  might  be  iubniit*- 
ted  to  the  Government  in  a  Oroper  iad 
complete  fbrm,  (br  it  was  by  tbe  Oovem- 
raent,  and  not  by  a  public  eOMpany,  he 
wished  to  see  this  project  oanried  into 
effect.      The  failroad  could   be   readily 
carried  along  Ihe  embaskmetit,  and  the 
profits  arising  from  it  would  beenormoos; 
while  tbe  expense  would  be  comparatively 
trifling.     Me  bad  made  some  calcalations 
on  the  anbjeeti  and  he  found  if  the  chatge 
was  made  at  M.  fbr  railroad  eonfeyanee 
from    Hungerfbfd    to    Blackfriars,    fbdt 
carriages  going  aaeh  way,  and  carrying 
each  trip  48  passengers,  the  grosi  receipt 
in  one  year  would  be  104,832/.,  which  at 
20  years  purchase*  represents  a  eapitat  of 
2,096,640/.,  leaving  a  million  at  the  die* 
posal  of  the  Qovemment  to  be  applied  to 
the  improvement  of  the  banks  of  the  river, 
and  the  embellishment  of  the  metfopolis. 
If  the  Charge  were  but  3d.,  still  there 
would  be  600,000/.  at  the  disnosal  of  the 
Governinent,  and  the  works  all  completed 
and  paid  for ;  and  he  was  satisfied,  that  if 
the  railway  were  extended    to   Londoa 
Bridge,  the  profits  would  be  doabled4    by 
such  a  plan,  a  gentleman  might  be  carried 
from  London  bridge  to  Hungerfbrd  Mar* 
ket,  in  less  than  four  minutes,   and  lite 
railway  would  work  in  fog  and  iiost^  wheo 
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iht  steamert  could  not>  and  the  omni- 
buses could  not,  and  when  the  Brighton 
and  Kentish  railways  were  brought  to 
London  Bridge,  Gentlemen  might  imagine 
what  an  accession  of  passengers  there  would 
be ;  and  what  an  accommodation  to  the 
lailroad  travel lers^  instead  of  struggling 
slowly  through  crowded  streets  for  b^gfan 
hour  or  an  hour,  to  be  carried  from  Lou- 
don Bridge  to  Charing-cross  in  four 
minutes.  In  addition  to  the  favourable 
opinion  of  the  two  engineers  he  had  men- 
Jtloned,  Mr.  Bidder,  once  known  as  the 
celebrated  calculating  boy,  had  gone  over 
the  figures  with  him,  and  had  no  doubt  of 
their  accuracy.  When  he  explained  to 
the  nuble  Lord,  at  the  head  of  the  Woods 
and  t^orestSy  the  great  beauty  and  utility 
of  his  plan,  that  noble  Lord  said^  he  heariily 
wished  it  was  in  operation,  for  Mr.  Barry, 
the  architect  of  the  new  Houses,  was 
constantly  complaining  of  the  inconveni- 
enoe  kna  expense  of  carrying  off  the 
rubbish  by  barges.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  saying,  that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  accede  to  his  motioui  as  he 
intended  to  go  no  further  at  present  than 
obtain  iofonnatioo  on  the  subject. 

Od  ths  questioti  being  put. 

Mn  Hamex  8aid»  that  at  this  period  of 
the  Sessiflfii  it  was  utterly  Impdnible  for 
the  House  to  go  into  an  inquiry  of  this 
sorti  involying  as  it  did  the  interests  t>f 
owtlers  of  pniperiy  id  the  nmghbourhood 
to  no  enormous  amount,  whilst  the  parties 
SD  interested  had  reeeived  no  notice  what^ 
ever  upon  the  sulgect.  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  (Sir  F.  Trench),  proposed  that  the 
committee  should  sit  one  day  to  eiuimine 
two  Oehtlemen  dn  one  side  of  the  questiooi 
and  on  the  evidence  of  these  Gentlemeil  he 
was  to  found  some  plan  for  the  Government 
to  carry  out.  Why,  he  knew  of  twetitr- 
two  witnefles  to  be  examined  against  it 
In  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  when 
the  chairman  of  the  navigation  committee 
of  the  City  of  London,  was  examined  be* 
foie  the  committee  relative  to  the  proposed 
embankment,  be  was  asked-**"  Suppose  that 
n  solid  embankment  is  made  and  a  carriage 
way  along  it^  do  you  believe,  that  property 
would  not  be  injured  by  it  ?*'  "Ai  which 
he  repUed''*'' I  have  no  doubt  of  it."  Then 
h^  was  asked—"  You  do  not  consider  thai 
having  that  tfaonntghfaie  would  compensate 
for  the  injury  done  by  the  letnoval  of  their 
iMoaises  mm  the  l^nkB  of  the  river."  And 
be  answend^— *'  I  do  not."  He  believed  it 
t»  be  ttiltriy  impt«etieable»  and  should  the 


measure  be  carried  out|  utterly  ruinous  to 
property.  However  the  House  might  be 
disposed  to  sym^thise  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  he  deemed  it  impossible 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  to  have  a 
fair  inquiry  entered  into,  because  it  must 
necessarily  be  an  ex  parte  inquiry*  He 
begged  to  say,  that  if  driven  to  it  he  would 
divide  the  House  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  Keinble  doubted  very  much,  even 
though  a  committee  were  granted,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  be  able  to 
get  a  sufficient  number  together  to  form  a 
quorum.  He,  therefore,  trusted  that  he 
would  not  persevere  in  his  motion. 

Mr*  Pryme  said,  he  never  saw  a  scheme 
that  appeared  to  him  prima  facte  to  be 
more  desirable.  He  hoped  if  tbe  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  not  able  to  obtain  his 
committee  this  Session,  he  would  in  a  fu- 
ture Parliament  persevere  in  bringing  for- 
ward his  motion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber would,  in  justice  to  his  oWn  project, 
and  in  justice  to  the  various  interests  that 
would  be  afiected  by  it,  consent  to  with- 
draw his  motion,  and  bring  it  forward  at 
some  future  period.  At  tbis  late  period  of 
the  Session,  he  trusted,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  would  not  press  the  House 
to  come  to  a  ded^n  upoft  this  question. 

Sir  P.  Tretich  withdrew  his  motion. 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday^  JnneWt  1841. 

IftwtTrtiL]  Bills.  timA  •  Smt  Umei-k-Duliaii  Wide 
Btteetit  MimMtMa  Cbviwnllonii  Sdiool  SItaii  ttaki 
oriinlei  Ddg  Ciirtit  Unhh  SoeieUo.— Read  •  neond 
dmei—AdministnitSon  of  Justice  I  Punishment  of  DoUh; 
Sewoi.— Head  a  third  tfawt-^ugar  llatkii  tltiit  C9oa»- 
poanioiit  |ireiMKi|. 

VtfAHiom  giasaaltd.  By  Lord  Redcadale«  Lord  Rsf  Mgh, 
the  Earl  of  Varboioi^t  aad  Lord  Beaumont,  Ckom 
Comira]],  Essex,  Lloeobishire,  mA  fdMes  In  Yoskshli*, 
i^afattt  A  Repeal  of  ttie  Cdn-kwt.— By  the  fear!  of  Hose- 
bny,  and  Bad  Fltewilliaaa,  ftom  EdinbuiBhshlxn,  Pais- 
ley* and  other  places,  iat  a  Repeal  of  Che  Coin-laws. — ^By 
ttie  Bishop  of  Wlndiester,  fWan  PmUmbi»  i^nst  the 
iwrni  Dedaratton  BUL-oBy  tte  Mwinessor  BrHrfalhenw, 
flom  plaess  hi  SooUand,  te  the  Suppression  of  Idolatry 
in  India*  and  for  the  Suppression  of  Sunday  Ttsireaingt 
and  ftnin  the  Cotporstion  of  fediiteith,  wiftatx  any  Al« 
of  Oft  BahklBC  lyitam  of  SeoUand. 


BaimB  AoxiuABT  Lboiom.]  The 
Marquess  of  Lomdonderry  would  take  the 
liberty  of  adLtng  the  noble  Viscount  at  the 
head  of  the  GroTemment^  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  gire  anj  replf  to  the  question 
which  he  put  to  him  the  other  nighty  re- 
apectiBg  tlie  faihunt  of  the  paymeBt  of  the 
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half-yearly  instalment  due  from  the  Spanish 
Government  to  the  British  Legion;  and 
which  question  the  nohle  Viscount  said,  he 
would  answer  after  he  had  made  some  in-^ 
quiries  on  the  suhject? 

Viscount  Melbourne  was  understood  to 
say,  that  instructions  had  been  sent  out  to 
the  English  Ambassador  at  the  Court  of 
Madrid,  to  press  these  claims,  and  that  he 
anticipated  a  favourable  result  from  his  in- 
terference. It  was  true  that  the  instalment 
had  not  been  paid. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  wished  to 
Inow  what  instructions  had  been  sent  out 
to  the  British  Ambassador  at  Madrid.  He 
was  surprised  that  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans, 
placed  in  the  situation  in  which  he  was, 
had  not  insisted  befpre  this  on  knowing 
what  those  instructions  were.  It  must  be 
particularly  remarked  that  Sir  De  Lacy 
Evans,  in  his  letter  to  George  Service,  Esq., 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  officers, 
stated, 

''That,  as  an  additional  guarantee,  the  Span- 
ish Government,  also  deposits  in  the  National 
Bank  of  St.  Fernando,  the  sum  of  30,000,000 
of  reals  vellon,  in  5  per  cent,  stock,  tionds  for 
300,000/.,  at  the  disposal  of  her  Britannic 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  in  the  event, 
however,  of  the  non-payment  at  the  proper 
time  of  any  half  year's  instalment,  the  British 
Minister  at  Madrid  is  empowered  to  direct 
the  sale  of  the  above  guarantee,  in  order  to 
cover  the  amount  of  such  unpaid  instalment, 
giving  fifteen  days'  notice  of  such  sale  to  the 
Spanish  Government." 

Now,  it  would  be  a  satisfaction  to  him 
to  know  if  the  British  Minister  at  Madrid, 
had  received  instructions  to  give  this  notice 
of  sale,  and  what  were  the  precise  steps 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  prevent  these  unfortunate  in- 
dividuals from  being  asain  thrown  over 
and  deceived  by  the  delusive  promises  of 
Spain.  He  thought,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  who  had  written  that  letter, 
and  who  was  party  to  this  solemn  nec^oti- 
ation  and  compact^  was  bound  himself  to 
force  the  question  upon  the  attention  of 
her  Majesty's  Government,  unless  some 
very  good  reasons  to  the  contrary  existed. 
He  knew  of  none*  He  would  not  neglect 
his  duty  to  these  brave  and  unfortunate 
riien,  however  others  raieht  think  proper  to 
remain  silent,  and  if,  before  the  dissolution, 
he  did  not  receive  complete  satisfaction  on 
this  most  important  point,  he  should  un- 
doubtedly bring  the  case  formally  before 
the  House. 

Vifloount  Melbourne  said,  that  the  in- 


structions which  had  been  sent  out  to  our 
Ambassador  were,  to  press  in  the  strongest 
manner  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  engage- 
ments which  the  Spanish  Government  had 
contracted. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

Disturbance  at  Manchester.^     The 
Earl  of  Wilton  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Hoaie  De- 
partment, to  a  transaction  of  a  veiy  dis- 
graceful character,  which  had  recently  oc- 
curred in  St.  Stephen's-square,  Manchester. 
He  was  informed  that  the  mayor  of  the 
town  having  refused — and  in  so  doing  ex- 
ercised, as  he  thought,  a  wise  discretion— 
to  call  an  open-air  meeting  to  take  into 
consideration  the  repeal  of  tne  Corn-laws, 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  and  various  other 
matters.    Three  county  magistratea  headed 
a  tumultuous  assemblage  of  peraona  who 
paraded  the  streets,  carrying  flagi  hearing 
most  inflfimmatory  inscriptions.  Thej  then 
formed  themselves  into  a  meeting  in  St 
Stephen's-square,    and  the  three    countj 
magistrates  stood  upon  the  hustings,  and 
witnessed  the  whole  proceedings.     A  riot 
of  a  serious  nature  occurred,  during  which 
eleven  individuals  were  wounded  and  carried 
to  the  infirmary.     It  app^red  also,  tibat 
although  this  took  place  in  the  presence  of 
a  lar^  body  of  police,  they  did  not  inter- 
fere m  any  way  to  prevent  the  riot,  and 
not  a  single  individual  was  taken  into  cus- 
tody.   At  the  dose  of  the  proceedings,  the 
three  magistrates  asain  h^ed  the  assem- 
blage, and  return^  home  parading  the 
streets  as  before,  to  the  great  terror  of  the 
peaceable  inhabitants  of  Manchester. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  from 
what  he  already  knew  of  the  case,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  noble  Earl  was  misin- 
formed upon  almost  all  points.  He  sup- 
posed the  noble  Earl  alluded  to  a  transaction 
which  occurred  on  Wednesday  week.  He 
had  received  a  report  upon  the  suhject  from 
Sir  C.  Shaw,  who  was  in  command  of  the 
constabulary  force  at  Manchester,  and  he 
had  reason  to  think  that  that  officer  exer* 
dsed  a  sound  discretion  in  not  interfering 
on  the  occasion  until  the  proper  time  ar« 
rived.  The  disturbance  at  one  time  was 
likely  to  have  been  of  a  serious  character, 
and  it  was  owing  to  the  prudence  and  vigt« 
lance  of  Sir  C.  Shaw,  and  the  admirable 
conduct  of  the  men  under  his  command 
that  serious  damage  was  not  committed 
The  riot,  he  believed, ^occurred  between 
two  parties  who  were  violently  exdled 
against  each  other,  but  the  result  had  been 
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much  exaggerated,  lliere  were  one  or 
two  points  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl 
upon  which  he  was  not  informed»  and  with 
re^ct  to  them  he  would  make  further  in- 
quires. 

The  Earl  of  WiUon  said,  that  the  cir- 
cumstance of  eleven  persons  having  been  sent 
to  the  infirmary  was  a  sufficient  proof  that 
the  riot  was  of  a  serious  character;  but 
what  he  particularly  wished  to  direct  the 
noble  Marquess's  attention  to  was,  the  con- 
duct of  the  three  county  magistrates. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  that 
he  had  no  information  upon  that  point — it 
might  naturally  be  supposed  that  it  was 
not  likely  to  form  the  subject  of  any  part  of 
Sir  C.  Shaw's  report.  He  would  inquire 
into  the  matter.  The  persons  taken  to  the 
infirmary  were  not  much  Jiurt;  they  left  it 
very  soon. 

Jews'  Dbcxaiiation.]]  The  Marquess 
of  Bute  moved,  that  the  Jews'  Declaration 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  Bishop  of  Liandaffsaid,  that  as  he 
had  s  very  strong  opinion  on  this  subject, 
he  could  not  let  this  opportunity  pass  with- 
out troubling  their  Lordships  with  a  few 
observations.  In  the  first  place,  he  trusted, 
that  the  House  would  not  in  a  covert  and 
insidious  way  pass  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
the  object  of  which  was,  under  the  pretext 
of  extending  an  indulgence  to  a  particular 
class  of  religionists,  to  abandon  the  princi- 
ple of  regaraing  religion  as  a  matter  of  im- 
portance in  the  persons  who  were  to  exer- 
cise civil  authority  amongst  us.  He  knew 
that  there  were  many  wise,  even  religious 
men,  who  thought  that  religion  was  no 
concern  of  the  State ;  but  then  he  said,  let 
a  measure  be  brought  fairly  forward  on 
that  principle.  The  indulgence  given  by 
the  repeal  of  the  Test  Act  was  to  Christ- 
ians, but  this  bill  proposed  to  extend 
the  indulgence  which  was  subsequently 
granted  by  another  act  to  Quakers,  Mora- 
vians, and  Separatists,  to  the  Jewish  com- 
munity, provided  they  made  a  certain  de- 
daration. The  repeal  of  the  Test  Act>  to 
which  he  was  himself  a  party,  expressly  de- 
clared, that  no  other  test  should  be  required 
except  a  single  declaration  of  belief  in 
Christianity—"  in  the  presence  of  God,  on 
die  true  faith  of  a  Christian."  The  Qua- 
kers, Moravians,  and  Separatists,  consci- 
entiously objected  to  take  that  declaration ; 
and  by  an  act  of  her  present  Majesty  a  de- 
claration was  substituted,  by  which  they 
declared,  that  thSy  would  not  exercise  any 
authority  or  power  in  virtue  of  any  office 


to  injure  the  Protestant  Church  as  by  law 
established.  Now,  the  Jews  denied  the 
very  foundation  of  the  Christian  religion. 
They  declared  its  Divine  Founder  to  be 
an  impostor— a  blasphemer.  He  did  not 
say  this  with  any  feeling  of  reproach  to- 
wards the  Jews,  but  to  demonstrate  that 
this  was  an  ill-framed  measure.  If  it  were 
intended  to  be  said,  that  no  man  ought  to 
be  excluded  from  office  on  account  of  re- 
ligion, then  that  principle  should  be  as- 
serted in  a  substantive  measure ;  but  to  tack 
it  on  to  the  former  measures  which  had 
g^nted  indulgence  to  fellow.Christians, 
was  almost,  he  might  say,  a  fraud  upon 
the  Legislature.  It  had  been  asked,  what 
danger  would  ensue  from  this  alteration  of 
the  law  ?  He  did  not  apprehend  any  actual 
danger  to  the  State,  but  the  danger  which 
he  apprehended  was,  that  the  exclusively 
Christian  character  of  the  State  would  be 
lost,  and  encouragement  would  be  given  to 
the  notion,  already  too  prevalent,  that  re- 
ligion was  a  matter  of  indifference  in  states- 
men and  men  in  office.  For  these  reasons, 
he  should  move,  that  the  bill  be  read  a 
third  time  that  day  three  months. 

Lord  Lyttleion  said,  that  if  he  did  not 
view  this  measure  as  a  stepping-stone  to 
the  admission  of  Jews  to  Parliament  he 
should  not  oppose  it.  It  was  said,  that 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stood  was  easily 
evaded ;  but  he  imagined,  that  it  could  not 
be  said,  that  the  law  could  not  be  made  so 
as  to  prevent  its  being  evaded.  He  should 
imagine,  that  the  persons  who  would  be 
desirous  of  obtaining  municipal  office 
would  be  in  a  station  of  life  to  have  the 
common  honesty  not  to  evade  the  law. 

The  Earl  of  WinchiUea  viewed  this  mea- 
sure as  one  deeply  fraught  with  danger  to 
the  religion  of  this  country.  If  they  granted 
this  measure,  in  consistency  they  must  sub- 
sequently grant  any  ulterior  measure  which 
might  be  brought  forward  to  admit  Jews 
into  Parliament.  Some  people  thought, 
that  religion  was  merely  a  matter  between 
a  man  and  his  God;  but  the  Bible  and 
New  Testament  both,  showed  that  that 
was  an  untenable  position.  A  Jew,  at  any 
rate  a  religious  Jew,  would  not  admit 
Christians  to  legislate  for  him,  and  why 
should  the  Christian  admit  the  Jew  ?  He 
respected  that  body,  and  recollected  the 
position  which  they  had  held  under  the 
Mosaic  dispensation,  and  if  the  film  were 
taken  from  their  eyes  he  would  consent  to 
the  motion ;  but  on  religious  grounds  he 
felt  himself  compelled  to  support  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.  • 
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The  Earl  of  Wickknv  did  not  consider, 
that  in  supporting  .the  hill  he  was  in  the 
slightest  degree  pledged,  or  liable  to  be 
cafled  upon  nereafterj  to  open  the  walls  pf 
Parliament  to  persons  of  the  Jewish  per- 
suasion. He  had  always  opposed  bills  for 
that  purpose,  and  should  continue  to  do  so, 
considering  it  improper  that  persons  not 
being  Christians  should  be  legislators  in  a 
Christian  country.  But  the  bill  then  be- 
fore their  Lordships  was  a  measure  of  a 
very  different  character.  It  was  a  measure 
which  he  was  almost  disposed  to  think  did 
not  confer  upon  the  Jews  by  law,  any  pri- 
vilege which  they  did  not  already  possess. 
That  Jews  were  eligible  to  offices  in  corpo- 
rations was  evident  irom  the  fact,  that  Jews 
were  to  be  found  in  three  of  the  corpora- 
tions of  this  kincdomt  Those  municipal 
bodies  possessed  the  discretionary  newer  of 
admitting  Jews  or  not«  and  the  object  of 
the  present  measure  was  to  remove  that 
anomaly.  If  Jews  ought  not  to  be  admit- 
ted, the  law  should  be  altered  so  as  to  ex- 
clude them ;  and  if  they  ought  to  be  ad- 
mitted, that  admission  should  take  place 
under  the  sanction  of  a  general  legislative 
measure.  He  contended,  that  the  Legis- 
lature should  decide  whether  or  not  Jews 
should  be  admissible  to  the  corporate  bodies 
of  this  country,  without  refei:ence  to  any 
other  question ;  because  there  was  not  the 
slightest  shadow  of  reason  for  supposing 
that  a  measure  for  their  admission  into  cor« 
porations  would  be  followed  up  by  a  mea-. 
sure  for  admitting;  them  into  Parliament, 
No  less  than  thirty-eisht  of  the  lanzest 
towns  of  the  country  hud  petitioned  rar« 
liament  to  pass  the  present  bill,  while  no 
petitions  had  been  presented  against  it. 
He  at  least  had  heard  of  none.  The  prin« 
ciple  contained  in  the  bill  had  been  already 
established  by  the  removal  of  those  disabil- 
ities which  prevented  Jews  from  being 
elected  sheriffs.  And  it  was  certainly 
throwing  the  law  into  ridicule  to  arffue 
that  Jew^  miffht  be  elected  sheriffs,  but 
must  not  be  albwed  to  exercise  the  func« 
tions  which  belonged  to  the  other  members 
of  a  corporation.  Jews  had  been  elected 
sheriffk  in  London»  in  a  county  in  which 
his  noble  Friend  possessed  property*  and  in 
Sussex;  and  he  was  therefore  somewhat 
surprised  to  bear  hb  noble  Friend  oppose 
this  measure  upon  religious  grounds.  The 
grounds  upon  which  he  supported  the  bill 

were— first,  because  it  would  r" ""* 

absurdity  in  the  law  which  he  I 
pointed  out;    secondly,  becau 
were  to  be  admitted  to  ciyil  c 


for  which  they  were  best  fitted  were 
nected  with  corporate  bodies ;  and  thirdly, 
because  he  conceived  that  no  ii^ucy  ooidd 
follow  upon  their  admission  to  Uiosq  bene- 
fits which  the  constitution  bestowed  v^cn 
persons  who  were  bom  British  eulgeeta. 

The  Bishop  of  iS/.  i)auti*i  ;  M j  Lord^ 
in  rising  to  offer  myself  for  a  few  minutes 
to  your  Lordships'  attention,  I  feel  how 
much  I  shall  stand  in  need  of  your  indul- 

rmce,  not  only  because  it  is  the  first  tiaae 
have  had  the  honour  of  addressing  you, 
but  because  I  find  myself  placed  in  a  deli- 
cate and  truly  painful  situatiout  I  have 
the  misfortune  to  differ  from  the  most  lev. 
Prelate  who  last  week  oraosed  the  second 
reading  of  this  bill,  and,  of  course,  from  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  opened  the  debate 
upon  it  to-night,  and  probably  from  the 
majority  of  my '  right  rev.  brethren,  I  had 
not  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  arguments 
adduced  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  on  tlie 
former  occasion,  and  know  nothing  of 
them  but  what  I  could  collect  from  whsit 
was  probably  a  very  imperfect  and  inoor* 
root  report.  Those  which  I  saw  certainly 
did  not  convince  me.  One  of  the  obaerva- 
tions  attributed  to  the  most  lev.  Prelate 
was,  I  think,  that  the  Jewish  commttnity, 
as  a  body,  was  not  at  all  interested  in  the 
measure  now  before  youf  I^rdsh^ii,  and 
that  it  could  only  serve  to  (;ratif^  the  nride 
and  ambition  of  a  few  eminent  individimla 
of  that  persuasion.  Now,  this  is  an  opinion 
from  which  I  must  entirely  dissent.  My 
own  view  of  the  subject  is  grounded  not  on 
any  personal  experience— for  which  of 
courK  I  have  had  no  opportunities-^ut  on 
the  general  principles  of  human  nature. 
And,  fudging  from  these,  I  conceive,  that 
it  is  highly  probable,  or  rather  I  might  say, 
absolutely  certain,  that  every  member  of 
the  Jewish  community  would  feel  gratified 
and  raised  in  self-esteem  by  the  oonoars 
and  privileges  which  may  be  thrown  open 
to  it^  though  in  the  nature  of  things  they 
are  such  as  can  only  be  enjoyed  by  a  few 
of  its  most  distinguished  memben.  And 
this  leads  me  to  observe,  that  the  advanta^^ 
which  may  be  expected  to  result  irom  this 
measure  is  one  of  great  importance.  Its 
object  is  to  conciliate  the  auctions  of  a 
very  lai^  and  powerful  bodv  of  men  to  the 
land  of  their  burth,  to  whioi  they  are  at- 
tached by  many  tiesy  though  to  a  eertafai 

extent,  ih "*-  it  ways  remain  ftnignen 

and  alir  ts  to  me,  that  this  is  a 

^onsidr  '^t  to  opeiBte  as  an 

luo  ig  of  Ous  measoie, 

'^m  -*  strong  objer^* 
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10  CQuqterbahnoe  it«  and  I  think  none  sucb 
havf)  been  shownt  I  have  listened  with  all 
the  attention  in  mj  power  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  rey.  Prelate  who  opened  the  de» 
hatei  Qut  his  argumenta  have  not  altered 
mj  view  of  the  Question,  I  do  not  know^ ! 
whether  I  shall  be  able  to  recollect  them 
allj  so  83  to  place  them  before  your  Lord- 
ships^ but^  if  I  can  do  so^  I  believe  there  is 
not  one  which  I  shall  not  be  able  to  an« 
swer.  And,  in  the  first  place,  I  would  meet 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  on  the  purport  and 
meaning  of  the  bill,  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late considers  it  as  amounting  to  a  declara- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Legislature,  that 
religion  is  a  matter  of  indiTOrenoe.  Per- 
haps that  may  be  one  view  which  may  be 
taken  of  the  import  of  the  measure.  But 
I  submit  that  there  is  another,  which  is  at 
least  quite  as  just  and  reasonable.  It  ap- 
pears to  me,  that  it  may  be  interpreted  in 
a  very  diffimnt  manner.  Possibly,  the  view 
I  take  of  it  may  appear  to  some  right  rev. 
Prelates  and  noble  Lords  very  common 
plaoe,  fuperfleiaU  and  even  absurd  i  but  it 
IS  one  whioh^I  at  least  am  able  to  compre- 
hend. I  eonoeive,  that  this  measure,  if 
paaed,  will  simply  amount  to  a  declaration 
of  the  L^islature,  that  in  its  judgment  no 
other  qui£tjes  are  requisite  for  the  due  dis- 
charge of  the  municipal  oifiees  referred  to 
in  the  bill,  than  that  degree  of  probity  and 
integrity  which  may  be  found  in  persoiuof 
every  religioui  persuasbn.  And  oertainly« 
I  see  no  reason  why  an  exception  should  be 
made  to  this  maxim  in  the  case  of  the  Jews, 
There  is  one  little  fact  relating  to  this  part 
of  the  subject,  which  has  been  passed  over 
in  the  course  of  this  debate^  but  which  ap-* 
pears  to  me  to  deserve  a  share  of  your 
Lordships'  attention^  especially  when  an 
attempt  is  made  to  sink  the  Jews  below  the 
Mahometans  in  the  religious  scale,  and  this 
is,  that  the  Jews  are  believers  in  the  Old 
Testament.  And  I  would  ask  vour  Lord- 
ships,  whether  there  are  not  to  be  found  in 
that  part  of  the  word  of  God  precepts  and 
rules,  sufficient  to  ensure  the  performance 
of  the  duties  of  those  municipal  offices,  on 
the  part  of  those  who  acknowledge  its  au- 
thonty.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  also  argued, 
and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  this  is  one  of  the 
arguments  attributed  to  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late in  the  discussion  of  last  week,  that  this 
measure  would  alter  the  Chrbtian  charac* 
ter  of  our  institutions.  I  may  be  thought 
to  be  taking  a  bold  line,  but  I  venture  to 
assert,  that  the  effect  of  the  measure  will 
not  be  to  alter  that  diaraeter  in  the  slights 
est  d^gresL    I  eoncefve,  Aat  the  ntmost  it 


will  do,  will  be  to  take  away  one  dight  in^ 
dieation  of  that  character.  I  do  not  say, 
that  I  would  pare  even  with  that,  unless  I 
saw  some  prospect  of  advantage  to  compen* 
sate  for  it  j  but  I  think  in  the  present  case, 
there  is  a  great  and  substantial  gain  to 
counterbalance  that  insignificant  loss.  But, 
in  facts  I  have  not  heard  it  contendedj  that 
the  immediate  effect  of  the  measure  was 
such  as  need  excite  much  alarm.  The  main 
olyection  brought  against  it  was  of  quite 
another  kind,  and  pointed  to  the  future,  to 
a  danger  much  more  distant  and  undefined. 
We  are  told,  that  if  we  take  this  step^  we 
do  not  know  what  it  may  lead  io$  we 
shall  not  know  where  to  stop  or  how  to 
draw  the  line.  This  is  an  argument  which 
never  fails  to  be  used  when  concessions  of 
this  kind  are  called  for.  It  is  one  which 
from  its  vagueness  it  is  not  eas^  to  answer. 
It  reminds  me  of  a  fallacy  which,  as  your 
Lordships  may  know,  was  in  considerable 
vogue  among  thesonhists  of  antiquity,  who 
pretended  to  be  able  to  prove  that  there 
was  no  difference  between  a  mountain  and 
a  mole-hill;  because  if  you  continually 
added  or  subtracted  a  single  grain  of  dust, 
you  would  at  last  swell  the  mole..hill  to  a 
mountain,  or  reduce  the  mountain  to  a 
mole-hill,  and  yet  if  at  each  step  of  the 
process  you  were  asked  what  the  thing  was, 
you  would  call  it  by  the  same  name.  But 
I  do  not  knoWf  that  any  one  ever  carried 
this  so  far  as  to  say,  that  by  taking  away  a 
single  grain  of  dust  you  changed  the  moun- 
tain into  a  mole-hiU,  because  that  would 
be  the  effect  if  the  operation  should  be  re- 
peated often  enough.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late also  took  a  glance  at  the  history  of  the 
Jews.  He  adverted  to  the  various  changes 
which  had  taken  place  in  their  condition, 
and  I  am  glad  to  find,  that  he  contemplates 
those  changes  with  approbation  and  satis- 
faction. But  it  appears,  that  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  been  led  by  his  historical 
retrospect  to  a  very  different  conclusion 
from  that  which  I  should  have  expected 
him  to  draw  from  it.  It  seems,  that  he 
approved  of  everything  that  has  been  done 
up  to  this  moment  to  improve  the  condition 
of  the  Jews,  but  he  thinks  that  we  have 
now  reached  the  precise  point  where  we 
ought  to  stop.  I  must  say,  that  my  own 
historical  retrospect  suggests  the  opposite 
inference.  When  I  review  the  history  of 
the  Jewish  people,  I  see  that  there  was  a 
time — in  ages  of  darkness  and  barbarism  — 
when  they  were  outraged  and  degraded,  and 
oppressed,  both  by  the  law,  and  beside  the 
law,  and  against  the  law.    Their  condition 
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lias  Been  mdually  ameliorated.     And  I 
find^  that  m  proportion  as  the  treatment 
they  have  received  has  become  milder,  ci- 
vilisation and  humanity  have  been  making 
progress,  and  Christianity  itself  has  been 
growing  purer  and  purer,  and  I  must  own, 
that  this  is  a  consideration  which  tends  to 
prepossess  me  in  favour  of  this  measure, 
and  which  ought,  I  think,  to  recommend  it 
to  your  Lordships.    The  right  rev.  Prelate 
also  made  an  objection  to  the  form  in  which 
this   measure  has   been  introduced.     He 
complained  with  all  the  precautions  against 
the  possibility  of  a  suspicion)  that  he  meant 
anything    personally    offensive,    that   his 
amiable  nature  could  suggest — that  there 
was  something  covert  and  insidious  in  the 
framing  of  the  bill,  because  it  couples  the 
members  of  the  Jewish  community  with 
those  Christian  sects  for  whose  relief  the 
declaration  required  from  persons  elected  to 
municipal  offices  was  modified,  I  confess  I 
can  see  no  ground  for  this  charge.     It  is 
expressly  provided,  that  all  persons  who 
would  take  advantage  of  the  relief  provided 
by  this  bill,  must  profess  themselves  to  be 
of   the    Jewish    religion.     There    seems, 
therefore,  to  be  no  room  for  any  mistake 
in  persons  of  ordinary  information  on  the 
subject.     But  I  would  say,  that  even  if  the 
form  of  the  measure  were  not  the  best  that 
could  have  been  devised,  this  would  not  be 
a  sufficient  reason  to  induce  your  Lordships 
to  reject  the  substance.     This  measure  may 
not,  perhaps,  be  one  of  strict  justice ;  but  J 
conceive  it  to  be  one  of  liberal  policy,  or  of 
politic  liberality.     I  am  not  yet  ashamed  of 
that  word,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  prejudice 
your  Lordships  agamst  the  measure  now 
before  you. 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  that  as 
their  Lordships  evinced  considerable  im- 
patience to  divide  upon  this  Bill,  he 
would  make  only  a  few  observations.  He 
had  l)eard  with  great  mortification  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  He  in- 
tended nothing  unkind  in  the  expression, 
but  it  could  not  but  be  mortifying  to  him, 
knowing  the  weight  necessarily  attached 
to  the  great  learning  and  powerful  elo- 
quence of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  when  he 
exerted  those  talents  and  employed  that 
eloquence  in  the  cause  of  error.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  used  in  his  speech 
not  a  little  of  that  sophistry  of  which  he 
had  himself  spoken— of  unintentional  so- 
phistry. He  had  omitted  the  real  point 
at  issue.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  taken 
up  certain  detached  points  of  the  argu^ 
ments  of  bis  adveriaries,  and  (bote  he  bad 


attempted,  and  perhaps  successfully,  to 
overthrow ;  but  he  baa,  at  the  same  time, 
skilfully  glided  over  the  chief  points  of 
those  arguments.    The  important  prioci- 
pie  involved  in  this  bill  was  this — whether 
the  State  should  pay  that  homage  to  the 
Christian  religion  which  it  had  hitherto 
paid.     He  would  pass  over  the  questioa, 
whether  this  bill  would  lead  to  the  admis- 
sion of  the  Jews  into  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament.    It  was  confessed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  himself*  that  the  consent  to 
this  measure  would  be,  if  not  a  change 
itself,  at  any  rate,   an   indication  of  a 
change    in    the  religious  feeling  of  the 
country,  but  there  could  be  no  indiscretioii 
if  there  were  no  changes.    There  coold 
not  be  one  without  the  other.    This  was 
the  simple  point  on  which  he  wonld  look 
at  the  question.     It  had  always  been  the 
wise  policy  of  this  country  to  pay  boma^ 
to  the  Christian  religion  in  the  doctrines 
of   the    Established    Church.      It   wee 
deemed  expedient  to  extend  thelimits  be- 
yond which  no  one  could  iind  admisaioii 
into  the  councils  of  the  empire.    It  was 
deemed  expedient  to  admit  the  Christtaii 
Dissenters  of  all  persuasions.     Bat  still, 
the  Legislature  of  the  coantrv  was  paying 
homage  to  Christianity  «—  thoogh  thoee 
were  admitted  who  were  member*  of  a 
church  which  they  thought  was  not  the 
Church  of  Christ.    Were  they  now  to  do 
away  with  that  homage?  for  that  was  the 
ultimate  object  of  the  present  bill.    It  had 
been  said,  that  even  now  there  were  io  the 
councils  of  the  empire   onbelievers  and 
heretics.    God  forbid,  that  there  ahoold 
be  I     But  enough  was  done  to  uphold  the 
Christian  character  of  the  connlry,  for 
none  were  admitted  into  Parliament  or 
the  Government,  who  did  not  pretend  to 
be  Christians.     But  now  men  claimed  to 
be  admitted  (first  they  merely  asked  ad* 
mission  into  municipal  bodies,  bot  they 
would,  if  that  were  granted,  claim  adasis* 
sion  into  legislative  assemblies)  who  were 
not  only  not  Christians,  bot  who  were  the 
strongest  and  fiercest  opponents  of  Chris- 
tianity--those  who  contemned,  despised, 
and  reviled  the  Christian  religion  and  its 
founder.    This  was  the  single  poiot  oq 
which  he  rested  his  opposition.     He  pro- 
fessed and  entertained  the  roost  sincere 
respect  for  many  individuals  of  the  Jewish 
persuasion.    There  were  amongst  tbsm 
men  of  the  most  noboonded  libe^ity    of 
the  most  indiscriminate  cbari 
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would  be  well  for  Christians  to  follow. 
There  were  amongst  them  men  of  honour 
— men  of  veracity— of  devout  and  zealous 
religion.    But  here  he  must  be  allowed  to 
say,  that  their  real  religion  was  frequently 
concealed  from  their  people — that  the 
Jews  were  too  often  taught,  not  the  reli- 
gion of  Moses,  but  the  religion  of  the  Tal- 
mud— not  the  true  word  of  God,  but  the 
doctrines  of  human  tradition.     This  led 
bim  to  a  topic  which  had  been  alluded  to 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  the  Bishop  of 
St.  David's,  in  answer  to  the  speech  made 
a  few  evenings  ago,  by  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late, the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.    The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  said,  that  this  mea- 
sure would  alone  gratify  the  vanity  and 
ambition  of  a  few  individuals ;  and  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  replied,  that  the  honour 
conferred  on  a  few,  would  'reflect  on  the 
whole  body.    Now,  though  it  was  true  as 
a  general  principle,  that  an  honour  con- 
ferred on  certain  indi? iduals,  was  reflected 
on  the  body  to  which  they  belonged,  yet 
he  believed  that  would  not  be  the  case 
in  the  present  instance.    He  had  made 
many  inquiries  on  the  subject,  and  had 
found  that  few,  very  few  of  the  great  body 
of  the  Jewish  people  cared  anything  at  all 
about  the  success  of  this  measure.    The 
lower  classes  of  their  society  it  did  not  in 
the  least  degrre  affect,  and  many  of  the 
higher   and    more  religious  Jews  enter- 
tained roost  serious  doubts  whether  they 
could  receive  the  privilege  thus  to  be  con- 
ferred upon  them.     They  doubted,  and 
be,  looking  at  the  commands  of  the  Old 
Testament,  especially  of  the  prophetical 
writings,  entertained  a  similar  doubt ;  they 
doubted  the   propriety  of  such  a  step. 
That,  however,  was,  for  them  to  decide, 
not  for  him.    The  sole  view  of  the  ques- 
tion was  this,  whether   their  Lordships 
would  consent  to  do  anything  by  which 
the  national  homage  of  this  great  people, 
ahould  hereafter  not  be  exclusively  paid  to 
the  Christian  religion: 

The  Earl  of  Galloway  said,  that  he 
partook  warmly  of  the  mortification  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  the  Bbhop  of  Lon- 
don, had  expressed  at  the  speech  made 
that  night  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  above 
bim,  the  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

The  Marquess  of  Bute  would  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  but  few  observations. 
It  was  ^utterly  impossible  that  anything 
could  be  covert  or  concealed  in  this  mea- 
sure. Its  object  was  simply  to  admit  Jews 
iuto  ittuDicipal  corporations,  and  the  ar- 


guments which  had  been  brought  forward 
were  directed  against  something  which  was 
in  no  degree  connected  v^ith  the  bill.  The 
Christianity  of  the  State  would  not,  could 
not,  be  affected  by  the  bill.  The  law  was 
at  present  in  a  most  anomalous  condition, 
the  majority  of  the  members  of  a  corpora- 
tion being  able  so  to  carry  out  the  act  of 
Parliament,  as  even  now  to  admit  Jews. 
This  was  a  state  of  things  which  ought 
not  to  continue,  and  the  difficulty  and 
anomaly  should  be  at  once  removed.  As 
a  Christian,  he  considered  it  his  duty  to 
support  ]the  measure,  the  third  reading  of 
which  he  now  begged  to  move. 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Content  64 ; 
Not-content  98  :    Majority  34. 
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JBrot^Aam,  ia  moving  the  aecond  reading 
of  the  Punisbnieot  of  Death  Bill,  aaid, 
that  itf  object  WW  to  abolish  the  capital 
puni^haiept  for  certain  ofieDcea  which  had 
oeen  left  punishable  with  death  by  a  recent 
act  of  ParliameDti  which  mitigated  the 
8e?erity  of  the  law  in  manv  other  cases. 
Amongst  the  ofiences  whicn  that  act  left 
capital,  but  which  it  was  now  proposed  to 
subject  to  a  milder  punishment,  were  those 
of  embevzling  by  clerks  of  the  Bank,  and 
other  companies,  by  fabrication  uf  stamps, 
rape,  and  one  or  two  other  ofiences.  He 
would  not  enter  into  any  general  argu- 
ments on  the  subject  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, but  would  simply  mention  a  fact, 
which  he  was  sure  would  be  heard  with 
?ery  great  satisfaction  by  their  Lordships 
— ^naoiely,  that  the  mitigation  of  punish- 
ments wnich  their  Lordships  bad  some 
years  ago  sanctioned,  had  not  been  at- 
tended with  any  increase  to  the  offences 
they  referred  to,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
rather  to  their  diminution.  In  burglary, 
robbery,  and  horse-stealing,  the  committais 
within  a  certain  period  before  the  mitiga- 
tion of  the  law,  either  in  its  letter  or  prac- 
tical application,  had  been  8,774 ;  whilst 
in  the  same  period,  since  the  application 
of  more  lenient  punishments,  they  had 
been  7,820,  being  a  decrease  of  954,  or 
about  one  ninth  of  the  whole.  He  be- 
lieved, moreover,  that  when  it  was  consi- 
dered, that  there  was  not  now  the  same 
repugnance  to  prosecute  as  under  the 
more  severe  law,  it  would  appear,  that  the 
amount  of  actual  offences  nad  decreased 
even  in  a  greater  proportiou  than  shown 
by  the  number  of  committals,  fo  the 
crime  of  forgery^  also,  there  had  t)een  a 
diminution  of  offences  though  not  so  con- 
siderable, perhaps,  as  in  the  other  offences 
he  had  before  mentioned.  With  these 
few  remarks,  he  begged  to  move,  that  this 
bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

The  Marquess  of  Westmeath  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  bill; 
but  if  he  stood  alone,  he  would  in  com- 
mittee opoose  the  clause  which  took  away 
the  punisnment  of  death  for  rape  witn 
yiolence.  Parliament  bad  no  right  to  pass 
such  a  measure,  without  consulting,  if  it 
were  possible,  the  feelings  of  the  femalf 
portion  of  the  community, 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Adjouroadf 
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Pay-^Rcad  a tti|nl  Ome »«-Sciiool  Sitet|  Banki  of  taoBt 
Do^Cvti. 
ftUtloM  pnMMid.  By  lii.  C^bHw  Mfc  r>n*«,  fl— rf 
Johnny.  Mr.  WanK*  Sir  J.  0»  HofalKWMb  Mf •  VilBti% 
and  Lord  ElUoCf  from  LondoQ«  Waitaninatcr, 
doOf  Oldhania  RoUmliaiiit  Yoikridav* 
mOI.  and  a  graa  IM9V  oUmv  piMHwIbf  a 
OQ(»te«f«— By  Mr.  Rouad,  Opkmd  RoUartOP,  Yiwoiac 
Iii^e8tiia»  Ixnd  C*  Mannoff  apd  oChcn*  Ihm  JBrnta^  Ndl- 


and  odiar  idaaH^  MBji^t  AHKatipiiaf  tka 
By  Dr.  i(UihingtOD«  fipom  ^  Minor  Caooni  of  St  Paaft. 
^^Unit  oertaln  partaor  tha  Bodoiaalkal  CianiiilMiiaiiH 
BilL-»By  Mr.  Ittli«taa,  iRaa  WiillliJIiMililii,  li*- 
vosr  of  Chuwii  BhftiywiiTH. 

SlT^    FOR     SoBO0I4~-*PbIY|I.BQR    AMB 

BusufBsa.]  Sir  George  Grey  moTod  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  readiiur  of 
the  School  Sites  BUI  (No.  2.) 

Mr.  Freskfield  did  not  mean  to  cfjjfo$s 
the  order  of  the  day,  but  begged  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  ofcalliDg  the 
attention  of  Uie  House  to  a  sul^ect  that  he 
deemed  of  some  importance  to  the  eeneial 
business  transacted  within  these  walls.  He 
observed  on  the  paper  a  notice  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  mr  Sheffield  (Nr.  Ward), 
'*to  move,  before  the  orders  of  the  day* 
1.  That  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  having  reported,  'that  the  boo. 
Henry  Thomas  Manners  Sutton  was,  by 
his  agents,  euilty  of  bribery  and  treating 
at  the  election  for  the  borongh  of  Cam. 
bridge,'  Mr.  Attomey*general  be  directed 
to  proaeoute  William  Swan  and  Samuel 
Long,  the  prinoipal  agenta  of  the  boa. 
Henry  Thomas  Maonen  Sutton  for  bii« 
bery.  9.  That  Mr.  Attomey-genefal  be 
also  directed  to  proaecuto  the  hon.  Heniy 
Thomas  Manners  Sutton  for  bribery  at  the 
eleetion  for  tha  boiough  of  Cambridge,'* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sbefleld  had»  no 
doubt,  given  this  noiioe  under  a  nfipov- 
timi«  tluit  the  matter  to  which  it  lefened 
was  a  matter  of  privilege.  He,  howevnr, 
contended,  that  it  was  not  a  matter  of  pci* 
vil^ge,  and.  consequently^  that  it  eouli 
have  no  daim  whatever  to  take  piccedenoe 
of  the  orders  of  the  day.  Jt  did  not  rdate 
to  the  conduct  of  any  Member  of  the 
Houses  nor  was  it  a  matter  of  nich  lecoQt 
occurrence  as  could  in  any  degree  tend  to 
obstruct  the  functioni  of  the  Houae ;  these* 
fore  it  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  such  urgent  necessity  as  to  entitle  it  |o 
the  precedence  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  sought  to  obtain  for  it  Perhasa 
Mr.  Speaker  would  favotir  die  House  wiUi 
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bii  opioion  u  to  whether  it  eould  be  re- 
garded as  matter  of  privilege  or  not. 

Mn  Ward  had  only  one  fault  to  find 
with  the  objection  of  the  hop.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken,  and  that  was,  Uiat  it 
was  not  made  at  the  time  that  the  notice 
was  given-  He  contended,  that  this  case 
of  the  Cambridge  election  which  he  now 
sought  to  bring  torward,  was  exactly  analo- 
gous to  the  case  of  the  St.  AIban*8  election, 
brought  forward  and  discussed  the  other 
evening  as  a  matter  of  privilege  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman*  the  Member  for 
Su)ntgomeryp1rire  (Mr.  Williams  Wynn). 
There  was  no  pretence  for  saying  that  any 
objection  thai  woaU  be  good  against  the 
one  would  not  be  equally  good  against  the 
other.  In  the  St.  Alban's  case,  the  trans- 
action was  a  by-gone  transaction,  quite  as 
much  as  the  transaction  in  the  Cambridge 
case.  He  (Mr.  Ward),  therefore,  submitted 
to  the  House  that  the  two  oases  stood  in 
preoisely  the  same  position ;  and  if  Mr. 
Speaker  should  deciae  upon  Uie  question  of 
privilege,  that  the  one  was  as  doubtful  as 
the  other  was  represented  to  be,  he  (Mr. 
Ward)  should  still  put  it  to  the  House, 
whether,  in  fairness  and  justice,  after  the 
discussion  of  the  other  night,  he  could  be 
denied  the  opportunity  of  submitting  the 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Mr,  Fres^fieid  thought^  that  there  was 
no  parallel  between  the  two  cases  of  St. 
Albun's  and  Cambridge;  the  one  was  a 
recent,  the  other  a  remote  transaction. 

Sir  £«  Sugden  also  thought,  that  there 
was  an  essential  distinction  between  the 
two  cases,  and  that  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  could  claim  no  pre- 
cedence as  a  matter  of  privilege.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  hb  hon.  Friend  would 
not  persist  in  his  objection,  but  allow  the 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  same  indulgence  as 
was  conceded  a  few  evenings  ago  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montgomeryshire. 

The  Speaker,  having  been  asked  for  his 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward^ 
could  come  on  as  a  matter  of  privilege,  had 
no  hedtation  in  declaring,  that  the  subject 
was  in  no  way  a  matter  of  privilege.  The 
hon.  Member  had  given  notice  that  be 
would  move  it  before  the  orders  of  the  day. 
If  the  House  did  not  inteifere  to  prevent 
It,  there  could  be  no  objection  to  his  taking 
that  course ;  but  the  hon.  Member  bad  no 
claim  to  pveoedenee  on  the  ground  of  privi- 
ly. With  respect  to  the  motion  brought 
ftirwud  the  other  evening  by  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Mont- 


l^omeryahife  (Mr.  W.  Wynn).  if  ibat  mo- 
tion had  been  objected  to,  and  the  question 
put  to  him  (the  Speaker)  as  to  whether  it 
could  be  brought  forward  as  a  matter  of 
privilege,  he  (the  Sneaker)  should  oertainhr 
have  had  great  doubt  upon  the  point.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  could  have  been 
brought  on  strictly  as  a  matter  of  privilege. 
It  had,  however,  been  the  eeneral.  though 
not  the  uniform  custom  of  the  House,  to 
give  precedence  to  matters  growing  out  of 
election  committees, 

Mr,  Ward  felt,  then,  that  he  must  throw 
himself  entirely  upon  the  kindness  of  the 
House.  He  asked  whether,  in  common 
justice,  after  the  motion  of  the  other  night, 
the  House  could  now  refuse  bim  the  op- 
portunitv  of  bringing  forward  the  subject 
of  the  (Cambridge  election. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

CoNTRoyERTBi)  Eleovions.I  Sir  R,  Peel 
stated,  that  some  time  since  the  committee 
elections  made  some  suggestions  of  a  tri* 
fling  and  formal  nature,  for  the  amend- 
ment of  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
for  the  trial  of  Controverted  Elections.  It 
would,  of  ooursoy  be  matter  of  great  im- 
portance that  those  amendments  uiould  be 
adopted  prior  to  the  meeting  of  a  new  Par-» 
liament.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  give  him  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill,  to  amend  the  act  relating  to  the  trial 
of  Controverted  Elections. 

Leave  given. 

CAMnBiDOBEuscTioN.]  Report  of  Com- 
mittee on  the  Cambridge  Election,  29th 
April,  1840,  was  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Ward,  read  as  follows:— 

**  Sir  Charles  Lemon  further  reported,  that 
tlie  eoromittee  bad  agreed  to  the  following  re- 
solutions :•*« 

'^That  it  appears  to  this  committee,  that 
the  hoD.  John  Henry  Thomas  Manners  Sut- 
ton, was,  by  bis  agents,  guilty  of  bribery  and 
treating  at  the  last  election  for  the  boroogh  of 
Cambridge, 

"That  it  appears,  ftom  the  eridenoe  taken 
before  the  committee,  that  an  extensive  and 
corrupt  system  of  treating,  prevailed  on  |be 
part  of  many  influential  Members  of  the  con- 
stituency, at  the  last  election  for  the  borough 
of  Cambridge/' 

Mr.  Wardtm^  with  very  great  pain  and 
relnetainoa,  to  undertake  a  duty  which  be 
should  never  have  dreamed  of  saddttne  hfan- 
self  with,  but  for  the  new  readinff  of  bb  Par- 
liamentary duties»ai  aMembor  or  thai  House 

wbidi  was  ghren  to  him  the  other  sii^ti  liy 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Memher  for 
Montgomerjshire.  The  opinion  of  that 
risht  hon.  Gentleman  carried  great  weight 
with  it  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  hiws, 
custonuty  and  privileges  of  the  House;  and 
thete  was  no  man  to  whose  judgment  he 
(Mr.  Ward),  would  more  willingly  bow  upon 
all  such  subjects.  How  was  the  law  which 
ought  to  govern  the  House,  in  cases  where 
bribery  was  alleged  against  individuals  at 
Sections  for  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia« 
ment,  expounded  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  other  evening  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  :^ 

^  Even  where  the  eridence  of  bribery  was 
incomplete,  the  House  would  not  discharge  its 
duty  properly  if  it  did  not  send  the  case  into 
a  court  of  justice — that  a  prima  Jade  case  was 
all  that  the  House  required — that  the  House 
stood  in  the  position  of  a  grand  jury  in  such 
cases,  and'that  it  was  its  boonden  duty  to  take 
care  that  the  law  did  not  sleep  and  become  a 
dead  letter.  If  they  did  not*  all  their  debate 
ing  upon  bills  relating  to  bribery  would  be 
mere  idle  talk  and  waste  of  time." 

On  these  erounds  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman moved-— 

^  That  the  Attorney-general  be  directed  to 
prosecute  Richard  Webster,  for  bribery  at  the 
last  St.  Alban's  election/' 

The  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Duedale),  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  upon  that  motion, 
said:— 

'^  He  thought  it  desirable  that  special  notice 
should  be  taken  of  the  present  case,  particu- 
larly before  the  general  election,  in  order  that 
the  borough  of  St.  Alban's  might  have  the  op- 
portunity of  wiping  out  the  stain  that  rested 
upon  it/' 

St.  Alban's  did  not  stand  alone  in  this 
respect;  there  were  other  boroughs  to 
which  a  simDar  stain  was  attached^  and  it 
was  highly  desirable  that  all  these  boroughs, 
as  well  as  the  borough  of  St.  Alban's  should, 
have  the  opportunity  of  wiping  out  the 
stains  that  were  so  discreditable  to  them, 
before  they  were  again  called  upon  to  ex- 
ercise their  elective  rights.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwickshire,  (Mr.  Dngdale)  said, 
that 

**  If  Dr.  Webster  were  not  guilty  of  the  of- 
fence alleged  against  him,  in  the  report  of  the 
election  committee,  it  would  in  fact  be  an  act 
of  kindness  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  direct 
the  prosecution,  as  it  would  furnish  h*iii  the 
opportunity  of  proving  his  innocence." 

And  the  hon*  Baronet^  the  Member  for 
the  Unireriity  of  Oxford  (Sir  R.  IngUs), 
piddi  A*l  the  Housq,  in  MMnting  to  the 


motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  fiir  Mont- 
gomeryshire (Mr.  W.  Wynn)y  did  not  dream 
of  punishing  Dr.  Webster,  but  was  merely 
going  to  put  him  on  his  trial  (The  reao. 
lution),  said  the  hon.  Baronet, 

''  Was  not  condemnatory  of  Dr.  Webster; 
but  it  was  intended  to  send  him  to  trial.  And 
was  there,  or  was  there  not,  sufficient  evidence 
in  the  Blue  Book,  to  subject  him  to  the  ordeal 
of  a  tribunal  of  his  countiy." 

Such  were  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montgomeryshire  was  supported  on  Toes- 
day  last.  Now,  St.  Albai|^s«  as  he  bad 
already  stated,  was  not  singular  in  the  vice 
of  bribery.  Many  other  boronghs  had  in« 
curred  a  similar  stain ;  so  many,  that  the 
only  difficulty  when  a  case  was  looked  foe 
was  the  difficulty  of  choice.  Thme  was 
the  Evesham  case,  where  Mr,  Borthwick 
was  dispossessed  of  bis  seat  for  an  act  of 
bribery  committed  by  bis  own  hands ;  and 
there  were  many  others  to  which  he  might 
refer,  but  he  preferred  to  take  the  most 
recent  case,  and  therefore  had  chosen  the 
case  of  Cambridge.  In  that  case  they  had 
many  things  which  were  wanting  to  oom* 
plete  the  case  of  St.  Alban's.  In  the 
Cambridge  case  the  evidence  of  the  wiu 
nesses  was  sifted,  and  the  accused  party 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  his  defence. 
None  of  these  things  were  to  be  found  in 
the  St.  Alban's  case ;  and  in  the  Cam- 
bridge case  they  had  a  one-sided  decL 
sion;  for  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Bad 
Darlington)  and  an  hon.  Gentleman^  one 
of  the  Members  for  Kent,  Toled  in  the 
majority.  The  only  individual  who  op- 
posed the  resolotion  of  the  Cambridge 
committee  was  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Radnorshire.  It  was  a  ease 
which  had  been  too  long  overlooked ;  and, 
after  what  had  been  stated  on  Monday 
night,  could  be  overlooked  no  longer.  It 
was  stated,  that  bribery  was  greatly  oo  the 
increase;  that  it  had  become  a  trade,  and 
was  conducted  with  so  moch  dexterity, 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  be  proved. 
In  the  Cambridge  case  bribery  hsd  been 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  a  Cosainitlae 
of  that  House,  then  why  not  make  an  ex- 
ample ?  The  right  hon.  Oentleman,  the 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire,  said,  the 
other  night  that  Uie  situation  in  life  of 
Dr.  Webster  greatly  aggravated  the  of- 
fence with  which  he  was  charged,  and  that 
bis  example  as  a  member  of  a  liberal  pro- 
fession was  likely  to  be  donbly  pemidooa. 
He  quite  agieed  with  the  right  lioii*  Qtm* 
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tieman  in  that  senUment ;  bot  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  he  was  flying 
at  higher  game.  In  the  Cambridge  case 
tbev  had  to  deal  with  a  Gentleman  who 
had  a  sort  of  hereditary  claim  to  a  know- 
ledge of  the  roles  and  practice  of  that 
House.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  he 
should  have  the  nonour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  support  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, although  he  found  that  principle  and 
practice  did  not  always  go  hand  in  hand. 
He  thought  there  could  be  no  better  [voof 
of  the  nature  of  the  bribery  that  was  car- 
ried on  at  Cambridge,  than  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  by  that  House  to 
try  the  merits  of  the  petition.  They  re- 
ported,  that  the  hon.  Henry  Manners  Sutton 
was,  by  his  agents,  guilty  of  bribery  and 
treating  at  the  last  Cambridge  election;  and 
that  an  extensive  and  corrupt  system  of 
bribery  and  treating  was  carried  on  among 
many  of  the  influential  members  of  the 
constituency.  These  resolutions  were  car- 
ried by  majorities  of  five  and  six  to  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  committee.  It  ap- 
peared, that  the  agents  of  the  hon.  Candi- 
date were  William  Swan  and  Samuel 
Long,  and  the  latter  appeared  to  be  one 
of  those  individuals  who  came  within  the 
description  of  the  gallant  Member  for 
Donegal  (Colonel  Conoily);  one  of  those 
ifho 

• ''  Had  leant  to  bribe  without  being  disoo- 
▼ered,  and  bow  to  destroy  the  Unks  of  evi* 
dence  between  the  briber  and  the  candidate, 
thus  defeating  Parliament,  frustrating  justice, 
and  leaving  the  delinqaency  unpuDisbed.'' 

Samuel  Long  was  proved  to  have  been 
an  instrument  in  the  bribing  of  two  elec- 
tors, the  one  George  Smith,  and  the  other 
William  Marsh.  The  case  of  George 
Smith  was  to  be  found  towards  the  dose 
of  the  report,  and  it  seemed  to  have  been 
conducted  with  much  cleverness  and  in- 
genuity on  the  part  of  Mr.  Samuel  Long. 
Smith  was  a  shoemaker,  and  Long  went 
to  him  and  ordered  a  pair  of  shoes.  On 
that  occasion  he  gave  him  some  advice  as 
to  the  dutt  of  a  poor  man  to  disregard 
politics,  an j  to  vote  as  his  own  interests 
might  require ;  adding  that  he  could  put 
a  few  pounds  in  his  pocket  if  he  voted  for 
Mr.  Manners  Sutton.  At  a  subsequent 
interview  he  tried  not  only  advice  but 
wine ;  he  gave  wine  to  the  voter,  and  then 
told  him  to  cut  the  matter  short  about  tlie 
election,  that  he  would  give  him  10/.  for 
his  vote.  Hecouldgivehim9/.then,andhe 


would  receive  the  remaining  pound  when 
he  brought  home  the  shoes.  He  after- 
wards changed  his  mind,  under  an  appre- 
hension, perhaps,  of  the  consequences,  and 
told  the  man  not  to  come  himself,  but  to 
send  his  wife  for  the  money.  As  to  bribery, 
he  said  it  was  all  nonsense  and  stuff.  *'  I 
suppose,**  said  the  counsel,  **  you  washed 
that  down  with  another  glass  of  wine?"  to 
which  the  witness  answered,  that  he  be- 
lieved there  was  another  glass.  The  evi- 
dence of  Smith  was  confirmed  by  that  of 
his  wife,  who  stated,  that  she  had  received 
the  money,  and  took  it  home  to  her  hus- 
band. He  marked  the  sovereigns  with  a 
file,  and  afterwards  carried  them  to  Mr. 
Francis  Eden,  who  produced  them  before 
the  committee.  The  committee  was  of 
opinion,  from  the  evidence  adduced,  that 
^QS»  against  whom  the  charge  had  been 
proved,  was  the  agent  of  Mr.  Manners 
Sutton.  He  would  next  come  to  the  case 
of  W.  March.  The  case  of  March  was 
different  from  the  case  of  Smith  in  one 
respect  only.  March  was  a  watchmaker, 
and  a  different  mode  of  action  was  adopted* 
The  agent  went  to  March  and  purchased 
a  brooch,  but  precisely  the  same  mode  of 
argument  was  used  as  had  been  used  in 
the  case  of  Smith.  March  was  told  that 
a  poor  man  like  himself  had  little  to  do 
with  the  election,  that  he  had  best  look 
out  for  his  own  interest;  he  gave  him 
wine,  and  he  (Mr.  Ward)  supposed,  de- 
ducting a  per  centage  from  the  bribe  on 
account  of  his  cleverness  in  bribing,  he 
gave  March  nine  sovereigns  instead  often. 
March  had  a  conversation  with  Cooper  on 
the  subject,  and  when  Long  accused  him 
of  having  betrayed  March,  said,  that  he 
had  no  wish  to  injure  Long,  but  that  he 
hoped,  that  those  who  had  employed  him 
would  be  punished.  If  they  really  wished 
to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of  corruption, 
they  should  not  merely  prosecute  the 
agents,  but  the  persons  from  whom  the 
corruption  originated.  It  was  sometimes 
difficult  to  trace  the  corruption  up  to  its 
source,  but  in,  the  present  instance  the 
links  in  the  chain  were  more  than  usually 
complete;  so  complete,  that  they  tracea 
their  agents  as  canvassing  with  Mr.  Man- 
ners Sutton,  and  as  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Manners  Sutton's  known 
and  recognised  agent,  as  ordering  beer 
for  the  refreshment  of  Mr.  Manners  Sut- 
ton's voters,  which  were  all  paid  for  to  tne 
amount  of  800/.,  by  Mr.  Fiske,  Mr.  Man- 
ners Satton's  known  and  recognised  ngdui. 
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The  House  having  hid  down  the  bro&d 
Itn^  the  other  night,  thitt  it  would  proceed 
aglsiintt  th6  partfes  in  all  cases  of  bribery, 
ha  thought  it  ^^t  bound  to  oroceed  in  the 
presetit  case,  where  a  ptima  Jhcie  case  of 
bribery  had  been  made  6at^  and  the  HoUse 
if  It  wished  really  to  put  down  bribery 
ought  not  to  proceed  merely  against  hum- 
ble individuals  like  Mr.  Webster,  who  was 
noVr  decltning  into  the  vale  of  years,  and 
who  had  no  lodger  the  energy  of  youth 
albout  him,  but  against  individuals  Who, 
like  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.  The 
parties  who  lodged  three  or  four  thousand 
pounds  in  the  hands  of  their  bankers,  for 
the  purpose  of  corrupting  the  electors, 
were  the  really  guilty  parties,  and  ought 
rather  to  be  prosecuted  than  (hose  who 
were  detect^  in  dealing  out  a  fractional 
portion  of  that  corruption  to  the  elcetors. 
The  House,  therefore,  having  taken  the 
line  that  It  did  the  other  night  *,  he  did  not 
say  whether  it  was  a  prudent  litie  or  not ; 
were  bound  to  follow  up  that  course,  aud 
te  greater  and  higher  the  personages 
w^re  against  whom  the  prosecution  was 
instituted,  the  greater  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  ekatriple,  and  the  vtitrt  dffectttally 

would  tbejf  put  an  end  to  those  practices 
to  Mfhfch  tney  were  desirous  of  putting  an 
endi  They  would  more  effectually  arrest 
the  crimd  of  bribery,  than  by  merely  ptt)- 
ceMing  againdt  obscure  individuals,  stttsh 
aS  William  Swan  and  SamUel  Long.  He 
might  be  told,  that  a  penon  who  had  not 
cdttimitted  bribery  in  his  own  person,  but 

3r  an  agent,  was  not  guilty  of  bribery, 
e  said,  that  such  a  man  Was  morally 
guilty  s  but  he  did  not  mean  to  risk  his 
moiidn  on  such  a  question  as  that,  and  he 
had,  therefore,  in  addition  to  th^  first  re<* 
solution  relative  to  the  pros(!cution  of 
Swan  and  Long,  introduced  a  second  re- 
solution, fbr  which  he  would  certainly  vota 
himself,  whether  largely  supported  or  aot^ 
and  by  which  farther  ptt>deedings  were 
difscted  to  be  titken  against  the  hoiiv 
HeHry  Thomas  Manners  Button,  believing 
ak  he  {Vih  Ward)  did,  that  the  links  con- 
DMttn((  Mri  Sutton  with  hhi  agenUi  6wan 
and  Long,  were  complate.  He  should 
therefore  pat  his  motion  with  confidenee 
ta  tha  HouM,  and  leave  H  with  Histi. 
memb^n  to  deal  with  it  al  ihey  thought 
fit^ 

Mr  Cft  timm  aaid^  aa  ehalrroaii  of  the 
cott«ltte«  on  the  Cambridga  eieeiion»  he 
tfaiMifbi  H  was  impoftant  iltai  ilie  Hoasa 


should  understand  on  what  grounds  the 
committee  adopted  their  report.  The 
committee  first  came  to  the  aonclostOQ 
that  the  agents  of  Mr.  Manners  Sutton 
had  been  miilty  of  bribery,  it  was  sug- 
gested to  them  iiftbrwards  that  they  de«> 
parted  in  some  measure  fihom  the  usttal 
form  adopted  by.the  House,  and  they  then 
altered  their  resolutions  to  the  foras  of 
the  second  resolution  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Qentleman.  They  thought  that  the 
question  which  they  had  to  itj  was  not 
whether  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  lO  his  6#it 
person,  had  t>een  guilty  of  bribery,  but 
wbefher  his  agents  had  been  guilty  of  it, 
and  they  came  to  the  conclusion  upon  the 
evidence  that  they  had  l>een  and  were  con^ 
nected  with  him.  But  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  distinctloii 
drawn  by  the  Chief  Justkse  Abbott  tie- 
tween  this  case  and  a  proseeutkm  Ifi  the 
Courts  of  LaWi  With  respect  to  Mf. 
Long,  the  evidence  was  as  clear  ai  it  pos- 
sibly could  be.  He  not  only  gave  the 
bribe,  but  he  explained  to  thu  party  Ibr 
what  purpose  it  Was  giVen^>-namety  with 
the  view  of  influencing  his  vote  |  and  there 
was  not  the  smallest  doubt  that  if  Mr* 
Long  had  been  prosecuted  at  that  time 
convietion  would  have  fbllowed.  The 
question,  however,  fbr  tha  House  to  con^ 
sider  Was,  Whether  aftef  thlf  mhf  ter  had 
been  allowed  to  rest  for  a  year  and  a  half| 
It  would  btf  proper  to  eOmmance  a  pitise- 
cuiioa.  If  not  vindictive)  the  prieeedlng 
would  at  least  be  tetaliatiott.  After  m 
twelvemonth  had  elapsed,  it  was  too  late 
to  commence  a  prosecution,  and  if  the 
motion,  theretbre^  was  parilsted  i0|  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  It. 

The  Earl  Of  DorSaofon  concurred  to  the 
ranarks  which  had  /alien  from  the  hen. 
Baronet.  It  was  needless  to  say  that* 
whoever  might  be  the  individual  concerned 
-^whether  of  high  or  low  atatioui  whether 
frfond  or  fbe-i'  in  any  act  Of  deliaqiiency 
he  would  give  his  Verdiet  impartially.  He 
was  not  present  when  hia  right  bon. 
PHend  brought  Ibrward  hh  motion  with 
respect  to  EN*.  Webster^  but  he  eertainly 
was  astonished  when  he  found  that  % 
number  of  hen.  Gentleman  who  protea 
tha  greatest  horror  of  bribery  had  done  all 
ie  their  power  to  shelter  hhn*  He  be* 
liavad  a  more  flagrant  oaae  thae  that  had 
never  come  befbra  the  Hoeseef  Commoiia« 
He  woeM  now  addieaa  himaair  to  the  aeb* 
jeat  before  the  Hoeta^  Mn  Loef  had 
eedottbiedly  been  guHty  of  bribery,  bet  he 
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ought  to  hMt  been  proiecut^  at  the  time. 
With  t^gard  to  Mr.  Bwan,  there  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  diseuitioto  as  to  whether 
he  could  be  profed  to  have  been  con- 
nected with  Mr.  Manners  Sntton.  So  far 
as  his  (Lord  Darlington's)  memory  served 
hiidi  there  Was  no  evidence  to  show  that 
Mr.  Swan  had  any  personal  communica- 
tion whatever  With  Mr»  Sutton.  There 
was  a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion 
upon  the  subject  among  the  Members  of 
the  committde,  and,  for  his  part,  he  had 
voted  that  Mr*  Swan's  agency  had  not 
been  proved  t  but  the  <!ommittee  having 
come  to  a  contrary  decision,  he  afterwards 
voted  that  the  case  of  bribery  had  been 
made  out.  He  would  also  add,  that 
though  Mr.  Swan  had  been  subpoenaed 
by  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution^  they 
never  brought  him,  and  for  no  other  rea<* 
sooi  as  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Darlington) 
than  that  his  evidanctt  upon  a  oross«ei* 
amination  might  militate  against  them« 
He  would  leave  the  Housci  after  a  state- 
ment of  these  fact#|  to  judge  for  itself  upon 
the  case  of  Mr.  Swan.  He  Would  next 
come  to  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  against 
whom  he  thought  the  hen.  Gentleman  op* 
positc  had  not  established  one  single 
charge.  Let  him  be  allowed  to  add)  that 
so  hard  did  the  committee  think  the  case 
of  Mrb  Manners  Sutton  that  though  he 
should  not  retain  hil  seat,  so  guiltless  did 
they  consider  him  of  any  kind  of  bribery, 
Uiat  (in  the  resolution  they  had  passed  in 
tbto  first  idetaoce»  they  bad  omitted  his 
name  altogether*  It  was  only  in  the  se^ 
cond  resolution  they  had  come  to  after  the 
objection  Of  Mr*  Austin  to  the  Scat  as  ille- 
gal and  unprecedented,  that  it  had  l>eeo 
decided  that  Mr.  Manners  Su  ton  had 
been  guilty  of  bribery  through  his  agents 
at  the  eleotioD.  Mr.  Sutton  took  no  part 
in  the  election  whatever*  He  was  applied 
to  by  the  Gonservatiea  to  stand  for  the 
borough,  and  he  was  required  to  pay 
300L  towards  the  ekpeaees  of  the  election* 
It  waa  the  only  part  Mr.  Sntton  took  in 
the  election,  and  be  did  not  think  n  suffi* 
cient  caae  had  been  made  out  to  #amat 
the  House  in  giving  its  assent  to  the  mo^ 
tion  of  the  hdn*  Member  for  Shefbekl. 

Mr«  Pivikeroe  eaid»  it  had  been  die- 
tinctly  proved  before  the  eMamiteso  that 
the  agents  of  Mr.  Sutton  had  contributed 
to  a  fund,  the  avowed  ofafcct  of  which  wai 
the  oomiption  and  bribery  of  the  electora* 
He  believedi  however,  that«  aa  Ihr  aa  Mr» 
Sutton  waa  owoefocd  iadivadaaUy^  he 


itood  as  clear  ai  bny  man  eduld  whd  tn^ 
presented  one  of  thdee  6ld  and  corrupt 
constituencies.  It  certainly  appaared  to 
nim,  that  much  more  blame  ought  to  be 
attributed  to  the  electors  than  the  candi- 
dates, for  it  was  imposnible  to  ekdrelse  any 
influence  over  the  constituencies  without 
falling  into  the  Corrupt  practices  that  pre- 
vailed in  these  boroughs  t  and  on  those 
grounds  he  objected  to  the  prosecution  of 
Mr.  Sutton,  but  he  should  certainly  Vote 
for  the  first  tesoiution. 

Mr.  Tk^i^ger  was  of  opinion,  that  it 
would  neither  be  creditable  nor  desirable 
for  the  House  to  institute  a  prosecution 
with  the  ceHatn  prospect  of  defeat  before 
it  s  nor  was  it  at  all  consistent  with  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  institute  such  phl« 
ceedings  In  a  spirit  of  retaliation.  What 
he  would  ask,  had  the  present  ease  to  do 
with  the  case  of  Dr.  WebiUr?  Were 
the  merits  of  the  present  case  Involved  in 
that  ?  Why  not  take  each  case  and  rest 
it  tn  its  own  meriu  ?  He  repeat^,  thui 
it  was  neither  expedient  nor  desiruMe, 
to  institute  the  proposed  proceedings  i  It 
was  no  light  matter  for  that  Hottle  to  di^* 
rect  c  prosecution,  as  in  dding  so,  the  fn« 
dividual  about  to  take  his  trial  would  have 
a  prejudice  eaoited  againit  him,  Inaemileh 
as  it  would  be  assumed  that  th«  Houio 
had  good  grouftda  for  sending  the  Mae  foe 
trial,  and  the  party  wouldi  therefom^  la^ 
hour  under  a  prejudice  frotn  thu  Com<« 
mencement.  The  House  ehoald  ther«« 
fore,  be  carefol  hM  it  preoeeded*  Ho- 
would  not  refer  to  the  ease  of  St.  Albanli* 
That  case  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  one 
then  under  consideration.  It  vrat  clears 
from  the  evidence  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee,  which  sat  upon  the  Oambridgc 
petition,  that  nothing  wak  elicited  which 
could  implicate  Mr.  Manners  Suttooi  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Halifox  b4re  tcati* 
mony  to  the  came  eftot.  Neither  dM 
there  appear  in  the  evidence  anything 
which  could  implicate  Swan*  Ho  fcgfcu 
ted»  that  the  houi  and  learned  Aitorney- 
general  was  not  present,  as  he  chould  hum 
wished  to  appeal  to  the  hon.  nnd  learned 
Gentleman,  whether  in  the  admintstraticn 
of  criminal  justice  nny  peiaon  wae  hsM 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  hie  ngUoli- 
unless  that  pcmM  weni  himaetf  In  come- 
degree  peiconally  tenocotcd  with  (iw  nctf 
In  civil  oaaes,  the  principal  was  MspoUsi*' 
ble  for  the  coodud  o^  th^  agcnl,  b«l|  with 
the  exception  alieady  rnade^  ewciv  waa  Mit 
,thc  case  ia  the  nd  miniatnitica  wf  crimpal  ^ 
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justice.  If  he  was  right  in  this  opinion^ 
the  consequence  of  a  prosecution  being  di- 
rected by  the  House  would  be,  that  those 
who  administered  the  criminal  laws  in  our 
courts  of  justice,  seeing  not  the  slightest 
pretence  for  a  prosecution,  would  direct 
an  acquittal,  and  then  the  House  would 
suffer  in  the  eyes  of  the  country  for  hav- 
ing, at  the  same  time  that  several  of  its 
Members  were  members  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession also,  not  only  sanctioned,  but  di- 
rected a  prosecution  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  maintain.  He  would  appeal, 
therefore,  to  the  good  sense  of  the  House, 
and  ask  whether  it  would  be  right  to  insti- 
tute a  prosecution,  when  there  was  no 
evidence  whatsoever  to  connect  Mr.  Man- 
ners Sutton  with  Swan,  whilst  at  the  same 
time  no  act  of  bribery  could  be  proved 
against  Swan.  With  respect  to  Long,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  defend  him.  There 
was  no  doubt,  that  a  case  of  personal  bri- 
bery had  been  made  out  against  Long,  for 
which  be  was  liable  to  a  prosecution.  The 
House,  however,  did  not  seem  to  be  aware 
that  a  prosecution  had  already  been  com- 
menced against  Long.  It  was  instituted 
in  January,  1840,  at  the  borough  sessions 
of  Cambridge.  He  was  taken  on  a  war- 
rant issued  b]|k  Professor  Henslow,|who  was 
an  ardent  friend  and  partizan  of  Mr.  Gib- 
son, and  who  proposed  that  gentleman  as 
a  candidate.  The  case  was  heard  in  the 
first  instance  before  four  magistrates,  who 
were  also  partizans  of  Mr.  Gibson,  and  at 
certain  portions  of  the  evidence  which  ap- 
peared to  make  against  Long,  one  of  the 
magistrates  eipressed  applause.  Long 
w«s  held  to  bail  by  those  magistrates, 
himself  in  500/.,  and  two  sureties  of  250/. 
each,  though  he  was  only  a  poor  harness- 
maker  earning  3/.  a-week.  The  case  was 
moved  bv  certiorari  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  and  was  ripe  for  trial, 
which  was  to  come  on  at  the  spring 
assizes  of  1840.    The  attornies  for  the 

1)rosecution,  who  were  also  the  agents 
or  the  petitioners  against  Mr.  Manners 
Sutton,  came  to  town^  and  met  Long  by 
appointment  at  the  Craven  Hotel,  or  some 
hotel  in  Craven-street,  where  he  was  told, 
that  the  prosecution  agaiust  him  would 
be  foregone  if  he  would  give  evidence 
against  Mr.  Manners  Sutton.  Thisper- 
iOD  made  a  statement  that  he  was  present 
at,  he  (Mr.  Thesiger)  thought,  the  Eagle, 
when  one  Mitchell,  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
Fisher,  a  leading  Conservative  in  Cam- 
bridge, handed  over  to  him  forty  sove- 


reigns, for  the  purposes  of  bribery.  Wheo^ 
however,  he  came  before  the  committee 
of  the  House  of  i Commons,  this  man,  oa 
his  oath,  positively  denied  that  that  state- 
ment was  true,  and  declared  that  he  bad 
only  made  it  for  the  purpose  of  getting  an 
abandonment  of  the  prosecution.  Cer- 
tainly he  (Mr.  Thesiger)  was  not  there  to 
defend  such  a  person  as  this,  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  it  was  more  likely  that  the 
truth  should  come  out  when  the  man  was 
before  the  committee,  than  when  he  was 
making  a  statement  to  the  opposing  party. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Attorney-general 
whether  he  ever  had  known  an  instance  in 
which  an  ex  officio  information  against  a 
party  had  been  filed  when  an  indictment 
for  the  same  offence  was  already  depend- 
ing. He  could  not  think,  that  the  Attor- 
ney-general could  be  induced  to  enter 
upon  such  a  prosecution,  and  for  the  rea- 
sons he  had  given,  he  trusted  the  Houtd 
would  negative  all  the  resolutions. 

The  Attomeff'-General  was  rather  sur- 
prised, considering  the  situation  in  which 
he  was  placed,  that  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  should  have  appealed  to  him  on 
this  occasion.  Having  in  the  case  of  the 
St.  Alban's  election,  which  was  before  the 
House  very  recently,  declined  giving  any 
opinion  on  its  merits,  it  was  his  intention 
to  pursue  the  same  course  on  the  piesent 
occasion.  If  he  were  to  depart  from  that 
line,  it  was  possible  it  might  be  quoted 
against  him,  before  a  jury,  that  he  waa 
prosecuting  a  case  on  which  he  had  al- 
readv  delivered  an  opinion  as  a  judge  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  E.  SugdenwtiM  of  opinion,  that  there 
was  no  ground  whatever  for  instituting  a 
prosecution  against  Mr.  Manners  Sutton. 
That  Gentleman's  name  was  most  reluc- 
tantly^ introduced  into  the  report  of  the 
committee,  it  tieing  the  opinion  of  that 
committee,  that  Mr.  Sutton  was  in  no  way 
proved  to  be  cognizant  of  the  acts  of  bri- 
bery alleged  to  have  been  committed  in 
his  name,  and  it  was  only  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  Mr»  Austen,  the  petitioner's 
counsel,  who  stated  that  be  feared  die 
finding  of  the  committee  would  be  inope. 
rative  unless  that  gentleman's  name  was 
mentioned,  that  the  committee  inttodaoed 
the  name  of  Mr.  Sutton  at  all.  There  waa 
nothing  to  implicate  that  Gentlemusn,  and 
if  be  should  be  indicted  he  must  be  ac- 
quitted :  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheflidd  to  withdraw 
the  resolution  against  Mr.  Sutton. 
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Mr.  ^ordsaidy  that  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place,  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  abandon  the  resolution  against 
Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  who,  although  he 
might  be  morally  guilty,  was  not,  he  was 
inclined  to  think,  after  the  opinions  which 
had  been  expressed,  legally  guilty  of  bri- 
bery. 

Lord  J»  Ru8$ell  felt  himself  relieved 
from  the  necessity  of  considering  the  ques- 
tion in  respect  to  the  charge  against  Mr. 
Manners  Sutton  by  the  course  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  just  taken. 
In  the  second  resolution  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  could  not  have  concurred,  because 
he  did  not  see  anything  im  the  evidence 
which  at  all  implicated  Mr.  Manners  Sot- 
ton.  With  regard  to  the  first  resolution, 
he  thought  it  desirable,  that  it  should  be 
divided  into  two  resolutions,  because  it 
related  to  two  different  cases.  With  re- 
spect  to  Mr.  Swan,  he  (Lord  John  Rus* 
sell)  should  certainly  require  more  evi- 
dence than  he  had  yet  obtained,  before  he 
could  assent  to  a  prosecution  on  the  part 
of  the  House  against  biro ;  but  with  re- 
spect to  Long,  it  was  admitted  generally, 
by  both  sides  of  the  House,  as  far  as  the 
Ofunion  of  the  House  was  concerned,  that 
he  had  been  guilty  personally  of  several 
acts  of  bribery,  and  that  it  was  just  such  a 
case  in  which  the  House  might  properly 
interfere. 

Mr.  Wiiliamg  fVynn  would  be  sorry  to 
see  the  idea  of  instituting  a  prosecution 
for  bribery  entertained  where  the  act  was 
done  by  agency  only,  without  any  proof 
of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  principal, 
because  such  a  course  would  interfere 
with  the  conduct  of  election  committees, 
and  deter  them  from  doing  that  wiih  re- 
spect to  the  seat  of  the  sitting  Member 
which  they  could  legally  do,  although  there 
might  be  no  ground  for  a  prosecution. 
He  therefore  acquiesced  in  the  withdrawal 
of  the  resolution  as  far  as  respected  Mr. 
Manners  Sutton. 

Mr.  T,  H^house  hoped,  as  it  appeared 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  were 
agreed  as  to  the  substance  of  the  resolu- 
tion, at  least  against  Long,  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  would 
pot  it  into  that  technical  shape  which 
would  make  it  agree  with  the  wishes  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Plumpirs  had  no  objection  to  con- 
tinue the  prosecution  agamst  Long,  but 
he  did  not  think  a  case  had  been  made 
out  against  Swan. 

VOL.LVIIL    {JSi} 


Mr.  Ward  said,  that  the  finding  of  the 
committee  was,  that  the  agency  of  Wil- 
liam Swan,  jun.,  was  proved,  and  that  they 
considered  Long  to  be  the  instrument  of 
Swan,  for  the  purpose  of  this  election. 
Now,  as  the  committee  regarded  Long  to 
be  the  instrument  of  Swan,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bribery.  Swan  certainly  ought  to 
be  considered  as  one  link  in  the  chain  of 
agency.  He  had  no  objection  to  divide 
the  resolution  into  two  parts,  making  the 
first  a  direction  to  the  Attorney-general 
to  proceed  against  Long,  and  the  next  a 
direction  to  the  Attorney-general  to  pro- 
ceed against  Swan,  but  he  could  not  with- 
draw the  resolution  against  Swan,  because 
he  thought  him  to  be  one  of  the  instru- 
ments in  the  work  of  bribery.  Mr.  Ward 
concluded  by  moving, 

"That  a' committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons having  reported,  that  the  hon.  Henry 
Thomas  Manners  Sutton  was,  by  his  agents, 
guilty  of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  election 
for  the  borough  of  Cambridge.  Mr.  Attorney- 
general  be  directed  to  prosecute  Samuel  Long, 
a  principal  agent  of  the  hon.  Henry  Thomas 
Manners  Sutton,  for  bribery." 

Agreed  to. 

The  hon.  Member  then  moved, 

<<That  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons having  reported  '  That  the  hon.  Henry 
Thomas  Manners  Sutton  was,  by  his  agents, 
guilty  of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  election 
for  the  borough  of  Cambridge,'  Mr.  Attorney* 
general  be  directed  to  prosecute  William 
Swan,  a  principal  agent  of  the  hon.  Henry 
Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  for  bribery/' 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  78;  Noes 
46 :  Majority  32. 


List  of 

Adam,  Admiral 
Armstrong,  A. 
Bainbridge,  E.  T. 
Baines,  E. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bridge  man,  H. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Clay,  W. 
Collier,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F* 
Curne,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Duncombe,  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Colonel 
Goddard,  A. 
3B 


the  Ates* 

Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  J, 
Hutt,  W. 
Hutton,  R. 
Lanffdale,  hon.  C. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Muskett,G.  A. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Conoell,  M.  J. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Parker,  J. 

Pamell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pechelli  Captain 
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FhiU|M>tts,  J. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryse,  P. 
Rftinsbottoifl,  J. 
Rice,  £.  R* 
Richards^  R« 
Rundle,  J. 
Salwey,  Colonel 
ScholeBeld,  J. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  II. 
Sheil,  right  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Soraers,  J.  P. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 


Struts  K 
Style,  Sir  C. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Thorneley,  T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  O.  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wyge,  T, 
YateS)  J«  A. 

TELLERS* 

Ward.  W. 
Hobhouse,T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  H.  Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 

Baring,  rt,  hon«  F.  T.  Mackenzie,  T. 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Morpeth,  ViiCount 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Neeld,  J« 

Boiling,  W.  Nicholl,J. 

Buck,  L.  W.  Pakington,  J.  S. 

Burr,  H.  Parker,  M. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  Pigol,  R. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Plumpire,  J.  P. 

Drummond,  H.  H.  Price,  R. 

Du  Pre,  G.  Pringle,  A. 

Eatol),  R«  J.  Rae,  Hght  hon.  Sir  W. 

Fellov^es,  £•  Ruahbrooke,  Colooel 

Gladstone,  J.  N.  Rutsell,  Lord  J. 

Grimsditch,  T.  Sanderson,  R. 

Hale,  R.  B.  Seymour,  Lord 

Hayes,  Sir  E.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Hennlker,  Lord  Tliesiger,  F. 

Hodgson,  R.  Thomhill,  G. 

Holmes,  W.  Verner,  Colonel 

Ingestre,  Viscount  Wood,  Colonel  T. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Jones,  J.  TELLERS. 

Knight,  H.  G.  Darlington,  Earl  of 

Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H.    Walsh,  Sir  J. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bribery  at  Elections.]  Lord  John 
Russell  (on  the  further  consideratioo  of 
the  report  on  the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill) 
observed,  that  as  it  had  been  supposed, 
that  he  had  proceeded  with  the  bill  yes- 
terday, aAer  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  had  relired  from  the  House,  he 
had  taken  pains  to-day  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  any  ob- 
jection to  the  measure  as  il  stoodi  and  had 
good  ground  for  believing  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  approved  of  it  in  its  present 
shape. 

Bill  to  be  engrossed. 


Debts  or  Parishes.]]  On  tba  Order 
of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  debate  on  the 
Debts  of  Parishes  Bill  in  committee  b4f- 
ing  been  read, 

Mr.  J9»  Wood  expressed  a  hope,  tbu 
the  bill  would  be  postponed  till  nemi  Sea* 
sion.  Parliament  ought  to  be  in  posses* 
sion  of  more  information  than  it  at  pre« 
sent  possessed  on  the  subject,  before  it 
proceeded  to  legislate  with  reference  to  it^ 
and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  obtain* 
ing  that  information  before  the  nest  See* 
sion.  He  (Mr.  Wood)  intended  to  move 
for  a  return  of  those  debts,  with  a  classi- 
fication, which  return  would  aflTord  very 
valuable  information  to  the  House  o»  the 
subject  of  the  bill,  and  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  the  return  in  the 
recess* 

Mr.  i2tce  hoped,  that  the  bill  would  be 
postponed  till  next  Session. 

Mr.  Wakley  also  expressed  hie  opinioa 
that  the  House  ought  to  have  more  in- 
formation before  they  proceeded  to  legie- 
late  on  the  subject* 

Mr.  Plumpire  said,  that  in  oonseqoence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  lion.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  he  would  not  then  prese 
the  bill. 

Debate  further  adjourned. 

Reoistry  of  Elbctors*]  Mr*  7.  Dem* 
combe  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  biii 
more  effectually  to  enforce  thi  priotiiig, 
and  the  speedy  delivery,  at  a  reesodabSe 
price,  of  copies  of  tha  registry  of  eleetore 
m  England  and  Wales)  and  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  printing  of  the  registry  of 
the  present  year  of  the  eleetors  of  the 
county  of  Hertford* 

The  motion  agreed  to* 

Adjourned^ 
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Petitions  presented.  By  tir.  Briteoe,  ftom  TAowtvttod, 
Md  NtttcloiiS*^*  iT  Sir.  T* 
aaA  oOier  parti  «r  tht  Mctoopolk*  by  Mr.  B*«% 
varioui  parts  ^r  tha  MetropoUs,  and  by  the  Soadtaiw 
getwral,  ftom  Bbliofi.  In  ftivoorof  iha  Repetfof  tte 
Oii^llWB.^*  By  Um 

London,  for  Uw  AboUtkm  of  tba  ToU 
Waterloo,  and  Vauxhall  BTidfn.^By  Mr.  Smythe.  thmk 
Cantcflbury,  against  ttie  piopuaed  AHeratbrn  Bl  IBa  Owe* 
iMni^-^iy  Star  R*  H*  InsBii*  SmS  WBBlBn*  SbS  AeBB^ 
rough  (Linoofaishire),  pmyhig  for  Oiufch  Entrnana. — By 
Mr.  Chapman,  hon  Oreettodt,  Liverpool,  and  oUmt 
pBMait  igtfsil  iht  prapmi  ABsSBoa  of 
DutlHi 
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Appro^riatiov—Bubihess  op  the 
Srbsion.]  Od  the  motioa  ihat  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill  be  oommitted, 

Sir  &  Sinelair  said,  that  he,  of  course, 
should  not  offer  the  slightest  objection  to 
the  progress  of  this  bill,  bot  he  could  not 
help  observing  that,  within  the  memory  of 
man,  no  Session  had  ever  occurred  at  the 
dose  of  which  the  people  received  so 
sieall  a  return,  in  the  shape  of  useful  and 
.  praclioal  legislation,  for  so  enormous  a 
sum  of  money  as  it  was  now  proposed  to 
appropriate  for  the  public  service.  He 
had  of  late  been  paying  considerable  at* 
tention  to  the  somewhat  mournful  subject 
of  Parliamentary  necrology ;  and  be  ob* 
served  every  day  with  sorrow,  but  without 
surprise,  Ihat  so  many  measures  of  great 
interest  and  value  took  their  places  in  the 
diurnal  obituary,  and  were  included  in  the 
bills  of  mortality*  The  reams  of  paper 
wasted  in  printing  during  this  Session 
would  suffice  to  supply  all  the  trunk* 
makers  and  tallow-chandlers  in  the  me- 
tropolia  with  materials  for  the  next  six 
months.  He  did  not  by  any  means  intend 
to  oast  exclusive  blame  upon  the  Govern- 
Bsent  for  this  inauspicious  and  unsatisfac- 
tory result.  All  parties  were  equally  in 
fault  for  having  not  only  tolerated,  but  he 
would  even  say,  encouraged,  the  pernicious 
and  preposterous  practice  of  adjourning 
debates— a  praotiee  which»  if  not  pat  an 
end  10  by  common  consent,  must  inevita- 
bly bring  on  a  national  bankruptcy,  as  far 
as  the  pablio  time  was  concerned,  and 
letva  very  inadequate  dividends  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  diversified  exigencies 
of  legislation^  The  evil  had  been  greatly 
aggravated  during  the  course  of  this  Ses- 
sion ;  *'  and,  Sir,"  (said  the  hon.  Baronet), 
"  I  may  without  impropriety,  utter  a  com** 
plaint  on  this  subject,  as  I  have  taken  no 
part  in  any  of  these  wearisome  discussions 
to  which  I  allude,  and  by  which  the  public 
out  of  doors  (I  speak  of  all  classes  and  of 
all  parties)  has  been  both  exasperated  and 
disgusted.  Many  persons  are  inclining  to 
the  opinion,  that  658  honest  operatives, 
who  spoke  less,  and  did  more,  would  carry 
on  puoltc  business  with  far  greater  advan- 
tage and  satisfaction  to  the  empire.  The 
two  debates  on  th^  sugar  duties  and  the 
no-confidence  question  almost  engrossed 
the  space  of  a  honeymoon — the  one  having 
begun  during  the  first  week  in  May,  and 
tho  other  having  terminated  during  the 
first  week  in  June;  and  if  at  the  com- 
meoceesont  of  tho  former  I  had  set  out  for 


Caithness,  I  might  have  passed  one  or  two 
days  at  my  own  house  in  that  remote  dis- 
trict, and  then  returned  to  London,  with, 
out  any  inconvenience,  in  ample  time  for 
the  division.  Another  reason  why  the 
whole  Session  has  been  nearly  thrown 
away  (so  far  as  measures  are  concerned), 
and  why  so  many  bills  have  been  relin<* 
quished,  is,  that  the  leaders  on  both  sides 
(of  whom  I  wish  to  speak  with  all  respect) 
so  seldom  condescend  to  address  the 
House  at  a  reasonable  hour.  They  seem 
to  be,  if  I  may  so  express  myself,  avidi 
nimis  aurkularum,  and  are  unable  or  un- 
willing to  speak  with  empty  stomachs  or 
to  empty  benches ;  but  if  they  would  only, 
like  the  Horatii  and  Curiatii,  stand  for- 
ward at  once  as  the  accredited  champions 
of  their  respective  parties,  the  House 
would  not  be  deserted  at  seven  o'clock,  as 
it  now  invariably  is,  and  their  respective 
adherents  would,  I  believe,  in  general,  be 
quite  satisfied  to  leave  the  discussion  en- 
tirely in  their  hands,*'  The  hon.  Baronet 
then  went  on  to  say — '*  The  accomplished 
debaters  who  occupv  the  front  benches  are 
but  little  aware  of  the  sot  to  voce  chorus  of 
murmurs  which  their  orations,  however 
able,  excite  among  the  exhausted  malcon<* 
tents  who '  sit  with  sad  civility'  behind  them, 
I  muy  perhaps  be  allowed  to  put  a  hypo- 
thetical case,  and  to  suppose  that  the 
Roman  Senate  had  been  so  absurd  and 
unwise  as  to  devote  the  night  to  legtsla* 
tion.  When  the  younger  Members  strutted 
in  at  a  late  hour,  gorged  with  onide  pea« 
cqcks  and  hot  with  the  Tuscan  grape,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  before  they  had  long 
resumed  their  seats  such  objurgatory  ex- 
pressions of  uneasiness  would  be  gently 
interchanged  as  these — '  Surely.  Horten- 
sius  is  particularly  heavy  to  night.'  '  Don't 
you  think  Lucullus  is  intolerably  long- 
winded  f  *Ah,  CsBsar,  I  wish  to  Mor- 
pheus you  would  hold  your  tongue  and  sit 
down ;  what  you  say  is  all  very  true,  my 
fine  fellow,  but  there  is  a  time  for  all 
things,  and  we  have  heard  these  arguments 
at  least  a  dozen  times  already.'  And  it 
must  not  be  supposed  that  these  comments 
would  have  at  ail  been  dictated  by  party 
spleen.  Drowsiness,  like  death,  levels  sll 
distinctions;  and  if  the  leader  of  the 
Movement  party  at  Rome  had  addressed 
ihe  House  after  midnight,  before  he  had 
half  concluded  his  speech,  the  great  ma- 
jority of  his  adherents  would  have  begun 
to  mutter  between  their  teeth— 
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** '  Quosque  tandem  abutere,  CatilinBi  patU 
entia  nostrft  ?' 

and,  although  Brutas  was  an  eloquent  as 
well  as  an  '  honourable  man/  the  sternest 
Republican  would  have  ejaculated  *  et  tu, 
BruteV  if  he  had  risen  to  reply  at  half- 
past  three  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Nay, 
he  could  even  suppose  the  case  of  some 
plain,  lackadaisical  country  senator,  sum- 
moned from  the  plough,  like  Cincinnatus 
(not,  however,  to  save  the  country  by  his 
sword,  but  to  aid  a  party  by  his  suffrage), 
sauntering  about  sunrise  in"  the  lobby, 
lengthways  and  breadthways  alternately, 
with  his  hands  crossed  behind  his  back, 
whistling  for  want  of  thought,  and  ex- 
claiming almost  every  five  minutes  to  the 
door-keeper,  in  a  semi-plaintive^  semi- 
querulous  tone,  and  with  a  face  full  of 
disconsolate  impatience,  '  Is  Cicero  still 
up  r  The  inconvenience,  or  rather  tor- 
ment, to  which  Members  are  subjected  by 
the  present  regulations  and  practices  is 
very  imperfectly  remedied  by  the  expe- 
dient of  pairing-off— a  boon  which  is  al- 
ways most  peremptorily  denied  to  those 
who  most  stand  in  need  of  it.  The  later 
the  hour,  and  the  nearer  the  division,  the 
more  each  of  the  masters  of  the  ceremonies 
on  either  side  becomes — 

"  Impiger,  iracundus^  inexoral>iliSy  acer;*' 

and  veterans  who  have  hobbled  down  upon 
crutches,  or  valetadinarians  who  have 
been  carried  up  in  litters,  ought,  like  a 
soldier  when  enduring  corporal  punish* 
ment,  to  have  a  doctor  standing  by  to  feel 
their  pulses,  and  ascertain  whether  their 
lives  may  not  be  endangered  by  beino: 
compelled  to  sit  up  for  another  hour.  I 
shall  now  very  briefly  state  the  only  alter- 
native  of  remedies  which  has  occurred  to 
me,  and  for  which  I  think  I  almost  deserve 
at  medal  from  the  Humane  Society.  I 
admit  that  our  constituents  are  enti- 
tled to  expect  that  we  shall  look  after 
their  interests,  and  attend  to  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country,  until  a  reason- 
able hour,  but  no  longer.  Now,  sup- 
posing eleven  o'clock  to  be,  as  I  think  it 
IS,  the  period  at  which  we  should  be  re- 
leased from  the  fatigue  and  turmoil  of 
legislation,  I  propose  that  the  officers  of 
the  House  should  at  that  time  take  their 
stations  in  the  lobby,  with  the  printed  lists 
in  their  hands,  and  that  all  Members  who 
have  made  up  their  minds  bow  they  shall 
vote  should  have  their  names  marked, 
and  be  considered  as  included  in  the  di- 


vision, as  if  they  bad  needlessly  and  re* 
luctantly  remained  for  three  or  four  bonii 
longer,  and  gone  through  the  oeremony 
of  being  successively  tapped  on  the 
shoulder  by  the  tellers.  I  cannot,  I  con- 
fess, see  any  very  powerful  objections  to 
this  plan.  The  curious,  in  long  speeches, 
or  the  conscientious  scropleoiongen,  if 
any  such  there  be,  with  whom  the  debate 
has  any  influence  in  determining  how  they 
shall  give  their  suffrages,  might  lemnn 
until  the  end ;  the  orators  might  proceed 
without  an  ungracious  accompaniment  of 
yells  and  yawnings,  and  the  only  other 
consequence  would  be,  a  diminished  con- 
sumption of  stamped  covers  in  the  library, 
of  sodawater  in  the  lobby,  andofcignni 
in  the  smoking>room.  The  second  mode 
of  obviating  this  great  inconvenience 
would  be  by  a  regulation,  that  the  debele 
should  terminate  at  night,  but  the  division 
not  to  take  place  until  the  House  met 
again;  when  the  question  might  at  once 
he  put  from  the  Chair,  and  deckled  wicb- 
out  any  further  discussion — an  arrange- 
ment which  would  enable  the  Members 
who  had  remained  until  the  end,  to  weigh 
more  maturely  the  arguments  to  which 
they  had  listened,  whilst  those  who  had 
been  unable  to  sit  up  untU  the  dose, 
might  have  the  benefit  of  reading  in  the 
public  prints,  before  giving  their  votes, 
the  harangues  which  they  had  not  bad 
the  good  fortune  to  hear,  or  I  should 
perhaps  say,  in  a  great  majority  of  cases, 
the  good  fortune  not  to  hear.  I  therefore 
venture  to  throw  out  these  suggestions  for 
the  consideration  of  the  future  Parliament, 
and  would  say  to  every  Gentleman  now 
present— 

"  — ^— —  Si  quid  novisti  reetius  istis 
Candidus  inperti ;  si  non  his  utere  mecam." 

House  in  Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
the  usual  clause  of  appropriation  which 
was  agreed  to. 

House  resumed ;  Report  to  be  received. 

CoNTROvERTBD  Electiohs]  8ir  G. 
Clerk  moved  the  second  reading  of  Ibn 
Controverted  Elections  Trial  Amendnient 
Bill. 

Mr.  F.  Smith  said,  he  would  not  ob* 
ject  to  the  motion,  though  there  were 
many  parts  of  the  bill  which  he  sbonid 
much  like  to  see  changed.  He  was  the 
less  disposed  to  object  to  it,  tiecanse  he 
looked  upon  it  as  an  esperinent  which 
would  be  tried  in  the  fiisl  Ssssion  of  a 
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new  ParliameDt.  He  however,  must  take 
the  opportunity  of  saying,  that  no  trial  of 
•  controverted  election  could  ever  be  satis- 
factorily tried,  until  the  jurisdiction  was 
removed  altogether  from  the  House. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  said,  that  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  apply  to 
the  immediate  question  before  the  House. 
It  would  be  impossible  at  the  present  pe- 
riod of  the  Session,  to  discuss  the  general 
subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred.  The  object  of  the  present  bill 
was  merely  to  introduce  some  alterations 
in  the  existing  law,  particularly  as  re- 
garded the  Committee  of  Selection.  It 
was  desirable,  that  the  bill  should  be 
made  as  complete  as  possible,  and  the 
provisions  now  proposed  to  be  introduced 
ra  it  were  merely  intended  to  remove  cer- 
tain  difficulties  which  had  occurred.  One 
of  the  alterations  proposed,  was  to  make 
the  attendance  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  compulsory.  He  agreed  en- 
tirely with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  re- 
commended that  change.  Some  such 
enactment  was  necessary,  for  it  would  be 
impossible  tosecure  their  attendance  with* 
oat  it.  Another  alteration  was  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  difficulties  which  had 
occurred  with  regard  to  the  serving  of 
notices.  Another  difficulty  had  arisen  as 
to  cases  where  more  than  one  petition  had 
been  presented  against  a  return.  It  was 
proposed  to  consider  all  such  as  one  peti- 
tion, and  refer  them  to  the  Committee  of 
Selection.  His  right  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  re-enact  the  whole  of  the  former  bill, 
and  the  alterations  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced would  be  printed  in  italics,  so  that 
hon.  Members  could  see  at  a  glance  the 
alterations  intended. 

Mr.  Ord  did  not  think  the  law  had 
totally  failed ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought 
it  a  great  improvement  on  the  old  law« 
He  objected  to  giving  to  any  tribunal  out 
of  the  House  the  power  of  trying  election 
petitions. 

Viscount  Mahan  would  not  oppose  the 
bill,  though  he  still  adhered  to  the  opinion 
he  had  already  expressed-^that  neither 
the  present  nor  any  other  measure  for  the 
trial  of  election  petitions  would  be  suc- 
cessful which  left  the  jurisdiction  in  that 
House  in  all  such  cases.  The  House  was 
now  so  divided  by  party,  and  hostile  poli- 
tical collision  between  those  parties  so 
frequent,  that  he  considered  the  House 
quite  incompetent  to  give  that  calm  and 
impartial  consideration  to  election  ques- 


tions which  they  required,  and  which,  in 
his  opinion,  could  be  expected  only  from 
the  high  judicial  authority  of  the  land. 
In  saying  this,  he  meant  to  cast  no  impu- 
tation on  any  Member  or  body  of  Mem- 
bers, and  he  considered  his  observations 
applied  to  himself  with  the  same  force 
that  they  did  to  any  other  Member. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  thought  the  bill  had  in- 
troduced a  great  deal  of  practical  good, 
and  he  considered  it  still  more  valuable 
as  a  step  to  further  improvement.  He 
thought  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the 
intelligence  of  election  committees.  He 
thought  the  mode  of  selecting  the  Chair- 
man a  great  improvement,  and  he  thought 
it  desirable  to  have  as  permanent  a  Chair- 
man as  possible.  The  question  whether 
such  Chairman  should  be  of  the  House  or 
out  of  the  House,  was  a  very  grave  one, 
and  required  much  consideration.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  go  to  the  extent  of 
making  the  service  of  the  Chairman  com- 
pulsory. No  set  of  men  would  be  harder 
worked  than  they  would  be  during  the 
next  Session,  and  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
injustice  to  the  Chairman,  and  doubling 
the  difficulties  of  the  Committee  of  Selec. 
tion.  He  therefore,  hoped,  that  no  such 
clause  would  be  proposed. 

Mr.  Pryme  did  not  think  this  a  very 
valuable  measure,  but  he  must  adroit, 
that  it  had  not  yet  had  a  fair  trial.  One 
thing  he  thought  deserved  notice.  He 
thought  the  Committee  of  Selection  exer- 
cised too  little  care  and  caution  in  seeing 
that  the  persons  chosen  as  chairmen  of 
committees  had  no  local  connection  of 
any  sort  with  the  matter  which  the  com- 
mittee had  to  try.  Want  of  sufficient 
caution  in  that  respect  tended  to  bring 
back  one  of  the  great  evils  of  the  old  sys- 
tem which  it  was  intended  to  get  rid  of. 
He  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  inten- 
tional partiality  in  the  selection  of  chair- 
men of  election  committees.  What  he 
wanted  to  impress  on  the  House  was  the 
necessity  of  due  caution  in  such  choice. 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  no  Member  was 
ever  chosen  Chairman  who  was  known  to 
be  in  any  way  locally  connected,  how- 
ever remotely,  with  the  county,  city,  or 
borough,  the  return  for  which  he  had  to 
try.  One  thing  he  thought  would  be  an 
improvement  in  the  selection  of  commit- 
tees. It  was,  that  they  should  be  reduced 
from  seven  Members  to  five.  The  respon- 
Isibility  would  be  greater  in  the  case  of 
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eacli  Member,  and  greater  attention  would 
be  paid.    Tbis  was  the  opinion  of  many 
eminent  counsel  who  weiw  ki  the  babit  of 
practising  before  election  committees. 
Bill  read  a  second  time* 

Hioiiwat-Rates.]  On  the  question 
that  the  report  of  the  Highway  Rales  Bill 
be  brought  up. 

Captain  Ptchell  opposed  the  motion. 
He  objected  to  the  bill  on  principle,  it 
went  to  give  the  justices  a  power  to  ap» 
propria te  highway  rates  to  private  pro* 
perty.  He  felt  persuaded,  that  the  House 
was  not  aware  of  the  great  power  it  gave 
to  the  county  magistrates.  He  ^ould, 
therefore,  move,  that  the  report  on  the 
bill  be  brought  up  that  dav  three  months. 

Mr.  Goring  said,  that  the  bill,  instead 
of  injuring  the  public,  was  calculated,  in 
a  very  great  degree,  to  guard  against 
expense  being  incurred  by  parishes,  inas- 
much as  by  its  operation  the  roads  were 
prevented  being  in  such  a  situation  as 
that  an  indictment  would  lie.  It  was,  he 
thought,  of  material  importancey  that  the 
bill  should  be  continued. 

Srr  C.  Snrrell^  said  the  bill  was  ap- 
proved of  by  the  Govern ment— and  it  was 
in  the  opinion  of  many  persons  absolutely 
necessary,  to  enable  the  trustees  of  roads 
to  maintain  them.  It  was  no  violation  of 
principle^  for  under  the  old  law,  statute 
labour  had  been  applied  to  the  repair  of 
turnpike  roads. 

Lord  Elioi  suggested,  that  as  there 
were  not  then  Members  enough  to  make 
u  House,  the  hoa.  Member  i^ould  not 
press  his  amendment  to  a  division,  as  it 
would  delay  the  progress  of  other  bills  to 
which  no  objections  existed* 

Captain  Pecheil  would  not  object  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  but  would 
not  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  bill. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  debate  ad- 
journed ;  Houee  adjourned. 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  June  14,  1841. 

MltfOTXs.]  Bills.  Read  a  fint  time :— M«CEopolli  Im- 
provements; Expeoies;  Bribery  at  Elcctioius  County 
Bzklget  (No.  S). — Read  a  fleeond  tli(iet«*HeuMf  d  In- 
dtutry  (Irebod)!  laaolvtnt  DaMon  (Irdaad)  i  Waiteni 
Australia  y  New  South  Wales  i  Dublin  Wide  Streets  { 
School  Sites  (No.  t);  Loan  Societies  Acts  Continuance  i 
Banks  of  Issue.— Read  a  tfaivd  time  t— TiUie  Gompori- 
tlons  (Irelaad)  t  Administiatkm  of  /ustioe  Aet  Amsnd> 
roent  i  Bills  of  Exdunge  Acts  Continuonoe ;  Loan  So- 
cieties Acts  Continuance. 

pad HOM  pramted.   ByLoidLTQtfiunt, 


asainst  the  piopesad  Ffaaneial  Maawws^  i  By  llw  Ma*. 
quesB  of  AUsa,  from  Ayr,  BguoU  the  RepeiU  of  the  Cosa- 
laws.— By  the  Duke  of  Ajgyle,  from  Tarioos  plaoea, 
^aiaiK  Chiiidi  PitiiOH(c 

Corv-Lawb.]  LonHFilomcliifewielied 
to  know  whether  the  noble  £ari  opposite 
intended  to  bring  forward  his  motion  ott 
the  subject  of  the  Com^ws  to-mocmw  ? 

Earl  Fiinnlliam  said,  that  be  wooid 
not  bring  on  the  motion  to-moriow.  The 
only  other  day  on  which  he  cooM  iotro- 
duce  it  was  Friday,  but  aa  he  undenUMMi, 
that  the  noble  Duke  who  vsnelly  sal  at  tlie 
head  of  the  benches  opposite  would  not 
be  in  the  House  on  that  day,  he  wm 
afraid,  that  he  would  not  be  able  to  bring 
tlie  question  forward  in  a  substantiTe  Ibfvi 
during  the  present  Session.  The  noble 
Earl  presented  a  petition  from  Lieerpo<ri» 
complaining  of  the  general  deprsasioo  of 
trade»  and  approving  of  the  6naoctal  neo- 
sureSy  with  reference  to  com,  sagar,  and 
timber,  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Miimk 
ters.  I'he  noble  £arl  also  presented  ee- 
veral  petitions  from  places  in  Yorksinre, 
for  a  repeal  of  the  CkNrn*laws. 

Earl  Siankape  inquired  whether  the 
Liverpool  petitioners  attributed  the  dio-> 
tressed  slate  of  trade  to  the  operatioo  of 
the  Corn>lawSy  or  to  the  alteration  of  the 
currency  ? 

Earl  FiiKWfiiUam  said»  if  bis  noUo 
Friend  would  read  the  petition  be  would 
see,  that  the  petitiooers  approTcd  of  the 
proposition  of  Ministeie  to  remove  ihm 
sliding  scale,  and  to  have  recourse  to  a 
fixed  duty,  because  the  existing  ajsteaip 
by  restricting  our  commeree  wiUi  rorage 
countries,  tended,  together  with  other  ie» 
strictive  measures,  to  produce  the  evils  of 
which  they  complained.  Three-fourtha  of 
the  persons  engaged  in  the  iroii  tmde  had 
signed  the  petition.  The  iron  trade  was 
unquestionably  in  a  state  of  great  de« 
pression.  A  remarkable  circumstance  bed 
lately  occurred  (of  which  such  of  their 
Lordships  as  were  interested  in  the  select 
must  be  aware),  which  proved  this  to  be 
the  fact.  So  much  was  the  iron  trade  do- 
pressed,  that  in  the  counties  of  Staffixd 
and  Salop  not  less  than  fifty  foraoces  had 
been  pat  out  of  blast.  If  some  ateps  weie 
not  taken  to  remedy  this  state  of  Ibiage, 
a  permanent  injury  to  the  amouat  of  ee» 
veral  millions  annually  would  be  ii 
on  the  manufactures  of  this  eouatry. 

Lord  Aihburtmi  doubted  not,  that 
vera  distress  prevailed  ia  the  iioa  trade  at 
the  present  time.    He  took  it  for  gneted 
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that  it  wai  so.  T\m  ^lemplified  the 
maoDer  in  which  ditiress  occasiooaily 
caoie  upon  manufactured  articlest  bat  that 
distresa  waa  wholly  foreign  to  the  Corn- 
lawa.  Aa  regarded  the  iron  trade  he  had 
lo  obaervey  that  if  any  one  branch  of  in* 
dnatry  bad  been  carried  lo  greater  lengths 
than  another,  it  was  the  iron  trade.  It 
had,  however,  been  in  a  moat  prosperous 
condition,  for  he  had  heard  of  cases  in 
wbieh  persons  had  realised  fortunes  of 
5a»000^  60,000/.,  and  80,000L  a  year 
out  of  chat  trade.  There  might  be,  and 
dottbtleaa  were,  checks  in  the  trade,  but 
that  waa  no  justification  for  attacking 
other  branches  of  industry.  It  would  not, 
however,  be  pretended,  that  the  iron  trade 
waa  depressed  by  foseigo  competition,  for 
it  did  so  happen,  that  no  part  of  the  world 
could  compete  with  this  country  in  the 
flsaoafacture  of  iron.  If  the  noble  Earl 
staled,  that  the  iron  trade  was  labouring 
under  depression  on  ttcoouot  of  the  Corn- 
Jaws,  he  must  tell  the  noble  Earl,  that  he 
waa  labouring  under  a  deiusk>o« 

Earl  FitzwUUam  had  never  stated,  that 
tha  iron  trade  waa  particularly  afiected  by 
the  Corn-laws,  nor  had  the  petitioners 
themselrea  asserted  any  such  thing.  What 
they  said  waa,  that  the  distressed  state  of 
general  trade  (of  which  the  iron  trade 
formed  a  part)  might  be  traced  in  a  con- 
siderable degree  to  the  operation  of  the 
Com^Jawa.  They,  as  a  part  and  portion 
of  the  great  commercial  interests  of  the 
country,  complained  that  those  interests 
at  large  were  injured  by  our  restrictive 
commercial  policy,  and  they  referred  to 
their  own  case  as  a  proof  that  their  pro- 
position was  well  founded. 

l4Nrd  Haiherton  presented  a  petition 
from  West  Brorowich,  signed  by  5,017 
persona,  for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws« 
He  did  not  mean  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
akm  of  those  laws,  but  would  read  the 
concluding  paragraphs  of  the  petition. 
The  petitioners  deplored  the  frightful  de- 
preciation in  the  value  of  manufactures, 
witiMMit  any  corresponding  reduction  in 
the  price  of  provisuMia.  Ti^y  complained, 
that  though  employment  was  scarce,  the 
provisioo  asarket  waa  as  high  as  when 
labour  was  abttadaot;  and  further,  that 
while  food  waa  rendered  excessively  high 
ia  price,  the  existing  aystem,  by  closiog 
foreign  markets  against  our  manufactures, 
aMde  labour  extreoaely  cheap. 

Fotitioo  laid  oa  Ihe  Table. 


Sunday  Traffic]  Lord  Haiherton 
said,  that  he  was  desired  by  the  committee 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  trafficking  on  railways 
and  canals  on  Sundays,  to  present  to  the 
House  the  report  which  they  had  caused 
to  be  drawn  up.  The  committee  had  re- 
ceived a  great  deal  of  evidence  on  the 
subject.  They  had  examined  parties  con- 
nected with  all  the  different  lines  of  com- 
munication between  the  Thames  and  the 
Mersey.  They  had  examined  the  owners, 
servants,  and  many  of  the  carriers  on 
those  lines,  and  they  had  only  abstained 
from  entering  into  an  examination  of  the 
boatmen  as  a  class, because  their  numerous 
petitions  to  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  sufficiently  indicated  their 
opinions  on  the  subject.  The  committee 
were  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  the 
evidence  taken  presented  the  strongest 
possible  case  for  legislative  interference. 
The  social  and  moral  interests  of  the 
country  required  either,  that  some  prohi- 
bitory law  should  be  enacted,  or  that 
power  should  be  given  to  companies  to 
exercise  a  discretion  as  to  certain  hours 
during  which  Sunday  travelling  on  those 
lines  of  communication  should  be  stopped. 
If  the  Government  did  not  take  up  the 
subject  he  would  himself  early  next  Ses* 
siou  present  a  bill  to  their  Lordships  for 
the  purpose  of  investing  companies  with 
permissive  powers. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  unanimity  of  opinion  which 
prevailed  on  this  subject  in  the  committee, 
and  expressed  a  hope,  that  next  Session 
their  views  might  be  carried  into  effect. 

Report  laid  on  the  Table. 

PUNISHMEKT  OF  DxATH.]  On  the 
Motion  of  the  Marquess  of  Normanby, 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
on  the  Punishment  of  Death  Abolition 
Bill. 

On  the  second  clause. 

Lord  Wynford  moved,  that  the  offence 
of  destroying  or  attempting  to  destroy 
sacred  edifices,  should  be  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  the  bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  the  third  clause, 

The  Marquess  of  Westmeath  expressed 
his  objection  to  that  part  which  removed 
the  crime  of  rape  from  the  list  of  capital 
offences.  If  their  Lordships  should  agree 
to  that  propoaitbn,  as  respected  England^ 
which  it  appaared  to  him  would  he  ao  act 
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each  If  ember,  and  greater  atteotioo  would 
be  paid.    This  was  tbe  opinion  of  many 
eminent  counsd  wbo  weM  in  the  habit  of 
practising  before  election  oommitteea. 
Bill  rc»d  a  second  time, 

Hiou way-Rates.]  On  tbe  question 
that  tbe  report  of  tbe  Highway  Rales  Bill 
be  brought  up. 

Captain  PtckeU  opposed  tbe  motion. 
He  objected  to  tbe  bill  on  principle.  It 
•ent  to  give  tbe  justices  a  power  to  ap- 
propriate highway  rates  to  private  pro- 
perty. He  felt  persuaded,  that  the  House 
was  not  aware  of  tbe  great  power  it  gave 
to  tbe  county  magistntes.  He  should, 
therefore,  move,  tbst  the  report  on  the 
bill  be  brought  op  that  day  three  months. 

Mr.  Gimmg  said,  that  the  bill,  instead 
of  injuring  tbe  public,  was  calculated,  in 
*  ^^  gv^Mt  degree,  to  guard  against 
expense  being  incurred  by  parities,  inas- 
much as  by  its  operation  the  roads  were 
prevented  being  in  such  a  situation  as 
that  an  indictment  would  lie.  It  was,  be 
thought,  of  material  tmportanoey  that  tbe 
bill  ^uld  be  continued. 

Sir  C.  BmrrelL,  said  the  bell  was  ap- 
proved  of  by  tbe  Government*— and  it  was 
m  the  opinion  of  many  persons  absolutely 
necessary,  to  enable  the  trustees  of  roads 
to  maintain  them.  It  was  no  violation  of 
principle*  for  under  the  old  law,  statute 
labour  bad  been  applied  to  tbe  repair  of 
turnpike  roads. 

Lord  £/aol  suggested,  that  as  there 
were  not  then  Members  enough  to  make 
a  Houas,  tbe  boo.  Member  &onld  not 
prem  bis  amendment  to  a  division,  as  it 
wouki  delay  tbe  progrsu  of  other  bills  to 
which  no  objections  existed. 

Captain  PtckeU  would  not  object  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  but  would 
not  withdraw  his  opposition  to  tbe  bill. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  debate  ad> 
jouraed;  House  adjourned* 


■***»*»«i*«^i«» 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  June  14,  1841. 

MiNom.]  BUlk  Head  •  Snt  tbnt  t-^Uttaopaat  Im- 
proiraneDts  {  fftpwim  ;  Bribery  at  Qectaoiit  i  County 
BiMfW  (No.  f).^RMd  a  MMOd  tiBfti— H«ani  9t  to> 
dHiiy  (Ii«lMi)i  iBWImii  PitUMi  (Inlnd)  t  WeMn 
Atamltes  New  Sooth  Wakii  DubUn  Wide  Stmts; 
Sdwol  Stta  (No.  S) :  Loon  Sodadct  Acu  Cootlottniee  i 

Hoot  (IrriMdIi  Aiteriiiirtiiniw  oTJiMlwt  Ac 
moit  I  Billi  oT  Ksidmigt  Ads  CootiiMUMe  t 
rictkii  Ads  ContinoiBOfc 


of  Aila.  inm  Ayr,  apiast  tht 
the  Duke  of  Aink, 


CouvLaws.]  Lord  fFftonml^  wished 
10  know  whether  the  noble  Eail 
intended  to  bring  forward  fab 
the  subjeet  of  the  Coni-laws 

Eari  FiiMwiiliam  aaid,  that  he 
not  bring  on  the  motion  to-asonww. 
only  other  day  on  which  he  coaU 
duoe  it  was  Friday,  but  as  be  andeinnod, 
that  the  noble  Doke  who  nsoally  sat  at  iha 
head  of  tbe  beaches  opposite  would  sat 
be  in  the  Honae  on  that  day,  he  was 
afraid,  that  he  wonkl  aot  be  able  to  briag 
tbe  questKNi  forward  in  a  salMtantive  ham 
during  the  present  Session.  The  noUa 
Earl  presented  a  petitioo  from  Liacfpool, 
complaining  of  tbe  general  depraesion  af 
trade,  and  approving  of  the  6aaMal 
sures,  with  reference  to  com,  sagar, 
timb^,  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
ters.  The  noble  Earl  also  prasaated  sa» 
veral  petitions  from  places  in 
for  a  repeal  of  tbe  Gorn^laws. 

Eari  Siemkope  iaqaired  whether 
Liverpool  petitioners  attribated  the 
tressed  state  of  trade  to  the  operaiaoa  of 
the  Corn>laws»  or  to  tbe  alteralioa  of  iha 
carrency  ? 

Earl  FiiKwUUam  said,  if  his  aobla 
Friend  woaki  read  the  potion  ha  wsald 
see,  that  the  petitioaers  approved  of  tha 
proposition  of  Ministers  to  rfBMwe  tha 
sliding  scale,  and  to  have  reeoarse  «•  a 
filed  daty,  because  the  existing  mtem, 
1^  restricling  oar  commeroe  with  kmrngm 
coantries,  tended,  together  with  other  iw- 
strictiva  measures,  to  prodnca  the  evib  of 
which  they  complained*  Thraa-foufths  of 
the  persons  engaged  in  tbe  iron  tnde  had 
signed  tbe  petition.  The  im  trade  vaa 
unquestMNiably  in  a  stale  of  grsat  do* 
pression.  A  remarkable  eircaoMaace  had 
lately  occurred  (of  which  each  of  their 
Lordships  as  were  interested  in  the  safcisol 
must  be  aware),  which  proved  this  lo  be 
the  fact.  So  much  was  the  iron  trade  da* 
pressed,  that  m  the  eoaatiesof  Slaibsd 
aad  Salop  aot  Ices  than  ifky  luraaees  had 
been  pet  oat  of  blast.  If  soaM  atepe  waiw 
not  taken  to  remedy  this  state  of  things^ 
a  permanent  injury  to  the  amoaat  of  ea» 
vetal  millions  aanaally  would  be  iaiidad 
on  the  manubctares  cif  this  ooaatry. 

Lord  itsMarUsa  doubted  not,  that  at* 
vera  distress  prevailed  in  the  iroa  trade  at 
the  present  time.    Ha  mok  it  inr  pMlnd 
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strongest  objections  to  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  the  clause,  he  should,  therefore, 
move  the  third  clause  be  omitted. 

Lord  Brmigham  admitted  the  subject 
under  consideration  was  one  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  morals  of  society. 
Within  the  last  four  or  five  years  there 
were  about  a  hundred  prosecutions  for 
this  offence,  but  only  twelve  convictions. 
The  jurors  could  not  be  prevailed  upon 
for  any  consideration  to  be  made  parties 
to  what  must  turn  out  to  be  the  destruc* 
tion  of  human  life,  where  there  was  the 
possibility  or  a  doubt  in  their  minds  that 
guilt  did  not  really  exist.  He  must  re- 
mind their  Lordships  of  the  great  pecu- 
liarity of  this  offence.  A  very  learned 
judge  bad  said,  with  reference  to  this 
offence^  that  the  accusation  was  very 
easily  made,  but  most  difficult  to  refute. 
It  was  not  simply  a  question  whether  the 
prisoner  should  be  convicted  or'  not,  but 
it  was  a  question  as  to  whether  the  pri- 
soner should  be  convicted  or  the  witness 
discredited.  The  consequence  of  this 
consideration  was,  that  the  juror  always 
felt  more  or  less  a  doubt  hanging  over  the 
testimony  given,  and  hence  the  difficulty 
under  the  existing  law  of  procuring  con- 
victions where  guilt  did  really  exist.  The 
juror  would  say,  he  would  not  send  the 
prisoner  to  be  executed  upon  evidence 
which  he  was  not  willing  to  believe.  He 
recollected  an  extraordinary  case  which 
had  occurred  not  very  long  ago,  of  appa- 
rently the  most  aggravated  nature.  The 
prosecutrix  was  called  and  examined  at 
great  length,  the  case  appeared  to  be  per- 
fectly plain,  and  the  feeling  with  which 
the  judge  and  the  jury  were  influenced 
was,  that  it  was  a  case  of  extra- personal 
violence,  and  one  of  the  most  aggravated 
nature.  The  evidence  that  was  adduced 
on  the  occasion  went  to  show,  that  the 
prosecutrix  had  been  knocked  down  upon 
the  ground  with  the  most  brutal  violence. 
The  prisoner  denied  the  charge  altogether, 
but  the  charge  against  him  appeared  to  be 
so  clearly  proved,  that  the  jurors  overcame 
their  usual  scruples  and  brought  in  a  ver- 
dict of  guilty.  Notwithstanding  this  re- 
sult, it  soon  afterwards  appeared  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe,  that  this  verdict 
was  an  erroneous  one.  Notwithstanding 
all  appearances  were  against  the  unfortu- 
nate prisoner,  it  speedily  turned  out  that 
the  prosecutrix  should  not  have  been  be- 
lieved. His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
tho  Home  Department  immediately  or- 


dered a  commutation,  or  a  postponement 
of  the  sentence  (he  did  not  recollect 
which),  but  at  all  events  time  was  given 
for  further  inquiry  into  the  matter,  the 
result  of  which  was,  that  the  most  satis- 
factory evidence  was  produced  to  show, 
that  the  commutation  and  postponement 
of  the  sentence  was  right,  and  the  verdict 
of  the  jury  was  wrong.  The  evidence  was 
no  less  than  the  complete  confession  of 
the  prosecutrix  herself.  The  bare  exist- 
ence of  such  a  case,  from  his  knowledge 
of  the  law  in  this  country,  will  make  it 
for  years  and  years  to  come,  impossible  to 
procure^  in  that  part  of  the  country,  a 
conviction  for  this  offence.  It  was  for  the 
purpose  of  making  the  law  effective,  and 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  cases  as 
that  he  had  just  stated,  that  he  wished  to 
see  the  law  in  this  respect  changed*.  He 
wished  it  were  possible  to  frame  the  law 
so  as  to  retain  capital  punishment  for  par- 
ticular cases  of  an  aggravated  nature,  and 
in  which  the  offence  had  been  prove  be- 
yond the  possibility  of  a  doubt,  and  to 
abolish  capital  punishment  in  those  of  a 
general  description.  This  House  was  cer- 
tainly not  bound  to  pay  that  deference  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  by  passing 
this  bill,  because  the  other  House  had 
agreed  to  it,  but,  upon  a  question  of  this 
peculiar  description,  he  thought  they 
were  bound  to  look  at  what  was  passing 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  had  so 
many  divisions  of  late,  and  which  had 
latterly  been  muttering  rather  than  pro- 
nouncing its  decisions  upon  so  many  im- 
portant questions  of  policy.  But  upon  a 
question  like  this  before  their  Lordships, 
when  they  saw  the  other  House,  notwith- 
standing their  conduct  on  other  subjects, 
coming  forward  with  the  majority  of  two 
or  three  to  one  in  favour  of  this  clause,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  should  agree  to  it. 
He  would  venture  to  say  that,  practically 
speaking,  if  the  law  stands  where  it  does, 
it  is  changed  in  its  administration,  and 
should  now  be  altered  in  its  letter.  He 
would,  therefore,  earnestly  hope  that  their 
Lordships  would  affirm  the  clause. 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  he  considered 
capital  punishment  should  be  retained  in 
cases  of  an  aggravated  nature,  and  where 
the  prosecutrix  was  corroborated  in  her 
evidence.  He  thought  the  sympathy 
of  the  public  would  always  go  with 
the  punishment,  particularly  when  the 
offence  had  been  committed  by  two 
or  more  persons,  and  where  the  pro8e« 
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ciitriz  bad  been  clearly  coafimad  in  her 
tetlimooy  by  laootber  witaesf.  He  could 
not  help  ibiakin^  that  there  was  eome  ia- 
coDswteney  io  proposiag  a  bill  of  this  iiii« 
portance  the  lait  week  of  the  8eMioa. 
He  waa  of  opinioa  that  it  was  mocli  better 
to  leave  the'  law  as  it  stood  than  to  legis* 
late  upon  it  in  a  hurry.  By  so  doing  he 
was  satisfied  that  no  improper  eieetttion 
woold  take  place.  He  suggested  that  the 
law  shoold  be  left  as  it  was,  until  they 
coold  give  the  subject  that  deliberation 
which  the  importance  of  the  case  de- 
Biaaded.  He  was,  bowevert  of  this 
opinion,  that  there  should  be  always  a 
confirmation  of  the  evidence  against  the 

Erisoner  before  capital  punishment  should 
e  inflicted.  If  the  House  should  divide 
upon  the  amendment,  he  should  vote  in 
lavour  of  expuo^g  the  clause  altogether. 
The  Lord  CAanceUar  said,  that  their 
Lofdships  should  recollect  that  the  quea* 
tion  was  not  altogether  as  to  whether  the 
individual  deserved  the  punishment  which 
the  law  awarded  for  this  offence,  but  whe* 
ther  that  puniahment  was  calculated  to 
prevent  the  commission  of  the  crime. 
Now,  if  they  found  that  the  severity  of  the 
punisiiment  attending  the  commission  of 
this  offence,  and  the  probability  oi  the 
prisoner's  innocence,  notwithstanding  the 
evidence  of  the  prosecutrix,  if  they  found 
that  these  ideas  were  operating  upon  the 
juroia'  minds,  to  deter  them  from  finding 
the  prisoner  guilty,  and  theraby  perhaps, 
in  many  cases  enabling  the  really  guilty 
to  escape,  surely  they  must  see  that  the 
law  required  some  alteration*  The  law 
was  formed  not  so  much  for  pcmishment 
as  prevention.  With  this  view  of  the 
question,  he  thought  they  would  have  no 
difficnlty  in  coming  to  the  conclusion, 
that  by  retaining  this  clause  as  it  atood, 
they  were  adopting  that  course  whieb  waa 
better  calculated  to  prevent  the  oommis* 
sioA  of  this  offence  than  when  the  law 
waa  more  severe.  It  was  the  certainty  of 
pnnisbflsent  and  not  the  severity  of  the 
punishment  that  prevented  crime.  It  was 
because  there  was  such  a  great  probability 
of  escape,  that  the  offence  had  been  so 
often  committed.  The  noble  Marquess 
who  snoved  this  question  before  the  House 
had  lefeited  to  oertain  retama  in  1840, 
but  he  had  included  in  the  one  number 
the  charges  of  fape,  and  the  charges  of 
aasaultiag  with  the  intent  to  commit  rape. 
If  the  noUe  Marqueai  had  pursued  his 
ui4iiiry>  and  kapi  those  catniss  sepaiaiey 


he  would  doubtless  have  found  an  mgw- 
ment  strongly  opposed  to  the  part  be  had 
taken  in  this  debate..  It  appeared  by  the 
returns  of  the  number  of  chai^gen  for  rape 
during  the  year  1840,  theae  were  fifty *aix, 
of  wbieh  number  only  eighteen  bad  beea 
convicted,  being  only  about  the  oiie-4bini. 
But  of  the  charges  of  asaault  wiib  ibe  ia- 
tent  to  commit  a  rape  there  weie  106,  and 
seventy-four  convictioas,  being  aboat  a«o- 
thirda.  He  would  aak  if  those  fiseta  dtd 
not  lead  then  to  the  coaelusioa,  tbai  by 
keeping  up  the  severity  of  the  paniabmcat 
they  were  only  encouraging  ralber  tbaa 
suppressing  the  crime. 

The  Earl  of  HaddingUm  said,  be  bad 
come  down  to  the  House  with  an  iaciioa* 
tion  to  vote  for  the  omission  of  the  wovda 
objected  to  by  the  noble  Maiqueaa ;  bat 
after  hearing  the  reaaons  urged  for  tbeir 
retention,  founded  on  the  state  of  peblie 
opinion,  and  the  experience  of  the  last 
ten  years,  aa  well  as  the  arguowats  of  tba 
four  learned  Lords  who  had  spoken  in  tbe 
course  of  the  debate,  he  confeaaed  be 
could  not  vote  for  their  omissioa.  Bat  be 
was  most  desirous  to  frame  a  proviao,  if 
possible,  to  retain  tbe  punisbmeat  of 
death  for  aggravated  cases  of  rape  eflbcted 
by  a  combinatwn  of  persons. 

Tbe  Marquess  of  fVestmeaik  reaaikcd 
that  the  law  would  adopt  the  principle  of 
the  New  Poor4aw,  which  threw  tbe  whole 
hardship  on  the  mother  in  the  caae  of  a 
putative  child,  by  throwing  all  tbe  bard* 
ship  on  the  woman  in  cases  of  vfolatioo. 
In  Older,  therefore,  to  make  room  for  tbe 
amendment  which  would  have  been  |Mro* 
posed  by  his  noble  Friend,  he  woald 
withdraw  his  amendment. 

The  Earl  of  CkkkHter  said,  that  leav- 
ing  the  law  capital  in  respect  to  oertaia 
aggravated  cases  would  defeat  Ihe.obieci 
of  the  legislature,  for  tbe  eouoael  for  the 
prisoners  would,  in  pleading  for  tbeoa, 
work  on  the  feelings  of  the  jury  by  iai* 
pressing  on  them  that  by  bringing  in  a 
verdkrt  of  guilty  they  would,  peifaafM, 
bang  an  innocent  man;  and  thus  ibe 
doubt  and  the  contemplation  of  the  awful 
contingency  would  induce  juriea  to  acqalfc 
the  criminals  of  whose  guilt  they  ADUffai 
not  have  the  alig^tast  moral  doubt.  Sncb 
a  clause  woald  therefore  be  of  no  asal 
protectioa  to  women*  His  esxperieaoa  aa 
a  chairmaa  of  (Quarter  sewions  had  ua« 
pittssed  upon  bun  the  opinfoa  be  no«r 
gave* 

On  tba  quastaon  that  Iba  clMMitaikl 
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part  of  the  bill,  Iheir  Lcwdships  divided. 
Contents  42;  Not  Contents  38:  Ma- 
jority 4* 

The  Marquess  of  Westmeaih  asked 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
vonld  on  the  third  reading  propose  any 
proposition  to  meet  aggravated  cases  of 
rape? 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  he 
thought  the  diffioulties  in  framing  such  a 
provision  would  be  Insuperable ;  he  should 
therefore  neither  propose  a  clause  himself, 
nor  agree  to  one  proposed  by  any  other 
noble  Lord. 

Bill  reported -"to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday  fJrme  14,  1841. 

MiNurm.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time:— Adminiitratiaii  of 
JiBtiee*— Read  a  aeeond  time ;— Regtater  of  Voten. 

MtHtoos  iiiBiBlei  By  Ifr.  Villkn.  Mr.  BImUmto,  Mr. 
Flatheroc^  Lord  Morpeth,  Sir  De  Lacy  £vaM,  Mr, 
Hawes,  Mr.  Deoistoun,  Mr.  Hastie,  and  other  hoo.  Mcm- 
ven»  ftoni  rlottinglMm«  Crief «  South  fifoltoii>  WoItc^ 
kmptOBt  fulfill*  Bslloiif  CnydoBt  Simeyt  Weatmiii^ 
tar»  and  a  freat  many  other  placet,  for  •  Repeal  of  tlie 
Corn-laws.— By  Sir  Edward  Fihner,  Mr.  Darby,  Yiaoount 
OHtieva^,  Lord  Oiimston,  Sir  J.  T.  BuBer,  and  other 
Jwa.  Mwnteew,  tasn  West  Snasez.  Down,  Itatfad*ii% 
Devonshire,  and  other  plaoeSj  against  Alteration  of  tlie 
Coni-lawB.— By  Mr.  Walter,  fhnn  Essex,  and  other  parts 
of  tba  kiiwdasa,  unnidahiiig  of  the  OpeBatfcm  of  the 
New  Poor-law  BiU»-*By  Mr.  Ainaporth,  <tom  Boltoo* 
that  Liverpool  might  he  Appointed  a  Station  for  the  Wet) 
India  Mail  PiBkets. 

PriT  ATB       BUSIN  ESS. — DlSSOLUTIOV 

or  Parliamrkt,]  Mr.  Lock  wished  to 
know  what  course  Ooremment  meant  to 
punue  in  regard  to  the  private  bills  belbre 
the  House,  in  the  event  of  a  dissolution 

Mr.  Lahowchere  said,  that  he  had  given 
the  matter  his  eonsideralion,  and  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  if  he  held 
the  same  situation  in  the  next  Pariiament 
which  he  held  in  the  present,  be  would  re- 
coOMDend  that  the  eouiae  pufsued  in  re- 
gard to  private  business  at  the  dissolution 
of  1831  sbouM  be  adopted  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  did  not  believe,  that  any 
great  amount  of  private  business  would 
be  stopped  by  the  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
Mient,  but  at  the  sasse  time  as  there  were 
one  or  two  hiib  of  great  importance,  be 
thought  it  but  just  that  the  House  should 
take  the  same  course  in  this  respect  as 
they  did  in  18S1.  It  was  impossible  for 
the  present  House  to  pledge  itself  in  aoy 
respect,  but  be  bad  no  douot  that  the  two 

Homai  «f  ParliMwt  would  xoliefo  those 


parties  who  had  proceeded  with  private 
business,  so  far  as  to  put  any  bills  which 
might  be  stopped  by  the  dissolution,  in 
the  same  situation  in  the  next  Parliament 
as  they  stood  at  the  time  of  the  dis* 
solution. 

ApPR0VRlAT^t>V«— BURDEVS     On 

Land.]  The  Chancellor  of  ike  Excke*' 
quer  having  brought  up  the  report  of  the 
committee  on  the  Appropriation  Bill, 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  offer  one  or  two 
observations  in  regard  to  what  he  had  as* 
serted  the  other  evening,  that,  under  the 
Corn-laws  as  they  at  present  existed,  the 
agricultural  interest  leWed  from  the  con- 
munity  a  greater  sum  than  the  whole 
amount  of  the  taxes  paid  to  the  8tate. 
He  wished  to  show  that  his  assertion  was 
not  of  so  vi^ue  a  nature  as  it  was  repre- 
sented to  be  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge.  He  had 
stated  that  he  considered  the  landed  pro- 
prietors of  England  to  be  in  a  much  more 
favoured  condition  than  the  landed  pro« 
prietors  of  any  other  part  of  the  world, 
and  he  was  prepared  to  prove,  that  while 
the  landed  proprietors  of  this  country 
were  almost  free  from  taxation,  those  of 
FVance  paid  nearly  forty  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  revenue  of  that  country.  He  sta^ 
ted  this  on  the  authority  of  a  statement 
of  M.  Humann,  minister  of  finanee«-« 
statement  which  he  considered  unanswer- 
able, and  which  had  never  been  contra- 
dicted. In  Belgium  he  found  that  the 
land-tax  was  22  per  cent.,  and  in  H<riland 
25  per  cent,  of  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
state.  He  had  stated  that  Engtand  was 
in  the  same  situation  in  which  France  was 
in  1789,  when  the  nobility  were  exeaspted 
fttxn  taxation,  and  when  the  whole  revenue 
was  levied  from  the  working  classes.  He 
repeated,  that  the  people  of  England  were 
now  in  the  same  situation  in  which  the 
people  of  France  were  at  that  period,  and 
that  while  they  paid  the  greater  part  of 
the  revenue,  the  landed  proprietors  paid 
no  portion  of  the  revenue  wnatever— ^he 
amount  they  received  in  the  shape  of  pro- 
tective duties  being  considerably  more 
than  the  taxes  which  they  were  called  on 
to  pay.  The  landed  interest  in  this  conn- 
try,  consisting  principally  of  the  aristo- 
cracy, he  thought  sufficiently  showed  that 
it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  arbtocracy 
alone  that  the  Corn-laws  were  maintained. 
They  enjoyed  in  addition  a  large  portion  of 
the  twenty  miUioas  paid  to  the  nmj  wd 
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navy;  and  the  joarnals  of  the  House 
proved  that  every  possible  burden  bearing 
on  the  land  of  the  country  had  been  re* 
moved  by  acts  of  Parliament.  He  had  in 
his  hand  a  list  of  taxes  formerly  levied  on 
the  whole  of  the  community,  but  which, 
since  1816,  had  been  gradually  taken  off 
the  land  while  they  wefe  suffered  to  remain 
on  the  community  at  large.  Taxes  on 
husbandry,  agricultural  servants,  horses, 
and  so  forth,  had  been  repealed.  The 
statement  in  his  hand  showed  that  130,000 
farmhouses  were  exempt  from  all  taxes 
whatever,  while  taxes  on  houses  were  con- 
tinued. The  paper  he  had  in  his  hand  also 
showed  that  there  was  no  less  a  sam  than 
983,000/.  annual  taxation  which  was  for- 
merly borne  by  the  land,  and  which  it  Aid 
not  now  pay,  but  which  otherportions  of  the 
community  still  continued  to  pay.  It  was  an 
attempt  to  delude  ihecommunitytosavthat 
there  were  burdens  on  the  land  which  the 
community  did  not  bear.  He  would  refer 
to  the  evidence  before  the  committee  in 
1835,  on  the  distress  which  existed  at  that 
time  in  the  agricultural  districts ;  and  he 
thought  he  could  satisfy  the  House  how 
completely  the  landed  proprietors  in  both 
Houses  had  passed  laws  to  favour  pro- 
perty ;  and  he  would  tell  the  noble  I^rd, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that  when 
he  proposed  to  give  8f.  protection  to  the 
landed  proprietor  for  every  quarter  of 
wheat,  he  was  imposing  a  tax  of  the  most 
onerous  nature,  and  one  which  the  land- 
owners were  not  entitled  to.  Now,  he 
begged  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  evidence  given  before  the  committee 
on  agricultural  distress,  which  sat  in 
1835:— 

"  Mr.  John  Rolfei  a  farmer  and  appraiser 
of  farming  stock,  renting  from  200  to  300  acres, 
in  the  county  of  Bocks,  was  adsed,  *  Is  there 
any  other  tax  than  the  malt  tax,  which  presses 
immoderately  upon  the  farmer  ? — No,  except 
the  assessed  taxes.  I  pay  for  mv  riding  horse 
1/.  8«.  9d.,  and  for  my  groom,  l/.  No  tax  but 
the  window  tax  presses  on  the  farmer,  and  I 
pay  for  that  4/.  a  vear.  There  is  a  county  rate, 
the  removal  of  which  would  amount  to  some- 
thing, but  not  a  great  deal.  Is  there  any  other 
tax  that  presses  on  the  farmer  P^No  direct  tax 
that  I  know  of.* , 

Mr.  Henry  Morton  was  asked, 

"  What  do  you  pay  for  your  assessed  taxes  ? 
-»A  mere  nothing ;  our  direct  taxes  are  very 
small.  I  do  not  pay  on  all  the  land  I  hold 
above  10/." 

He  (Mr.  Hume)  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Oentlemani  that  if  the  landowners  were 


burdened  with  any  tax  that  other  classes 
of  the  community  were  not  lubjeet  to, 
protection  should  be  afforded  to  them 
to  that  extent,  but  he  saw  that  tfaej  were 
not,  while  up  to  the  present  time  apwanb 
of  20,000,000/.  had  been  repealed  for  the 
benefit  of  agriculture.  He  would  pro- 
ceed to  state  some  of  the  bordeoa  to 
which  personal  property  was  aabject,  bat 
from  which  landed  property  was  ezempc. 
In  1798  Mr.  Pitt  had  brought  in  two  bills, 
the  one  for  raising  a  revenue  from  the 
descent  of  landed  property,  the  other  for 
raising  a  revenue  from  the  descent  of  per- 
sonal property.  The  latter  bill  passed  into 
a  law ;  the  former  one  was  rejected  on  the 
third  reading,  and  up  to  the  present  hour, 
personal  property  had  continued  liable 
to  the  tax.  Since  the  act  had  passed, 
personal  property  had  paid  altogether 
60,108,084/.  165.  Sd.  to  that  tax,  while 
landed  property  was  entirely  exempt  from 
any  such  charge.  Now  this  relief  from 
direct  taxation  was  a  point  which  boa. 
Gentlemen  who  wished  to  coDtinue  to  tax 
the  food  of  the  community,  ought  fairly 
to  consider.  Then,  besides  this  relief  from 
direct  taxation,  the  landed  interest  had 
had,  through  the  weakness  of  the  ministry 
in  yielding  to  the  country  gentlemen^  up- 
wards  of  80,000/.  annoally  paid  to  them 
in  aid  of  county  rates,  which  amounted 
altogether  to  nearly  500,000/.  Besides 
this,  the  landed  proprietors  had,  during 
the  last  four  years,  received  every  year, 
in  consequence  of  the  rise  in  the  price 
of  corn,  and  other  articles  of  food,  a 
tax  exceeding  50,000,000/.  sterling,  being 
more  than  the  whole  amount  paid  towards 
the  wants  of  the  state.  It  was  aseless 
to  deny  that  the  landed  interest  received 
50,000,000/.  per  annum  from  the  taxes 
on  food.  In  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  import  duties  committee,  Mr.  Mac- 
gregor  stated 

"  That  there  were  import  duties  on  the  fbt- 
lowing  articles  :— malt ;  beef  and  poik,  fresh 
or  slightly  cured ;  lamb  and  mutton ;  cattle^ 
sheep,  and  swine.  High  duties  are  levied  on 
the  following  articles,  to  protect  British  agri- 
cultural and  grazing  interests : — tongues,  3c/. 
each;  bacon,  28i.  per  cwt. ;  pork,  salted,  ISx. 
per  cwt. ;  sausages,  4d,  per  lb. ;  potatoes,  2d. 
per  lb. ;  beer  and  mum,  3/.  1«.  Id.,  or  about 
2f.  per  gallon  ;  ale,  other  than  mum,  8/.  13s.; 
beans,  kidney  or  Frendi,  lOd.  per  bushel;  fruits 
various  duties ;  cider,  Sl4  lOi.  per  tun ;  bay, 
24f.  per  load  of  36  trusses;  lard,  8s«  per 
cwt.;  onioDS,  3i.  per  bushel ;  lentils,  tOd.  per 
bushel ;  pearl  barley,  ITt,  6d,  per  cwt.;  mus* 
tard  and  carraway^  and  many  other  seeds,'' 
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The  witness  was  then  asked, 

**  Have  you  ever  heard  any  estimate  of  that 
kind  with  respect  to  bread  or  flonrP  With 
respect  to  bread  and  flour,  the  difference 
which  the  labourer  pays  in  money  is  from  forty 
to  eighty  per  cent  more  than  the  foreign  con- 
sumer. Taking  the  gross  amount  of  revenue  paid 
into  the  Treasury  at  50|000,OOOA  a  year,  have 
you  been  able  to  form  an  opinion  what  pro- 
portion this  additional  taxation  on  the  food  of 
the  country  would  be? — I  consider  that  the 
taxation  imposed  upon  the  country  upon  the 
production  of  wealth,  through  labour  and  in- 
genuity, by  our  duty  on  corn,  and  the  pro- 
vision duties  and  prohibitions,  are  far  greater, 
probably  much  more  than  double  the  amount 
of  taxation  paid  into  the  Treasury." 

Anotber  witness,  Mr.  Deacon  Hume, 
was  asked, 

**  You  are  of  opinion,  that  all  those  pro- 
tective duties  are,  in  fact,  a  direct  tax  upon 
the  community,  by  raising  the  price  of  every 
one  of  those  articles  to  the  consumer  } — Most 
decidedly.  I  cannot  analyse  the  charge  which 
I  pay  in  any  other  way,  tlian  that  part  of  it  is 
the  pricds  of  the  commodity,  and  part  is  a 
duty,  though  it  goes  out  of  my  private  pocket, 
into  anotber  private  pocket,  instead  of  into 
that  of  the  public.  Have  you  ever  made  a 
calculation  as  to  the  amount  of  taxation  which 
the  community  pay  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
creased price  of  wheat  and  butchers'  meat, 
which  is  occasioned  by  the  monopoly  now  held 
by  land  ?-*I  think  that  a  tolerable  calculation 
may  be  made  of  that  increased  charge*  It  is 
generaUy  calculated  that  each  person,  upon  the 
average,  consumes  a  quarter  of  wheat  a  year. 
Assuming,  then,  the  amount  of  duty  that  this 
wheat  paid,  or  the  price  enhanced  by  protec- 
tion, whatever  that  is,  as  far  as  bread  goes,  to 
be  lOi.,  it  would  be  that  amount  upon  the 
whole  population.  Then  yon  could  hardly  say 
less  than,  perhaps,  double  that  for  butchers' 
neat  and  other  matters ;  so  that  if  we  were  to 
say,  that  the  com  is  enhanced  bv  lOt.  a  quar* 
ter,  there  would  be  that  lOs.  and  20i.  more  as 
the  increase  of  the  price  of  meat,  and  other 
agricultural  productions,  including  hay  and 
oats  for  horses,  barley  for  beer,  as  well  as 
butter  and  cheese.  That  would  be  36,000,000/. 
a  year,  and  the  public  are  in  fact  paying 
that  as  effectually  out  of  their  pockets,  as  if 
it  did  go  to  the  revenue  in  the  tbrm  of  direct 
taxes.'' 

The  House  would  see,  from  this  state- 
ment, that  the  estimate  which  he  had 
given  was  extremely  low.  He  considered 
that  it  was  impossible  for  the  House  longer 
to  persist  in  maintaining  such  a  state  of 
things,  when  they  saw  the  misery  and  dis- 
tress existing  at  this  moment  in  every 
part  of  the  country.  He  had  statements 
from  Birmingham,  Bolton,  and  other 
places,  which  he  would  submit  to  the 


House  to-morrow,  when  he  intended  to 
enter  into  the  subject  at  greater  length. 
Before  they  persisted  in  refusing  to  admit 
an  amelioration,  he  begged  them  to  un- 
derstand what  were  likely  to  be  the  con- 
sequences, and  not  to  throw  away  the 
examples  which  history  furnished  of  conn- 
tries  driven  to  desperation  by  famine  and 
want.  These  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  considered  they  had  been  de« 
fraoded  of  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  question  of  Corn- laws  by  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth's 
majority  of  one  in  the  recent  vote  of  want 
of  confidence.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  introduced  that  motion,  they 
would  have  had  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws  properly  discussed.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  candid,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  expected  he  would  have  been,  he 
would  have  stated  the  course  he  intended 
to  pursue  with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  thought  that  it  was  not 
only  the  height  of  impropriety  to  delude 
the  people  on  a  question  like  the  present, 
but  that  it  was  wicked  in  the  extreme, 
and  the  statement  of  the  boo.  Grentleman 
that  the  landed  interest  bore  no  share  in 
the  taxation  of  the  country  was  a  state- 
ment which  would  only  tend  to  delude 
the  public.  The  land-tax,  the  poor-rates, 
and  tithes,  all  which  were  home  by  the 
landed  interest,  did  not  amount  to  less 
than  50  per  cent  of  the  whole  revenue. 

Report  received,  and  the  Bill  ordered 
to  be  engrossed. 

Debts  of  Parishes.]  Sir  E.  Knatch^ 
hull  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Debts  of  Parishes 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  dis- 
charged. 

Mr.  Benjamin  Wood  said,  be  objected 
to  the  Bill,  as  it  provided  for  the  payment 
of  certain  debts — one  upwards  of  seven 
years,  the  amount  and  number  of  which 
were  not  specified.  He  was  desirous  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  real  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  was  glad  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  to  withdraw  it,  as  next  session 
he  trusted  such  information  would  be  laid 
before  the  House  as  would  enable  it  to 
legislate  on  the  snbject. 

Mr.  Warburion  said,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  had  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  Bill  going  through  another  stage- 
He  was  not  responsible  for  the  Bill  not 
going  through  another  stage.  It  would 
be  most  unreasonable  to  pass  the  Bill 
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hi  once,  iavoWlng,  at  it  did,  pariih  pro- 
perty to  ao  enormous  amount,  without 
insiituUog  a  full  inquiry  into  the  circum- 
stances connecled  with  the  subject.  He 
knew  a  parish  in  the  metropolis  which 
forty  years  ago  borrowed  a  sum  of  money 
for  the  repair  of  a  church,  agreeing  to  pay 
12  per  cent,  interest  on  the  sum,  and  it 
was  most  unreasonable  that  parishes  at 
the  present  time  should  be  answerable  for 
such  contracts.  He  hoped  the  returns 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  moved  for 
would  procure  the  requisite  information 
whenever  the  subject  came  again  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Order  of  the  Day  discharged,  and  Bill 
withdrawn. 

C0KTR0¥ERTBD      ELECTIONS.]         The 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  resolving 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Contro- 
verted Elections  Triab  Bill  having  been 
read. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  Bill  referred 
principally  to  the  technical  objections  in 
the  present  law,  which  it  was  desirable  to 
ao(»end.  The  clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
mostly  of  an  unimportant  character,  but 
still,  on  the  eve  of  a  general  election,  with 
the  probability  that  many  election  peti- 
tions would  soon  be  presented,  it  appeared 
to  hira  advisable  to  make  the  Bill  as  com- 
plete as  possible.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  act  would  expire  at  the  end 
of  the  first  session  of  the  ensuing  Parlia- 
ment. There  were,  however*  some  altera- 
tions of  rather  an  important  character. 
Under  the  proposed  alteration  of  the  law, 
a  Member  was  disqualified  for  serving  on 
the  Select  Committee,  on  the  grouncU  of 
certain  degrees  of  relationship,  or  of  his 
having  voted  at  the  election.  It  had  been 
found  that  in  one  or  two  instances  Mem- 
bers had  inadvertently  been  placed  on 
committees  against  whom  reasonable  ob- 
jections might  be  urged.  Such,  for  in* 
stance,  as  their  having  taken  an  active 
part  in  the  election  ;  and  in  those  instances 
Members  had  expressed  a  regret  that  they 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  disqualifying 
themselves.  He  proposed  in  the  amended 
measure,  for  the  purpose  of  remedying 
that  inconvenience,  that  any  Member 
who  had  satisfied  the  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee that  there  were  good  reasons,  not 
having  reference  to  considerations  of  per- 
sonal convenience,  but  affecting  the  im» 
partiality  of  the  committee,  why  he  should 
be  exeused  from  serving,  that  in  such  a 


case  the  committee  should  h«ve  Am  pover 
of    dispensing   with  bis  services.       The 
amended  act  also  provided  for  tha   mora 
impartial  appointment  of  chairnHiD,  and 
for  a  better  arrangement  in  the  aeleeUoo 
of  the    committee.    He    thought    these 
substantial  alterations  ought  to  be  made 
with  the  decisive  opinion  of  the  Hoase  in 
their  favour.     He  was  afraid  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  obtain  the  voluntary  coo- 
sent  of  Members  to  fill  the  office  of  chair- 
man, and  if  it  was  a  necessary  duty,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  prori^  for 
its  execution.     He  would  suggest,  that 
the  extent  of  the  duty  that  might  be  im- 
posed upon  any  Member  to  act  as  chair- 
man should  be  limited,  and  that  if  he  were 
called  upon  to  preside  at  several  commit- 
tees, it  should   be  provided  that  if  he 
claimed  exemption  (having  once  flerv<ed 
the  office)  he  should   be  entitled  to   it 
during  the  Session,  and  that  the  general 
committee  should  have  the  power  of  no* 
minating  another  chairman.    He  felt  ex- 
ceedingly grateful  to  those  Gentlemen  who 
had  performed  thoae  duties.     He  thought 
the  bill  a  great  improvement ;  at  all  eveets 
every  one  must  feel  it  a  relief  to  have  got 
rid  of  those  painful  scenes  which  were 
formerly  exhibited  in  the  nomination  of  a 
select  committee«    At  all  events  that  law 
must  be  acted  on  during  the  next  SemoD. 
and  therefore  it  wae  desirable  to  m^e  tbe 
experiment  perfhct  it  possible.   He  frosted 
the  House  would  approve  of  the  course  be 
had  pursued  in  re-enacting  the  wbole  bill, 
instead  of  merely  introducing  a  separate 
bill  to  make  the  alteration,  so  that  one  law 
might  contain  the  whole  law  of  the  sob* 
jeot. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  said,  that  the  bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  great  improve* 
ment  on  the  former  system  ;  it  altered  the 
original  system  in  the  right  direction,  and 
wlmtever  defects  it  might  leave,  they  might 
be  easily  repaired.  There  was  oae  alter* 
ation,  however,  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet proposed  to  make,  to  which  he  felt 
an  objection.  The  original  committee  on 
controverted  electioos,  of  which  he  was 
the  chairman,  proposed  a  plan  by  which 
election  committees  were  to  be  selected  as 
before,  by  chance ;  but  in  order  to  secure 
the  permanence  and  competence  of  one 
person  at  least  on  the  committee,  that 
committee  proposed  that  an  assessor  slioald 
be  chosen  out  of  the  House,  who  should 
act  as  chairman.  But  the  right  hob.  Ba-  . 
ronet  proposed  a  bill  as  aa  improvesMot, 
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'  Tbe  witness  was  then  asked, 

^  HaTe  you  ever  heard  any  estimate  of  that 
kind  with  respect  to  bread  or  flour  P  With 
respect  to  bread  and  flour,  the  difference 
which  the  labourer  pays  in  money  is  from  forty 
to  eighty  per  cent  more  than  the  foreign  con- 
sumer. Taking  the  gross  amount  of  revenue  paid 
into  the  Treasury  at  50,000,000^  a  year,  have 
you  been  able  to  form  an  opinion  what  pro- 
portion this  additional  taxation  on  ihe  food  of 
the  country  would  be? — I  consider  that  the 
taxation  imposed  upon  the  country  upon  the 
production  of  wealth,  through  labour  and  in- 
genuity, by  our  duty  on  corn,  and  the  pro- 
vision duties  and  prohibitions,  are  far  greater, 
probably  much  more  than  double  the  amount 
of  taxation  paid  into  the  Treasury." 

Another  witness,  Mr.  Deacon  Hume, 
was  asked, 

^  You  are  of  opinion,  that  all  those  pro- 
tective duties  are,  in  fact,  a  direct  tax  upon 
the  community,  by  raising  the  price  of  every 
one  of  those  articles  to  the  consumer } — Most 
decidedly.  I  cannot  analyse  the  charge  which 
I  pay  in  any  other  way,  than  that  part  of  it  is 
the  prices  of  the  commodity,  and  part  is  a 
duty,  though  it  goes  out  of  my  private  pocket, 
into  another  private  pocket,  instead  of  into 
that  of  the  public.  Have  you  ever  made  a 
calculation  as  to  the  amount  of  taxation  which 
the  community  pay  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
creased price  of  wheat  and  butchers'  meat, 
which  is  occasioned  by  the  monopoly  now  held 
by  land  ?-^I  think  that  a  tolerable  calculation 
may  be  made  of  that  increased  charge.  It  is 
generally  calculated  that  each  person,  upon  the 
average,  consumes  a  quarter  of  wheat  a  year. 
Assuming,  then,  the  amount  of  duty  that  this 
wheat  paid,  or  the  price  enhanced  by  protec- 
tion, wnatever  that  is,  as  far  as  bread  gfoes,  to 
be  10«.,  it  would  be  that  amount  upon  the 
whole  population.  Then  yon  could  hardly  say 
less  than,  perhaps,  double  that  for  butchers* 
meat  and  other  matters ;  so  that  if  we  were  to 
say,  that  the  com  is  enhanced  by  lOt.  a  quar* 
ter,  there  would  be  that  10s.  and  20s.  more  as 
the  increase  of  the  price  of  meat,  and  other 
agricultural  productions,  including  hay  and 
oats  for  horses,  barley  for  beer,  as  well  as 
btitter  and  cheese.  That  would  be  36,000,000/. 
a  year,  and  the  public  are  in  fact  paying 
that  as  effectually  out  of  their  pockets,  as  if 
it  did  go  to  tbe  revenue  in  tbe  torm  of  direct 
taxes." 

The  House  would  see,  from  this  state- 
ment, that  the  estimate  which  he  had 
given  was  extremely  low.  He  considered 
that  it  was  impossible  for  the  House  longer 
to  persist  in  maintaining  snob  a  state  of 
things,  when  they  saw  the  misery  and  dis- 
tress existing  at  this  moment  in  every 
part  of  the  country.  He  had  statements 
from  Birmingham,  Bolton,  and  other 
places,  which  he  would  submit  to  the 


House  to-morrow,  when  he  intended  to 
enter  into  the  subject  at  greater  length. 
Before  they  persisted  in  refusing  to  admit 
an  amelioration,  he  begged  them  to  un- 
derstand what  were  likely  to  be  the  con- 
sequences^  and  not  to  throw  away  the 
examples  which  history  furnished  of  coun- 
tries driven  to  desperation  by  famine  and 
want.  These  were  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  considered  they  had  been  de« 
frauded  of  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  question  of  Corn-laws  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth's 
majority  of  one  in  the  recent  vote  of  want 
of  confidence.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  introduced  that  motion,  they 
would  have  had  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws  properly  discussed.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  candid,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  expected  he  would  have  been,  he 
would  have  stated  the  course  he  intended 
to  pursue  with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  thought  that  it  was  not 
only  the  height  of  impropriety  to  delude 
the  people  on  a  question  like  the  present, 
but  that  it  was  wicked  in  the  extreme, 
and  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  landed  interest  bore  no  share  in 
the  taxation  of  the  country  was  a  state- 
ment which  would  only  tend  to  delude 
the  public.  Tbe  land-tax«  the  poor-rates, 
and  tithes,  all  which  were  borne  by  the 
landed  interest,  did  not  amount  to  less 
than  50  per  cent  of  the  whole  revenue. 

Report  received,  and  the  Bill  ordered 
to  be  engrossed. 

Debts  of  Parishes.]  Sir  E,  Knaichr 
bull  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Debts  of  Parishes 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  haying  it  dis- 
charged. 

Mr.  Benjamin  Wood  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill,  as  it  provided  for  the  payment 
of  certain  debts— -one  upwards  of  seven 
years,  the  amount  and  number  of  which 
were  not  specified.  He  was  desirous  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  real  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  was  glad  that  tbe  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  to  withdraw  it,  as  next  session 
he  trusted  such  information  would  be  laid 
before  tbe  House  as  would  enable  it  to 
legislate  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  had  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  Bill  going  through  another  stage. 
He  was  not  responsible  for  tbe  Bill  not 
going  through  another  stage.  It  would 
be  most  unreasonable  to  pass  the  Bill 
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to  get  a  permanent  chairman ;  bat  as  a 
permanent  chairman  could  not  be  obtained 
under  any  system  which  could  be  adopted, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  amendment  was 
the  only  one  which  the  House  could 
agree  to. 

Proviso  agreed  lo. 

House  resumed.  Report  receif ed.  Bill 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Register  op  Electors  (Hertford).] 
On  the  motion  of  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  the 
Register  of  Electors  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time,  and,  the  standing  orders  having 
been  suspended,  was  carried  into  com- 
mittee, and  was  going  through  the  com- 
mittee, when  the  House  was  counted  out. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  15,  1841. 

IfiifOTsa.]  Bllb.  Retd  «  fiitt  time  i—Msrriage  Act 
Amendment t  Electloa  Petitiou  Trials;  MlUtU  Payi 
AppropriatiaiL— Reed  a  teoood  time:— Metzopolii  Im- 
pcoTemcnti  Ezpeniei ;  Bribery  at  Elections. 

Petitions  prasented.  By  Lord  RoUe,  the  Duke  of  Ratlaad, 
Lord  Willou^liy  D'Eresby,  Locd  Beaumont,  the  Mar- 
quees of  Salisbury,  and  Locd  Beanchamp,  ttam  Deron, 
LetoeHer,  LInootai,  Yorkshixe,  Essex,  Woraester,  and  s^ 
yeral  other  places,  against  Altemtion  of  the  Cocn-laws.— 
By  Lord  Brougham,  and  Earl  FitiwlUiam,  from  Deron- 
poit,  and  St  Asaph's,  (br  the  JewiT  Declaration  Bill.— By 
Lord  Whameliflfeb  from  the  Guardians  of  a  Union  In 
Yorkshire,  for  an  Altsntkm  of  the  Poor-law  i  from  a 
place  In  the  same  county.  In  Divour  of  the  Inland  Bond- 
Ing  Warriiottses  t  and  from  Sheffield,  and  Its  neighbottrw 
hood,  for  an  Altsattan  of  the  Manrlage  Law. 

Church  of  Scotland.]  The  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  on  presenting  a  petition  from 
the  seven  suspended  ministers  of  Strath- 
bogie,  said,  that  he  should  feel  it  neces- 
sary, for  a  few  moments,  to  claim  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships,  as  well  as  of 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite,  while  he 
oflPered  to  the  House  some  observations  on 
this  painful  subject.  The  case  had  been 
brought  before  their  Lordships  about  a 
month  ago,  by  a  noble  Lord  (Dunfermline) 
with  so  much  force  and  ability  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  him  to  go  over  the  cir- 
cumstances again.  The  petitioners  com- 
plained that  they  were  suspended  from 
their  sacred  office  by  a  sentence  of  the 
General  Assembly,  and  they  called  on  the 
House  to  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting that  sentence  of  deposition  from 
being  carried  into  effect.  The  noble 
Viscount,  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  had  declined  lo  interfere  for 
the  purpose  of  rendering  justice  to  those 
individuals.    He  said  that  the  majority  of 


the  General  Assembly  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  Government  highly  disapproved 
of  their  conduct,  that  their  claims  were 
unfounded,  and  that  even  if  they  were 
well  founded,  the  manner  in  whidi  they 
were  brought  forward  was  highly  objec- 
tionable. The  noble  Viscount  as  usoal, 
added,  that  he  would  enforce  the  law  and 
see  that  justice  was  done ;  but  he  would 
take  no  step  to  check  the  General  As- 
sembly in  the  course  they  were  puraaing. 
Since  that  time  those  individuals  had  been 
formally  deposed  from  their  situations  by 
the  General  Assembly.  It  was  sufficient 
to  say,  that  these  gentlemen  were  so  de- 
posed simply  and  exclusively  for  their 
obedience  to  the  law  of  the  land.  No 
accusation  was  brought  against  them,  no 
pretence  was  advanced  of  any  irregularity 
or  impropriety  of  conduct  on  their  part. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  admitted  that 
iheie  gentlemen  were  amongst  the  most 
exemplary  and  excellent  parish  ministers 
existing  in  the  Church  of  Scotland.  Seve- 
ral of  them,  whom  he  himself  kuew,  were 
men  of  the  highest  reputation  in  every 
respect.  They  were  deposed  not  only 
because  they  obeyed  the  law,  but  because 
they  were  forced  to  obey  the  law.  They 
were  willing  to  obey  the  orders  of  the 
church  courts,  until,  by  the  decision  of 
the  civil  courts,  they  found  that  they 
would  be  liable  to  punishment,  in  person 
and  estate,  if  they  refused  obedience  to 
the  law  of  the  land.  It  was  impossible 
that  such  a  state  of  things  as  this  could 
be  suffered  to  exist,  and  he  attributed  its 
continuance  to  remissness  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  He  found  no  fault  with 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Viscount,  that 
he  would  not  bring  forward  any  measure 
on  the  subject,  accompanied  as  it  was 
with  the  declaration  that  he  would  sup- 
port, uphold,  and  maintain  the  law.  But 
no  effort  had  been  made  to  maintain  the 
law ;  and  when  individuals  were  in  con- 
sequence put  to  an  enormous  expense  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  their  rights, 
which  were  illegally  invadedt  it  became  a 
public  question,  and  he  conceived  that 
the  Government  were  bound  to  come  for- 
ward and  to  protect  them.  The  sentence 
fulminated  against  these  gentlemen  had 
excited  throughout  Scotland  feelings  of 
the  deepest  indignation.  At  Edinburgh 
a  very  large  and  influential  meeting  was 
held,  at  which  resolutions  were  agr^  to, 
sympathising  with  the  situation  of  these 
genUemeui  and  reprobating  the  condnct 
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wbkh  did  ftway  with  the  selectioo  by 
cfaaDoe.  The  oommittee  on  controverted 
elections  did  not  venture  to  far  as  this, 
which  be  admitted  was  the  better  plan ; 
but  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  refused  to 
act  upon  the  suggestion  with  regard  to  a 
permanent  chairman.  When  that  sug* 
gestion  was  made  in  the  House,  there  was 
a  general  feeling  evidenced  in  its  favour, 
and  though  the  House  did  not  adopt  an 
assessor^  they  adopted  the  present  panel  of 
chairmen.  Now,  what  he  (Mr.  Buller) 
objected  to  in  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was,  that  it  did  away  with 
the  whole  of  the  permanence  of  the  sys* 
tern*  It  was  true  that,  by  the  existing 
mode,  they  did  not  secure  men  of  legal 
knowledge  or  of  legal  experience;  but  at 
any  rate,  they  had  the  experience  which 
was  acquired  by  the  hon.  Members  of  that 
panel  having  before  sat  on  election  com- 
mittees ;  and  the  committees  were  presided 
over  by  Genilemen  who  understood  the 
prominent  points*  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet also  proposed  to  make  one  man 
chairman  of  a  committee  during  the  whole 
of  a  Session ;  but  that,  he  thought,  would 
be  imposing  a  duty  on  Members  of  this 
House  of  a  very  onerous  nature ;  and 
would,  in  fact,  do  away  with  the  advant- 
ages derived  from  the  present  method.  It 
would  be  very  difficult  to  find  in  a  new 
Session  many  Members  of  this  House 
qualified  to  take  such  an  office.  He  felt 
that  a  permanent  chairman  would  be  of 
great  importance  t  so  important,  that  he 
desired  to  have  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  the  subject,  but  be  would  not  take 
advantage  of  the  lateness  of  the  Sessioft  to 
press  his  opposition. 

Viscount  //bic?tcA  concurred  in  theopin* 
ions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  as 
to  the  advantages  of  the  bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  Sir  R.  Peel;  and  he  thought 
thatithe  obiect  of  that  bill  would  be  de- 
stroyed unless  they  had  a  permanent 
chairman,  and  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  impose  on  any  Gentleman  of  this 
House,  at  the  commencement  of  a  new 
Parliamont,  a  duty  so  onerous  as  that  of 
permanent  chairmait  of  a  committee  du» 
ring  the  whole  of  a  Session.  Having  him» 
self  bad  the  misfortune  to  serve  ou  a  com* 
mittee  since  the  new  act  came  into  opera- 
tion, bis  experience  confirmed  him  io  the 
opinion  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  these 
committees  the  benefit  of  professional  as» 
sistance  in  some  shape  or  other.  Diffi- 
culiioi  and  embarrassments  were  expert* 


enced  by  the  committee,  in  consequence 
of  questions  which  were  raised  by  counsel 
on  each  side;  and  which,  he  was  con- 
vinced, a  Gentleman  with  the  advantages 
of  a  professional  education  would  have 
been  able  to  settle  at  once.  He  believed 
that  the  appointment  of  professional  Gen- 
tlemen as  assessors  or  permanent  chair- 
men, who  should  be  paid  for  their  labours, 
was  a  plan  which  the  Legislature  would  be 
forced  to  adopt  at  no  very  distant  period. 

House  in  Committee. 

Sir  R,  Peely  in  order  to  obviate  the  ob- 
jection made  with  regard  to  the  onerous- 
ness of  the  duty  of  chairman  to  a  commit- 
tee during  the  whole  of  a  Session,  moved 
the  introduction  of  a  proviso,  to  the  effect 
that  every  Member  on  the  chairman's 
panel  who  had  served  on  one  or  more 
election  committees  during  a  Session, 
should  be  excused  from  serving  on  such 
committee,  either  as  chairman  or  member, 
and  he  should  be  discharged  from  attend- 
ance on  such  committee,  upon  making  an 
application  to  that  effect.  If  the  House 
did  not  adopt  sonicthing  like  that  which 
he  now  proposed,  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  they  would  have  to  depend  on 
the  services  of  a  voluntary  chairman,  who, 
perhaps,  would  find  iomething  onerous  in 
a  pecuniary  way  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties,  and,  therefore,  would  refuse  to 
serve,  leaving  only  the  alternative  of  se« 
lecting  persons  for  the  office  who  were  not 
qualified  to  fill  it.  That  was  the  danger 
which  he  apprehended,  and  he  hoped  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  might  aoeept 
the  office  of  chairman  would  endure  the 
suspicion  which  was  inseparable  from  that 
acceptance,  and  which  could  only  attach 
for  a  very  short  time  to  those  who  honour* 
ably  and  honestly  performed  their  duty,  a 
suspicion  which  would  not  press  heavily 
upon  their  minds,  and  which  would  be 
counterbalsnced  by  the  consideration  that 
the  proper  discharge  of  their  duty  had 
gained  them  the  approbation  of  this 
House.  The  balance  was  in  favour  of  an 
alteration'  in  the  law,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  Would  express  an  opinion  strongly 
in  spprobation  of  the  elause. 

Lord  /.  Rmtell  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  acting  judiciously  in  pro- 
posing this  amendment* 

Viscount  Mahon  concurred  that  all  the 
argument  was  in  favour  of  the  right  boo* 
Baronet's  amendment. 

Sir  £.  Smgehn  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  would  be  a  great  advantage 
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Ibat  the  Charcb  of  Rome  never  carried  itt 
presomption  farther  than  the  Church  of 
Scotland  had  done  on  this  occasion  ;  but 
the  Church  of  Scotland  was  equal  in  pre- 
sumption to  the  Church  of  Rome  at  any 
day,  of  which  many  instances  could  be 
produced  from  history.  There  was  here  a 
great  difference  of  opinion  between  great 
authorities  with  reference  to  great  and  im^ 
portant  principles.  The  circumstance  re* 
minded  him  of  the  contest  in  the  time  of 
James  I.  between  the  ecclesiastical  and 
civil  courts  in  this  country.  That  contest 
led  lo  much  that  was  unseemly  and  un« 
fitting.  That  contest  was  not,  however, 
put  an  end  to  by  unlegislattve  decision, 
but  was  allowed  to  work  itself  out  by  the 
efforts  of  conflicting  parties.  He  felt  very 
deeply  for  the  sufferings  of  those  indivi- 
duals, but  he  did  not  conceive  that  Go- 
vernment were  called  on  to  interfere.  The 
noble  EhH  had  pointed  out  one  course  by 
which  this  question  might  be  settled — 
namely,  the  decision  of  the  civil  court. 
The  Church  would,  it  appeared,  jure  de^ 
voluio,  if  the  vacant  parishes  were  not 
filled  up  in  six  months,  fvoceed  to  ap- 
point ministers ;  and  on  the  legality  of 
such  appointments  the  civil  court  would 
decide.  He  did  not  say  whether  it  would 
be  wise  to  bring  the  question  to  that  is- 
sue; but  certainly,  if  that  course  were 
adopted  it  would  lead  to  a  decision  one 
way  or  the  other.  It  was,  he  repeated, 
the  wish  of  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
enforce  the  law  ;  and  he  was  certain  that 
the  Lord*advocate  had,  in  this  case,  done 
all  that  appertained  to  his  office,  and 
would  hereaher  do  all  that  his  duty  called 
on  him  to  do  with  reference  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  the  noble 
Viscount,  although  he  agreed  with  his  no« 
ble  Friend  as  to  the  unfortunate  situation 
in  which  the  petitioners  were  placed  b 
the  conduct  of  the  General  Assembly,  ha 
not  given  any  opinion  on  the  subject. 
Through  his  whole  speech  he  studiously 
avoided  giving  any  opinion.  He  had  said 
nothing — he  had  done  nothing.  The  noble 
Viscount  observed,  that  the  Lord-advocate 
would  certainly  do  his  duty.  Perhaps, 
the  Lord-advocate  was  acting  under  his 
orders,  and  if  so  he  should  be  glad  to  learn 
what  those  orders  were.  His  noble  Friend. 
in  the  course  of  his  observations,  had 
alluded  to  the  Auchterarder  case.  In 
that  instance,  the  proceedings  of  the  Ge- 
neral Assembly  were  directed  not  alone 
against  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
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sion,  but  against  the  solid  jodgmeot  of 
that  House.   His  noble  Friend  wished  the 
noble  Viscount  to  cause  the  law  to  be  «a- 
forced  in  that  case,  but  the  noble  Viecooot 
questioned  the  propriety  of  doing  so.     la 
that  case  there  was  no  difference  of  opin- 
ion in  the  court  below,  and  the  decisioa  of 
that  court  was,  after  solemn  aigoment, 
confirmed  by  their  Lordships'  House.  But 
now,  the  noble  Viscount  said,  he  felt  gr««t 
difBculty  in  making  up  his  mind  to  iotefffera^ 
because  two  or  three  of  the  judges,  for 
whose  learning  and  talent  he  entertaioed 
great  respect,  happened  to  be  of  a  different 
opinion  from  the  majority  of  their  brethren* 
So  that  because  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  the  judges,  a  great  vron^ 
was  to  remain  unredressed.   In  the  course 
of  the  present  Session,  in  answer  lo  n 
question  put  by  him,  the  noble  Viscount 
stated,  that  the  law  should  be  enforced, 
and  the  noble  Viscount  had  repealed  that 
statement  twice  since  ;   but  now  they  saw 
what  the  noble  Viscount's  idea  of  sup- 
porting the  law  was.     His  mode  of  up- 
holding and  enforcing  the  law  was  to  do 
nothing.     To  talk  of  two  contending  au- 
thorities, the  one  being  the  majority  of  the 
General  Assembly,   and   the   other    the 
Court  of  Session,  upon  a  great  constitu* 
tional  question,  was  most  extraordinarj 
language  for  a  Minister  of  the  Ccown  to 
hold ;  and  it  was  by  sufferiug  his  mind  to 
remain  in  that  state  of  doubt  and  vacilU* 
tion  that  matters  had  assumed  an  aspect 
which  filled  the  lovers  of  peace  and  of  the 
welfare  of  the  church  of  Scotland  with 
the  greatest  dismay.     If  the  noble  Vis- 
count had  interfered  two  years  and  a  half 
ago,  before   matters  became  ao  compU* 
cated,  the  law,  no  doubt,  would  have  been 
obeyed;    he  had  not  done  so^  however, 
and  they  now  saw  the  bitter  fruits  of  that 
do-oothmg  system  by  which  the  conduct 
of   Ministers   hud  been  so  long  chamc* 
terized  on  more  questions  than  with  re- 
gard to  the  church  of  Scotland.     There 
was  one  other  point  whioh  bad  not  yet 
been  referred  to  in  thut  House,  aodwhichi 
as  this  would  probably  be  the  last  oppor* 
tuoity  of  difcussing  the  subject  thb  Ses- 
sion, he  would  take  the  liberty  to  men-* 
tion,  to  show  the  animus  by  which  the 
m«yority  of  the  General  Assembly  was 
actuated.    This  very  last  act  had  been  to 
appoint  a  special  commission  to  visit  the 
different  Presbyteries  in  which  questions 
might  be  pending  relative  to  this  matter 
between  the  civij  and  ecclesiaatical  autho- 
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of  the  Assembly.  At  Glasgow  a  similar 
meeting  was  held.  Petitions  on  this  sub- 
ject, most  Diimcroasly  signed  by  persons 
of  all  parties,  had  been  agreed  to;  and 
bat  for  the  great  political  excitement 
which  prevailed  throughout  the  country, 
and  interfered  with  all  other  proceedings, 
the  expression  of  indignation  would,  he 
was  couTinced,  be  universal.  After  de* 
posing  these  gentlemen,  the  Assembly 
notified,  that  the  parishes  from  which 
tbey  had  been  ejected  were  vacant,  and 
stated,  that  the  patrons  might  present  to 
them.  If  they  neglected  to  do  so  fur  six 
months,  the  Church  might  then,  jure  de- 
voluto,  appoint  to  them,  and  certainly  the 
legality  of  such  an  appointment  might  be 
contested.  But  this  sentence  of  deposi- 
tion, iniquitous  and  illegal  as  it  was,  had 
been  suspended  by  the  supreme  court. 
An  interdict  had  been  issued,  forbidding 
the  appointment  of  ministers  to  those 
parishes  which  were  not,  in  fact,  vacated  ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt,  that  the  sentence  of 
deposition  would  be  finally  and  formally 
pronounced  to  be  illegal.  The  presump- 
tion manifested  by  the  General  Assembly 
in  these  proceed ingM  was  never  equalled 
by  the  Church  of  Rome ;  tyranny,  such 
as  was  exhibited  in  this  case,  would  annt. 
bilate  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  this 
country  ;  but  it  surely  would  not  be  tole- 
rated in  the  present  day.  The  division  of 
that  House  on  the  Auchterarder  case  had 
been  set  at  nought,  and  he  would  ask  the 
noble  Viscount — he  would  ask  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack — was 
that  the  way  in  which  they  would  suffer 
the  judgments  of  their  Lordships'  House 
to  be  treated  ?  He  maintained  that  this 
was  a  case  in  which  the  Government 
ought  to  have  ordered  the  Lord-Advocate 
to  act,  for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  end 
to  such  illegal  proceedings.  He  could 
refer  to  other  acts  of  the  General  Assem- 
bly which  were  no  less  illegal,  but  he  did 
not,  on  this  occasion,  wish  to  dwell  on 
them  or  to  go  beyond  the  particular  case 
to  which  he  had  called  their  Lordships' 
attention.  The  noble  Earl  read  some  ex- 
tracts from  the  petition,  in  which  the  pe- 
titioners stated,  that  they  had  been  de- 
posed purely  and  simply  because  they 
had  obeyed  a  special  statute ;  that  the 
General  Assembly  of  (the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, itself  established  by  law,  had  thought 
proper  to  set  aside  those  very  laws  by 
which  it  was  supported,  and  they  prayed 
that  some  measure  might  be  adopted  to 
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shield  them  from  the  effects  of  the  sen- 
tence of  deposition. 

Viscount  Melbourne  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl,  that  the  circumstances  of  this 
case  could  not  be  viewed  but  with  feelings 
of  the  deepest  regret,  involving, as  they  did, 
not  only  the  state  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, but  the  position  and  interests  of  the 
parties  whose  petition  the  noble  Earl  had 
presented.  He  was  not,  however,  prepared 
to  admit  that  there  had  been  any  re- 
missness on  the  part  of  Ministers,  or  that 
they  ought  to  have  taken  a  course  different 
from  that  which  they  had  adopted.  He 
considered  that  Government  could  not 
have  taken  any  effectual  step  for  the  pur- 
pose of  terminating  those  differences  that 
would  not  be  liable  to  very  grave  objec- 
tions. It  was  true  that  Government  and 
Parliament  might  have  put  an  end  to  the 
dispute  by  deciding  in  favour  of  one  or 
other  of  the  contending  parties.  They 
might  have  decided  in  favour  of  the  Ge- 
neral Assencbly,  and  declared  the  measures 
pursued  by  that  body  to  have  been  just 
and  proper,  or  they  might  have  declared 
that  the  General  Assembly  were  acting  il- 
legally. They  might  have  done  this;  but 
either  of  these  measures  would  have  been 
an  intermeddling  with  the  internal  affairs 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  might  be 
attended  with  the  most  serious  and  in- 
jurious effects.  He,  therefore,  conceived 
that  to  have  recourse  to  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion would  have  been  dangerous  and  un- 
wise. The  noble  E<irl  said,  (hat  the  peti- 
tioners were  suffering  in  consequence  of 
their  obedience  to  the  law  of  the  land. 
That  certainly  was  true,  and  he  was  sorry 
that  it  was  so.  But  in  viewing  this  subject,  it 
was  necessary  for  their  Lordships  to  con- 
sider the  nature  of  the  question  in  dispute. 
The  General  Assembly  had  exercised  pow- 
ers, their  right  to  exercise  which  was  de- 
nied by  the  court  of  session.  The  question 
was  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  court  in  Scotland,  and  he  found  that 
a  minority  of  the  judges,  considerable,  both 
in  point  of  number  and  talent,  were  with 
the  General  Assembly,  and  supported  their 
claim.  It  appeared  that  a  wide  difference 
of  opinion  existed  between  the  great  eccle- 
siastical authority  and  the  great  civil  au- 
thority in  Scotland.  The  General  Assem- 
bly declared  that  the  civil  court  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  this  case,  and  six  of  the  ci- 
vil judges,  amongst  whom  was  Mr.  Jeffrey, 
were  of  that  opinion.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
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there  was  a  difficulty  in  legislating  on  the 
subject.]  Why,  no  one  called  for  a  new 
law.  The  law  was  already  decided  and 
determined,  first  by  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  then  by  their  Lordships  sitting  as  a 
court  of  appeal  in  the  last  resort,  clearly, 
unaniinoasly,  and  unhesitatingly  affirming 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session.  No 
declaratory  law  was  necessary.  The  law 
was  actually  declared  and  acted  upon  by 
the  proper  legal  authorities.  There  was 
another  reason  against  any  declaratory  law 
on  this  subject.  The  pretension  of  the 
violators  of  the  law  was,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture itself.  Queen,  Lords,  and  Commons, 
could  not  pass  any  law  binding  on  the 
General  Assembly;  and  if  a  law  were 
passed  to-morrow,  they  would  violate  it. 
Surely,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason  why 
the  Executive  Government  of  the  country 
should  take  the  proper  steps  to  execute 
the  law,  and  give  peace  to  the  land.  He, 
for  one,  would  never  suffer  it  to  be  said, 
without  protesting  against  it,  that  a  mere 
division  of  opinion  amongst  the  judges  of 
any  court,  before  which  any  question  was 
brought,  should  be  held  in  any  quarter  as 
the  shadow  of  a  ground  or  pretence  for 
refusing  obedience  to  the  law,  as  declared 
by  the  majority. 

Vi8CoQntik/e/6otim«  begged  to  say,  that 
nothing  was  farther  from  bis  mind  than  to 
give  anything  like  encouragement  to  those 
parties  who  had  disobeyed  the  law.  He 
had  said,  that  the  Government  had  exe- 
cuted the  law,  and  that  it  was  their  inten- 
tion  to  execute  the  law,  but  he  had  also 
said,  that  the  General  Assembly  having 
done  that  which  it  was  contended  they 
had  no  right  to  do,  the  General' Assembly 
having,  as  was  contended,  by  the  depriva- 
tion of  these  seven  Ministers,  exceeded 
their  power  and  authority,  he  did  say, 
that  means  existed  at  present  to  enforce 
the  execution  of  the  law,  and  that  it  was 
for  Government  to  consider  whether  they 
would  not  trust  to  the  law  itself  for  its 
own  vindication,  and  he  must  add  that  no 
noble  Lord  had  pointed  out  a  course, 
within  the  power  of  Government,  by  which 
the  existing  law  could  be  more  speedily 
and  effectually  enforced,  than  by  those 
means  which  the  existing  law  possessed. 

Lord  Brougham  was  quite  sure,  it  never 
could  have  been  the  intention  of  his  noble 
Friend  to  give  the  slightest  encourage- 
ment to  the  violators  of  the  law ;  but  in- 
tention was  one  thing  and  tendency  an- 
other; and  this  be  would  say,  that  the 


tendency  of  the  speeches  of  his  noble 
Friends  and  their  conduct  was  undeni- 
ably—contrary to  their  intentions— to  en- 
courage the  violators  of  the  law.  His  no- 
ble Friend  had  asked,  what  Government 
could  do  better  by  way  of  enforcing  the  lew 
than  leaving  the  law  to  execute  itself.  He 
would  tell  his  noble  Friend,  in  one  sen* 
tence,  one  course  which  would  have  n 
most  speedy  and  effectual  result  in  dis- 
couraging the  violation  of  the  law,  by 
protecting  and  encouraging  those  who 
obeyed  it,  and  that  was  to  give  directions  to 
the  agents  and  law  officers  of  the  Gtown 
in  Scotland,  to  relieve  those  who  were 
oppressed  by  the  wrongdoers  from  the 
costs  and  risks  of  their  oppression. 

Lord  Belhaven  said,  be  deeply  regret* 
ted  the  state  to  which  Scotland  had  been 
brought  in  consequence  of  this  question. 
He  must  confess,  that  he  did  not  verv 
well  see  what  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
could  do  to  put  an  end  to  this  di&pute  by 
ordering  the  Lord-Advocate  to  do  any- 
thing, for  he  did  not  know  what  be  was 
to  do  in  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  but  he  thought  some  means  would 
and  could  be  found  if  there  were  not  so 
much  difference  and  warmth  of  optofon 
here  as  well  as  in  Scotland.  The  only 
way  in  which  it  was  possible  that  this 
question  could  be  settled  was  by  trying 
the  question  on  a  new  presentation,  in 
consequence  of  the  deposition  of  these 
Ministers. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  thought  thb  a 
most  preposterous  suggestion.  The  ques* 
tion  had  been  tried  already  without  bring* 
ing  the  matter  anything  nearer  a  settle- 
ment. The  House  had  decided  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Presbytery  to  take  a 
particular  person  on  his  trials.  They  re- 
fused to  take  him  on  his  trials ;  not  only 
that,  but  they  ordered  another  man  to  be 
presented  to  the  living.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  this  a  conflict  between  two 
authorities  with  co-ordinate  jurisdiction. 
[Viscount  Melbourne, — The  authorities 
may  be  conflicting  without  being  co-ordi- 
nate.] But  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment said,  co-ordinate.  The  noble  Vis- 
count stated,  the  question  as  between 
constituted  authorities  differing  in  opin- 
ion. That  was  not  the  state  of  the  case; 
there  was  no  collision;  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  established  by  special  Acts 
of  Parliament.  Those  acts  imposed  con- 
ditions.   Who  was  to  interpret  those  acts? 
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rtliett  with  fuU  pawen,  five  being  a 
qiMTvnit  !•  <)eal  with  them  in  the  settle* 
nient  of  parisbee,  church  ditcipHne,  and 
all  other  ocoleiiaitiGal  matters,  as  they 
might  think  fit.  In  other  wordst  they  had 
appointed  a  foving  oommission^  to  resist 
the  law  as  occasion  might  arise — the  As* 
aembly  thus  assuming  to  itself  the  power 
to  suspend— and  if  to  suspend,  why  not  to 
abolish  ?— 'the  whole  constitution  of  the 
church  of  Scotland  as  by  law  established. 
He  presumed  that  fact  could  not  be  known 
lo  the  noble  Viscount,  or  he  would  not 
have  spoken  of  this  as  a  great  question 
between  two  contending  authorities-^the 
cburoh  courts  and  the  law  of  the  land.  In 
common  with  every  friend  to  the  peace  of 
Scotland  and  the  welfare  of  the  establish- 
ment, be  deeply  regretted  that  Ministers 
had  not  pursued  another  course^  and  that 
even  now  no  assurance  was  given  that  the 
Lord- Advocate  would  be  required  to  adopt 
measures  for  enforcing  the  law. 

The  Marquess  of  NorTnanby  assured 
the  noble  Earl  that  references  had  been 
made  to  the  Lord-Advocate,  and  commu- 
nications held  with  him  in  every  stage  of 
the  proceedings.  The  Lord-Advocate  was 
perfectly  aware  of  the  desire  of  the  Go* 
vernment,  whenever  in  his  discretion  he 
thought  the  exercise  of  his  ofBoial  duties 
would  tend  to  settle  the  question,  that  he 
should  interfere,  and  if  that  officer  had 
not  taken  any  stapi  it  was  because,  upon 
a  full  consideration  of  the  case,  the  time 
had  not  arrived  when  be  beneficially  could 
interfere.  There  were,  he  knew,  some 
Questions  still  under  the  oonsideration  of 
toe  Lord-Advocate ;  but  he  was  anxious 
that  the  impression  should  not  go  abroad 
that  the  Lord-Advocate  had  not  been 
consulted,  or  that  he  had  any  doubt  as  to 
the  line  of  conduct  he  should  pursue. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  concluded, 
from  the  statement  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  Government  had  given  no  orders  to 
the  Lord- Advocate,  and  that  it  was  left 
entirely  to  his  own  discretion  when  and 
how  he  should  proceed,  it  being  perfectly 
notorious  that  the  Lord-Advocate  was 
himself  friendly  rather  than  otherwise  to 
the  course  pursued  by  the  msyority  of  the 
General  Assembly. 

The  Marquess  of  Breadalbane  begged 
their  Lordships  not  to  be  guided  upon 
this  important  question  by  the  very  strong 
expressions  which  had  been  used  by  those 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House*  The  ma- 
jority of  the  General  Assembly  had  an  ex- 


tremely difficult  doty  to  perfbrm  in  asserts 
ing  principles  which  they  conscientiously 
believed  were  not  only  abased  on  the  fun** 
damental  principles,  but  also  essential  to 
the  preservation  of  the  church  of  Scot- 
land. Until  the  whole  matter  was  finally 
settled  by  the  decision  of  the  courts  of 
law,  it  would  be  precipitate  and  dangerous 
for  the  Government  to  interfere* 

The  Duke  of  Argyll  deprecated  the 
discussion  of  this  important  question  on 
the  mere  presentation  of  a  petition. 

Lord  Brougham  was  not  surprised  that 
his  two  noble  Friends  who  spoke  last, 
with  the  peculiar  views  they  entertained 
upon  this  matter,  should  deprecate  any 
continuance  of  the  debate,  and  be  very 
well  pleased  to  rest  their  case,  as  it  were» 
on  the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  and  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State  within  whose  de- 
partment the  question  more  immediately 
and  properly  came;  but,  whatever  they 
might  have  meant — be  did  not  ascribe 
any  such  intention,  but  anything  having  a 
more  fatal  tendency  on  the  parties  engaged 
in  these  manifestly  and  notoriously  illegal 
proceedings — anything  having  a  mora 
direct,  inevitable,  and  powerful  tendency 
to  encourage  the  breakers  of  the  law  in 
Scotland  he  could  not  imagine*  His  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had  merely 
said,  that  the  Lord-Advocate  had  fre^ 
quently  considered  the  subject,  that  if  he 
thought  anything  was  necessary  he  would 
act ;  that  from  his  not  acting  as  yet,  he 
concluded  he  had  not  felt  anv  such  neces- 
sity ;  but  when  the  necessity  arose,  his 
noble  Friend  took  for  granted  the  act 
would  be  done.  Anything  less  satisfac- 
tory to  those  who  wished  the  law  to  be 
maintained,  and  peace  restored  by  proper 
firmness  in  its  execution,  he  could  hardly 
conceive.  His  noble  Friend,  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  had  made  a  statement 
which  he  could  not  help  thinking  would 
be  taken  by  the  wrongdoers  in  Scotland 
as  in  their  favour,  instead  of  being 
against  them.  His  noble  Friend  said,  this 
was  a  grave  question :  no  doubt,  when 
the  peace  of  the  country  was  disturbed, 
and  the  violators  of  the  law  constituted 
the  highest  judicatory  in  the  church  of 
Scotland.  There  was  a  division  of  opi- 
nion, said  his  noble  Friend,  in  the  Court 
of  Session,  when  one  of  the  eases  was  first 
decided;  there  were  learned  and  great 
authorities  in  the  minority  upon  that  oc- 
casion. [Viscount  Melbourne:  I  said 
302 
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there  was  a  difficulty  in  legislating  on  the 
subject.]  Why,  no  one  called  for  a  new 
law.  The  law  was  already  decided  and 
determined,  first  by  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  then  by  their  Lordships  sitting  as  a 
court  of  appeal  in  the  last  resort,  clearly, 
unanimously,  and  unhesitatingly  affirming 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session.  No 
declaratory  law  was  necessary.  The  law 
was  actually  declared  and  acted  upon  by 
the  proper  legal  authorities.  There  was 
another  reason  against  any  declaratory  law 
on  this  subject.  The  pretension  of  the 
violators  of  the  law  was,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture itself,  Queen,  Lords,  and  Commons, 
could  not  pass  any  law  binding  on  the 
General  Assembly;  and  if  a  law  were 
passed  to-morrow,  they  would  violate  it. 
Surely,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason  why 
the  Executive  Government  of  the  country 
should  take  the  proper  steps  to  execute 
the  law,  and  give  peace  to  the  land.  He, 
for  one,  would  uever  suffer  it  to  be  said, 
without  protesting  against  it,  that  a  mere 
division  of  opinion  amongst  the  judges  of 
any  court,  before  which  any  question  was 
brought,  should  be  held  in  any  quarter  as 
the  shadow  of  a  ground  or  pretence  for 
refusing  obedience  to  the  law,  as  declared 
by  the  majority. 

Viscount  3fe/6(mnie  begged  to  say,  that 
nothing  was  farther  from  his  mind  than  to 
give  anything  like  encouragement  to  those 
parties  who  had  disobeyed  the  law.  He 
had  said,  that  the  Government  had  exe- 
cuted the  law,  and  that  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  execute  the  law,  but  he  had  also 
said,  that  the  General  Assembly  having 
done  that  which  it  was  contended  they 
had  no  right  to  do,  the  General  Assembly 
having,  as  was  contended,  by  the  depriva- 
tion of  these  seven  Ministers,  exceeded 
their  power  and  authority,  he  did  say, 
that  means  existed  at  present  to  enforce 
the  execution  of  the  law,  and  that  it  was 
for  Government  to  consider  whether  they 
would  not  trust  to  the  law  itself  for  its 
own  vindication,  and  he  must  add  that  no 
noble  Lord  had  pointed  out  a  course, 
within  the  power  of  Government,  by  which 
the  existing  law  could  be  more  speedily 
and  effectually  enforced,  than  by  those 
means  which  the  existing  law  possessed. 

Lord  Brougham  was  quite  sure,  it  never 
could  have  been  the  intention  of  his  noble 
Friend  to  give  the  slightest  encourage- 
ment to  the  violators  of  the  law ;  but  in- 
tention was  one  thing  and  tendency  an- 
other; and  this  be  would  say,  that  the 


tendency  of  the  speeches  of  bis  ooUe 
Friends  and  their  conduct  was  undeai- 
ably— contrary  to  their  intentions— to  en- 
courage the  violators  of  the  law.  His  no- 
ble Friend  had  asked,  what  Government 
could  do  better  by  way  of  enforcing  the  law 
than  leaving  the  law  to  execute  itself.  He 
would  tell  his  noble  Friend,  in  one  sen* 
tence,  one  course  which  would  have  a 
most  speedy  and  effectual  result  in  dis- 
couraging the  violation  of  the  law,  by 
protecting  and  encouraging  those  who 
obeyed  it,  and  that  was  to  give  directions  to 
the  agents  and  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
in  Scotland,  to  relieve  those  who  were 
oppress^  by  the  wrongdoers  from  the 
costs  and  risks  of  their  oppression. 

Lord  Belhaven  said,  he  deeply  regret- 
ted the  state  to  which  Scotland  had  been 
brought  in  consequence  of  this  question. 
He  must  confess,  that  he  did  not  vert 
well  see  what  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
could  do  to  put  an  end  to  this  dispute  by 
ordering  the  Lord-Advocate  to  do  any- 
thing, for  he  did  not  know  what  be  was 
to  do  in  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  but  he  thought  some  means  would 
and  could  be  found  if  there  were  not  so 
much  difference  and  warmth  of  opinion 
here  as  well  as  in  Scotland.  The  only 
way  in  which  it  was  possible  that  this 
question  could  be  settled  was  by  trying 
the  question  on  a  new  presentation,  in 
consequence  of  the  deposition  of  these 
Ministers. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  thought  this  a 
most  preposterous  suggestion.  The  ques- 
tion had  been  tried  already  without  bring- 
ing the  matter  anything  nearer  a  settle- 
ment. The  House  had  decided  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Presbytery  to  take  a 
particular  person  on  his  trials.  They  re- 
fused to  take  him  on  his  trials ;  not  only 
that,  but  they  ordered  another  man  to  be 
presented  to  the  living,  ft  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  this  a  conflict  between  two 
authorities  with  co-ordinate  jurisdiction. 
[Viscount  Melbourne, — The  authorities 
may  be  conflicting  without  being  co-ordi* 
nate.]  But  the  noble  Marquess,  the  Se* 
cretary  of  State,  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment said,  co-ordinate.  The  noble  Vis- 
count stated,  the  question  as  l>etween 
constituted  authorities  differing  in  opin- 
ion. That  was  not  the  state  of  the  case; 
there  was  no  collision;  the  Church  of 
Scotland  was  established  by  special  Acts 
of  Parliament.  Those  acts  imposed  con- 
ditions.   Who  was  to  interpret  those  acts? 
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Hie  General  Assembly?  They  had  no 
right  to  do  so;  they  might  obey  them; 
bttt  he -had  yet  to  learn  that  their  inter- 
pretation of  those  acts  was  worth  one 
farthing.  The  court  of  session  was  the 
tribunal  to  interpret  those  acts,  and  their 
Lordships  on  appeal  from  that  court.  That 
decision  he  looked  on  as  final.  The  Ge- 
neral Assembly  bad  violated  those  acts. 
Knowing  the  opinions  of  noble  Lords  op- 
posite—knowing how  entirely  they  ac- 
corded with  his  own  views — he  thought  it 
rather  too  bad  of  them  to  shuffle  with  this 
question  in  the  way  they  had  hitherto 
done. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  understood 
to  observe,  that  the  Anchterarder  case 
came  before  their  Lordships  in  conse- 
quence of  the  operation  of  the  Veto  Act. 
The  party  presented  had  been  refused  by 
the  Presbytery,  in  consequence  of  not  hav- 
ing the  majority  required  by  the  Veto. 
The  subject  of  the  appeal  was,  that  the 
Presbytery  might  be  ordered  to  put  the 
party  on  his  trials.  Whatever  took  place 
in  the  Auchterarder  case,  that  was  the  ex- 
tent of  the  decision  of  that  House. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  his  noble  Friend 
might  have  added  that  that  was  the 
judgment  which  the  General  Assembly 
had  disobeyed.  That  was  the  judgment 
which  the  court  of  session  had  endea- 
voured to  enforce — that  was  the  judgment 
the  enforcing  of  which  had  occasioned 
the  deprivation,  or  at  least  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  seven  Ministers.  Until  he  saw 
the  law  as  it  stood  fully  obeyed,  he  would 
never  give  his  sanction  to  the  enactment 
of  a  new  law.  His  noble  Friend  denied 
this  to  be  a  conflict  between  co-ordinate 
jurisdictions;  but  he(Lord  Brougham)  could 
not  understand  how  it  could  be  called  a 
conflict  at  all,  unless  the  jurisdictions  were 
co-ordinate.  A  Master  in  Chancery  might 
disobey  the  Lord  Chancellor;  in  that  case 
he  would  be  guilty  of  disobedience  If  you 
will ;  of  a  violation  of  duty  ;  of  a  breach 
of  law ;  but  there  could  be  no  conflict  be- 
tween the  two,  because  there  was  no  co- 
ordinate authority. 

Viscount  Melbourne:  It  is  a  conflict, 
though  an  unequal  one* 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Charitable  Trusts'  Bill.]  The  Lord 
Chancellor  rose  to  move  the  second  read* 
ing  of  the  Charitable  Trusts'  Bill.  He 
said,  the  objects  of  this  bill  were  very 
simple  and  most  important«    It  bad  been 


intimated  to  him,  that  there  were  some 
objections  to  this  bill ;  but,  as  he  was 
totally  ignorant  what  those  objections 
could  be,  he  must  wait  to  hear  them.  The 
object  of  the  bill  was  to  secure  to  the 
poor  the  benefit  of  the  property  devoted 
to  their  assistance ;  and  that  was  at- 
tempted to  beefleced  in  two  ways,  applica- 
ble to  different  species  of  property.  The 
first  object  of  the  bill  was  applica- 
ble to  all  charities;  it  was  to  avoid  the 
expense  which  was  necessarily  and  con- 
stantly incurred  when  new  trustees  were 
appointed.  Whatever  the  nature  or  origin 
of  the  trust,  and  whoever  the  trustees 
might  be,  they,  of  course,  were  liable  to 
be  trustees  by  death  ;  and  it  therefore  be- 
came necessary  to  appoint  new  trustees ; 
and  on  their  appointment  it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  transfer  of  the 
charitable  property  to  those  new  trustees, 
as  they  could  not  perform  their  duties 
properly  without  such  transfer^  and  there 
was,  therefore,  continually  great  expense 
thrown  on  the  trust  fund  in  paying  the 
attorney  employed,  for  stamps,  and  for 
the  expense  of  the  conveyance.  These 
expenses,  of  course,  lessened  the  benefit  of 
the  charitable  trust  to  the  poor.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  bill  was,  to  make  the  act  of  ap- 
pointing new  trustees  ipso  facto  vest  the 
property  in  the  trustees  so  appointed. 
The  other  object  of  the  bill  was  not  a  mere 
question  of  expense,  but  a  question  in 
many  instances  of  actual  loss  to  the  poor 
of  the  property.  Their  Lordships  were 
called  on  to  turn  their  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  to  do  what  they  could  to  pre- 
vent the  inconvenience  which  had  arisen 
from  a  defective  statute.  In  the  Munici- 
pal Corporations  Reform  Bill  their  Lord- 
ships might  be  aware  that  a  provision  was 
made  for  removing  charity  trusts  from 
such  corporations  as  they  were  vested  in, 
or  from  persons,  members  of  corpora- 
tions, where  the  property  was  vested  in 
individuals,  but  still  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  corporations.  He  was  not  informed 
of  what  had  taken  place  when  that  bill 
(the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill)  passed 
through  their  Lordships'  House,  nor  could 
he  explain  how  it  was,  that  that  enact- 
ment, as  it  regarded  these  trusts,  was  left 
as  it  stood  in  the  statute.  The  words  of 
the  statute  were, — 

"  That  all  the  estate,  right,  interest,  and 
title  which  at  the  time  existed  in  the  corpora- 
tion, or  in  any  individual  holding  it  for  the 
I  corporstion,  shall  continue  till  the  1st  day  of 
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Angufty  18S6,  or  oatil  PuliaineDi  shall  other, 
iviie  order,  aod  from,  and  after  that  time  iball 
mterly  cease  and  determine;  aod  after  that 
period  tlie  Lord  Chaucellor,  or  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners  of  the  Great  Seal,  shall  have  powers 
to  make  such  orders  as  they  see  fit  for  the  re- 
appointment  of  soch  trustees." 

The  1st  of  August  arrived,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  taken  no  ateps,  nor  made  any 
profition  for  these  trusts.    Those  there- 
fore who  bad  an  interest  in  these  trusts 
had  applied  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
appointment  of  trustees.     But  though  the 
trustees  had  been  appointed,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  act  to  enable  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to    vest  the  property  in  the 
trustees.    Trustees  had  been  appointed, 
but  what  was  to  become  of  the  legal  title 
of  the  estates?    It  was  obvious  that  those 
who  held  them  before  ceased  to  bold  them 
on  the  1st  of  August,  1836 ;  but  Parlia- 
ment did  not  vest  the  property  of  these 
estates  in  any  other  persons,  and  it  had 
been  a  subject  which  had  greatly  puxzled 
conveyancers  to  determine,  what  bad  be- 
come of  the  legal  estate.    Some  supposed 
that  the  legal  estate  was  escheated  to  the 
Crown ;  some  to  the  heir-at-law  of  the 
original  founder  of  the  charity ;  but  it  bad 
been  established  beyond  all  controversy, 
that  it  was  not  gone  to  the  trustees.    It 
was  very  true^  that  in  many  instances  this 
question  had  not  been  raised ;  but  the 
tenants  under  these   trustees  had  paid 
what  they  knew  was  due.    But  it  was 
equally  true,  that  in  many  other  instances 
this  had  not  been  done,  and  that  those 
who  held  trust  property  had  put  the  trus* 
tees  at  defiance,  and  asked  them  to  show 
their  tille,  which  was  to  prove,  that  they 
had  the  legal  estate  in  them  to  give  them 
legal  power  and  authority  to  compel  those 
tenants  to  pay  what  was  due ;  and  in  very 
many  instances,  the  trustees  not  having 
that  legal  power  to  compel  payment,  the 
objects  of  the  charity  had  been  defeated^ 
and  the  trustees  could  not  administer  it  to 
the  poor.    He  had   unfortunately  been 
made  very  much  acquainted  with  these 
evils*  and  had  had  very  many  communis 
catiooa  from  persons  who  had  found  it  im* 
possible  to  compel  payment,  and  the  only 
way  to  remedy  this  defect  was  by  the  au- 
thority of  Parliament.    This  clause  of  the 
bill  then  before  their  Lordships  proposed, 
that  the  legal  estate  and  interest  of  the 
property,  of  which   the  persons  so  ap« 
pointed  were  trustees,  should  by  this  act 
be  vested  in  them.    He  should  suppose 


that  their  Lordriiips  would  approve  of  tlw 
objects  of  this  act ;  it  was  the  only  means 
of  checking  the  evil  which  existed,  and  be 
should  hope,  that  it  would  pass,  mud  re* 
store  to  poor  peraows  those  vaiioas  ebari* 
ties  which  would  be  affected  by  it.  He 
concluded  with  moving,  Umt  the  bill  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Lyndhmrti  having    presented  n 
petition  from  2,000  bankers,  meielMwla. 
and  others,  inhabilaots  of  Bristol,  praying 
asrainst  the  Bill,  would  state  very  sbovtiy 
his  ground  of  objection  to  it.     It  was  n 
Bill  which  embraced  very  important  eosH^ 
sideraiions,  and   questions  of  very  great 
difficulty ;  and  be  coneeived  that  a  831 
of  this  description  ought  not  to  have  eome 
up  to  that  House  at  such  a  period  of  the 
session,  and  particularly  in  the  stale  in 
which  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  weie 
placed  at  the  present  moment.    Tbe  eb« 
ject  of  this  Bill  was  to  confirm  and  com* 
plete  the  title  of  those  trustees  who  had 
been  appointed  under  the  Municipal  Re- 
form Act.     He  had  no  inelinatKNi  or  dis« 
position  whatever  to  do  mnything  to 
the  title  of  those  persons.     A  greet 
ber  of  these  trustees  consisled  of  Dissent- 
ers from  the  church  of  England,  and  n 
great  part  of  the  property  to  which  tbe 
trusts  referred  consisted  of  estates,  origi* 
nally  granted  lor  purposes  connected  with 
the  chureb  of  England,  and  of  advewsona. 
The  trustees  tberefoie  became  entilled  to 
present  to  livings.    This  was  a  reason  why 
he  thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  con* 
firm  the  title  of  the  trustees.    With  in* 
fcrsnce  to  the  corporation  of  Brislol,  he 
learned  from  tbe  petition  which  had  been 
intrusted  to  him,  that  the  number  of  traa- 
tees  appointed  for  the  management  of  the 
estates  of  the  city  amounted  to  twenty* 
one ;  ten  of  them  were  Dissenlera,  and  of 
the  eleven  who  professed  to  belong  to  Ike 
church  of  England,  some  were  toletnUy 
lukewarm  in  their  professioos.    A  gteat 
number  of  the  estatea  had  obvkwsly  been 
granted  for  the  benefit  of  osembera  of  tbe 
church  of  England,  and  there  were  lltfee 
advowsons  among  the  property.    Wben 
the  Municipal  Corporelkms  Reform  Bill 
was  under  their  Lordships*  coosideratien, 
what  course  had  they  pursued  T    It  was 
urged  that  many  corporatkms  poasessed 
advowsons,  and  their  Loidships  dssmsd 
that  those  advowsons  should  be  sold,  and 
until  that    was    done   the   presentment 
should  vest  in  the  Bishops  of  tbe  leapeclivn 
dmoeies.    A  reready  waa  tbarefcie  pio* 
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vided  for  that  particular  evil ;  but  the 
oase  of  charitable  trustees  possessing  ad- 
irowsons  had  been  overlooked.  Had  their 
Lordships'  attention  been  called  to  it|  they 
woqld  doubtless  have  made  some  similar 
provision,  and  he  was  the  more  entitled 
to  say  so,  because  he  found  in  the  Irish 
Municipal  Act  an  enactment  providing 
that  none  but  corporators  belonging  to  the 
church  of  England  should  interfere  with 
property  l>equeathed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
cborch  of  England.  On  these  grounds  he 
objected  to  anything  tending  to  conBrm 
the  title  of  these  trustees.  It  was  owing 
to  the  neglect  of  the  Government  that  a 
general  Bill  on  the  subject  had  not  been 
brought  forward  before.  The  present 
measure  ought  to  be  considered  by  a  com- 
mittee up- stairs,  and  was  not  fit  to  be 
passed  at  that  late  period  of  the  session. 
He  opposed  the  whole  Bill,  for  the  first 
clause,  though  drawn  up  in  general  terms, 
would  by  a  side-wind  effect  the  purpose 
he  objected  to.  He  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Lord  Brougham  expressed  his  surprise 
at  the  opposition  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  An  omission  had  been  made  in  the 
Municipal  Bill,  which  gave  rise  to  a  most 
pernicious  state  of  things  as  regarded  the 
aJminiftration  of  charitable  property; 
and  if  their  Lordships  did  not  pass  the 
present  Bill,  not  only  would  Dissenters 
not  have  the  patronage  of  this  church 
preferment,  but  nobody  else  would.  He 
could  not  see  what  danger  could  arise  to 
the  establishment,  if  in  some  corporations 
Dissenters  should  have  the  appointment 
to  livings.  There  was  nothing  in  the  law  of 
the  country  to  prevent  Dissenters  present- 
ing ;  and  even  Jews  might  do  so  in  some 
parishes  where  they  were  rate-payers.  All 
that  was  reouired  was,  that  the  party  pre- 
sented should  be  qualified  under  the  Uni- 
formity  Act 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  had  a  petition  to 
present  against  this  Bill  from  the  corpo- 
ration of  Warwicki  That  corporation  pos- 
■essed  property  of  much  value,  which 
they  Slated  was  not  charitable,  but  be* 
queathed  for  the  purposes  of  the  church 
and  the  corporation ;  and  the  petitioners 
contended  that  this  property  ought  not  to 
be  taken  away  from  them.  He  should 
certainly  vote  against  the  Bill. 

The  Lard  Chanoelior,  in  reply,  observ- 
ad|  that  under  existing  circumstances  the 
pcoperiy  to  which  the  BU  referred  was  in 


a  state  that  rendered  it  impossible  to  be 
managed.  The  objections  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  rested  on  facts;  but 
of  those  farts  no  proof  whatever  was  be- 
fore their  Lordships,  and,  even  if  they 
were,  that  would  be  no  reason  for  prevent- 
ing the  people  from  the  enjoyment  of  the 
rights  which  this  measure  would  confer. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  also 
complained  of  the  Government  having 
left  the  former  enactment  imperfect,  under 
the  pledge  of  bringing  forward  some  other 
measure  to  regulate  charitable  trusts,  but 
that  no  such  measure  had  been  passed. 
He  could  only  say,  that  one  of  the  first 
measures  which  he  had  had  to  propose  to 
their  Lordships  after  having  a  seat  in  that 
House  was  a  measure  for  that  purpose, 
but  it  was  thrown  out  by  their  Lordships* 

Lord  Lyndhursi  said,  that  with  respect 
to  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  as  to  there  being  no  proof 
of  the  facts  on  which  he  had  objected  to 
this  Bill,  all  he  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  wanted 
wai  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  facts 
of  the  case. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  Bill  be  then  read  a  second  time. 
Contents  36;  Not-eontents  52  :  Major- 
ity 16. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday  f  June  15,  1841. 

MiirOTBa.]  Bills.  Head  a  first  time :~  Railways  (Ireland). 
Read  a  third  time :— Electkm  Petitions ;  Appropriation  ; 
MlHtiB  Pay. 

Windsor  Great  Park.]  Colonel 
Salwey  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  a  question  which  was  not  only  of 
personal  concern  to  himself,  but  in  which 
the  public  were  also  materially  concerned. 
It  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  there  was 
a  public  highway  through  Windsor  Great 
Park  which  led  from  Staines  to  Reading, 
through  Egham  and  IngleBeld-green.  On 
Wednesday  night  last  he  was  passing 
along  this  road  in  a  carriage,  and  when  he 
arrived  at  the  Bishop*s-gate  he  found  it 
locked,  and  he  was  kept  wailing  until 
some  one  came  to  open  it  full  five  minutes. 
The  person  who  appeared  spoke  to  him 
with  rudeness,  and  told  him  that  he  had 
no  right  to  be  there  after  ten  o'clock  at 
night,  and  that  he  might  go  through  for 
that  time,  but  he  should  not  in  future. 
Now,  he  thought  that  there  must  be  a 
great  assumption  of  power  on  the  part  of 
somebody  connected  with  the  park  to 
cause  all  this ;  it  looked  as  if  there  was 
an  intentioQ  to  defraud  the  public  of  a 


valuable  road.  What  he  wanted  to  knoir 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was,  by 
whose  order  and  whose  authority  that 
gate  was  shut  after  ten  o'clock  at  night, 

Mr.  E.  J.  Stanley  said,  that  the  keepei 
had  no  authority  to  act  as  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber had  represented,  and  his  conduct  most 
have  originated  in  some  mistake,  which 
he  would  take  care  to  see  rectified.  The 
gate,  he  believed,  was  always  closed  at 
twelve  o'clock,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
deer  from  escaping.  He  would,  however, 
inquire  into  the  matter. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Distress  of  the  Countbt.]  Mr. 
Schole^eldsMf  he  had  to  apolc^ize  to  the 
House  for  his  own  inability  to  do  justice 
to  the  motion  he  had  to  make.  He  could 
assure  the  House  there  was  vast  and  ex- 
tensive suffering  in  the  manufacturing  dia« 
tricts  of  the  country,  although  the  word 
distress  was  as  seldom  heard  within  those 
walls  as  was  the  mention  of  the  national 
debt,  yet  it  was  doubtless  owing  to  the 
national  debt  that  so  much  distress  existed. 
Not  only  had  the  distress  been  extensive, 
but  it  now  affected  the  home  trade  as  well 
as  the  foreign.  In  fact,  so  much  money 
was  required  to  procure  food  at  the  present 
high  price  of  corn,  that  there  was  little 
left  to  buy  clothes  with,  and  consequently, 
the  demand  for  the  home  trade  was  pro« 
portionately  curtailed  ;  nor  was  the  foreig^n 
trade  in  a  better  condition  than  the  home 
trade.  We  had  now  competitors  in  every 
market  with  which  we  traded,  and  unfor- 
tunately were  undersold  in  too  many  of 
them.  The  German  manufacturers  of 
hardware  could  take  their  goods  to  all 
parts  of  the  globe,  and  there  undersell  the 
English ;  they  could  even  introduce  articles 
of  cutlery  at  Sheflield  on  lower  terms  thao 
our  own  manufacturers  could  supply  them* 
And  what  gave  the  advantage  to  our 
foreign  competitors  ?  We  had  equal  in- 
dustry, equal  skill,  and  as  much  capital 
as  foreigners  possessed;  but  our  indus* 
trious  artisans  could  not  buy  their  bread 
and  the  necessaries  of  life  so  cheaply  as 
they  were  sold  in  other  countries.  Whilst 
our  workmen  had  to  pay  9d,  for  a  loaf 
that  was  to  be  purchased  for  5d,  or  6d, 
on  the  continent,  and  while  he  had  to  pay 
more  than  half  for  tax  on  his  tobacco,  tee, 
and  beer,  and  one-third  tax  on  the  little 
sugar  he  could  obtain,  he  was  unable  to 
live  so  cheaply  as  those  in  other  countries 
who  had  not  such  heavy  inpoilt  Co  pey^ 
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He  was  not  able  to  say  how  far  the  pressure 
of  taxes  bore  upon  agricultural  labourers, 
but  doubtless,  with  their  very  limited 
wages,  they  could  not  spare  money  for 
scarcely  any  other  object  than  for  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life.  There  was  one  feature  in 
the  existing  distress,  as  it  affected  the 
commerce  and  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try, which  was,  that  distress  had  fallen 
upon  the  shopkeeper  and  the  master 
manufacturer,  on  whom  it  pressed  almost 
as  severely  as  it  had  done,  and  then  did, 
upon  the  workmen.  He  would  read  to 
the  House  some  letters  which  had  been 
transmitted  to  him  from  several  of  his 
constituents,  showing  how  prevailing  the 
distress  of  trade  was  in  the  borough  of 
Birmingham : — 

**  The  condition  of  the  inhabitants  of  Bir- 
mingham is  more  deplorable  than  e?er.  Cruel 
mortgagees  are  disposing  of  property  on  which 
they  have  advanced  money  for  less  than  one- 
third  of  its  value,  or  rather,  I  should  say,  they 
are  purchasing  buildings  at  that  rate.  In  con- 
sequence of  trade  being  so  bad,  and  levies  and 
taxes  so  high,  mortgagers  have  not  been  able 
to  be  punctual  in  the  payment  of  interest; 
their  property  has  been  advertised  to  be  sold, 
and  no  sale  being  practicable,  a  legal  process 
has  been  gone  through,  and  the  property  been 
transferred  from  the  legitimate  owner  to  the 
mortgagee,  and  this  has  been  the  case  lately 
in  a  great  many  instances.  Trade  is  daily 
getting  worse.  Whilst  the  number  of  bank- 
rupts is  less,  the  number  of  insolvents  is 
greater,  in  all  the  manufacturing  districts,  and 
the  poor  debtors  are  crying  '  make  room,  the 
prison  is  too  small  for  us.'  This  was  actually 
the  case  in  Birmingham  only  a  few  weeks  ago, 
when  the  commissioners  held  a  Court  for  the 
Relief  of  Insolvent  Debtors,  and  those  miser- 
able men  have  been  sent  forth  into  the  world 
pennyless,  and  nothing  but  an  alteration  in 
trade  can  prevent  their  coming  to  the  work- 
house.  Although  it  was  so  recently  emptied 
of  its  inmates,  there  is  a  fresh  succession  of 
unfortunate  debtors,  many  of  whom  have  lived 
respectably,  and  contributed  largely  to  the 
payment  of  taxes  and  poor-rates,  to  the  benefit 
of  the  community,  but  who  are  now  about  to 
perish  in  obscurity.  Tradesmen,  with  very 
tew  exceptions,  are  in  jeopardy  every  hour. 
They  apply  to  the  pawnbrokers  in  vain,  for 
these  have. granted  loans  till  they  have  no 
money  to  lend,  and  the  consequence  is,  all  the 
heads  of  families  are  in  ill  health,  and  medi- 
cine is  of  no  avail.  '  Hope  deferred  maketh 
the  heart  sick,'  and  one  need  not  be  skilled 
in  phisiognomy  to  be  able  to  discern,  by  a 
man's  countenance,  that  be  considers  himself 
standing  on  a  quicksand,  and,  unless  be  his 
unexpectedly  supported^  that  he  must  shortly 
sink." 

Tbe  workiog  classeS|  too,  as  night  be 


expected,  when  the  manufacturers  were 
going  to  decay,  were  sustaining  a  most 
painful  degree  of  suffering,  and  the  de- 
scription of  those  unfortunate  persons  who 
had  recourse  to  the  aid  of  the  pawnbroker 
is  truly  affecting.  He  would  read  a  state* 
men t  to  the  House  which  had  been  made 
to  him  on  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member 
here  read  the  following  documents,  in  or- 
der to  prove  the  distressed  state  of  va- 
rious parts  of  the  country  : — 

^  A  list  of  one  week's  pledges  at  one  shop, 
containing  sixty-five  pledges,  out  of  which 
only  two  lots  exceeded  3s.  each.  Upwards  of 
thirty  pledges  are  gowns,  shifts,  women's  petti- 
coats, and  children's  frocks;  the  rest  are 
shawls,  men's  waistcoats,  and  jackets,  a  bed- 
cover, a  pillow,  a  wedding  ring,  and  other 
small  articles,  the  whole  averaging  only  It.  9d, 
each  in  value. 

**  Birmingham  contains  ninety-four  pawn- 
brokers, and  if  each  has  sixty-five  pledges  per 
week,  the  weekly  number  of  the  town,  of 
small  pledges,  not  exceeding  3s.  each,  ex- 
ceeds 6,000." 

A  former  statement  sent  him  shewed 
that  the  master  manufacturers  had  so  many 
goods  in  pawn,  already,  that  the  pawn- 
brokers are  unable  to  find  further  money 
to  advance  upon  them.  As  an  instance  of 
the  great  distress  in  Birmingham,  he  would 
refer  to  a  letter  that  had  been  written  to 
a  Clergyman  of  that  town  : — 

**  A  week  has  passed,  and  you  have  vouch- 
safed us  no  reply.  Nine  weeks  have  gone 
since  the  Committee  concluded  its  labours, 
reporting,  that  they  had  found  above  40,000 
individuals  so  miserable  as  to  be  grateful-— 
yes,  humbly  grateful — for  a  donation  of  less 
than  lid,  per  head  per  week.  Nine  weeks  have 
passed  since  that  report;  trade  during  that  pe- 
riod has  actually  grown  worse,  and  nothing  has 
been  done !  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  re- 
lieve 1 

"  We  pray  you  to  consider  how  ill  such  po- 
verty brooks  delay  ;  how  many  miseries  and 
anxieties,  crowding  in  each  successive  hour, 
have  made  each  week  an  age.  Some  victims 
of  our  neglect  have,  in  that  period,  found  re- 
fuge in  the  grave.  No  ministration  of  earthly 
comfort  soothed  their  last  mortal  agony :  the 
aid,  for  which  affection  yearned,  a  necessitous 
poverty  denied — they  rest— but,  to  the  living 
IS  left  the  undying  regret — that  the  thousand 
appliances  which  might  have  restored  health, 
or  softened  pain,  were  all  denied. 

**  The  proauctions  of  every  climate,  tributary 
to  our  industry,  and  plastic  to  our  skill,  fill 
every  store  with  the  means  of  enjoyment,  and 
yet,  English  poverty  is  as  unequalled  as  Eng- 
lish wealth. 

'*  Workmen,  with  large  families,  are  receiv- 
ing from  six  to  eleven  shillings  per  weekj  and 
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would  be  nble,  if  they  could  work  full  ttme^  to 
earn  from  15i.  to  30s.  per  week.  How  these 
familiet  live  and  pay  rent  can  only  be  answered 
by  the  poor  creatures  themselves.  I  know  they 
are  obliged  to  crowd  together  in  dwellings  not 
fit  for  hogs  to  litter  in.  I  know  places  called 
Chambers^  wherein  different  families  of  both 
sexes,  and  of  all  ages,  are  compelled  to  pass 
the  night  at  the  same  time.  Is  not  this  enough 
to  make  Chartists  f  Is  not  this  enough  to  de- 
noraliae  the  people  ? 

''At  the  Boi^rd  of  Guardians, yesterda^y  a 
young  woman  applied  for  relief,  whose  hus- 
band had  been  three  weeks  in  prison  for  a 
debt  due  for  provisions)  he  has  nine  weeks 
longer  to  remain ;  himself  and  his  wife  are 
steady  people ;  they  have  two  small  children. 
The  Ouardtans  thought  the  woman  appeared 
almost  lost  for  want :  they  allowed  her  three 
shillings^  and  two  loaves,  per  week,  for  nine 
weeks—^not  sufficient,  after  paying  for.  lodg* 
]ngs»  to  keep  body  and  soul  together  1  more 
could  not  be  allowed  to  her,  as  levies  are  so 
high,  and  many  persons  who  pay  them  stand 
in  need  of  parochial  relief. 

''lAst  week  a  young  wife  died  in  child* 
birth;  her  time  was  come,  but,  for  want  of 
strength,  she  was  not  able  to  bring  forth — a 
physician  was  called  in  but  his  assistance  was 
unavailing — ^he  said,  he  had  no  doubt  her  death 
was  occasioned  by  deficiency  of  nourishment/f 

An  hon.  Baronet  lately  said  to  him 
(Mr.  Scholefield)  that  he  had  never  been 
paid  his  rents  better  than  at  present.  He 
(Mr.  Scholefield)  replied  that  profit  to  the 
merchant  and  manufacturer  was  the  same 
as  rent  to  the  landlord,  and  he  assured  the 
worthy  Baronet  that  profit  had  long  fled 
from  the  tradesman.  He  was  told  that 
no  sooner  was  a  farm  vacant  than  a  tenant 
applied  for  it«  How  different  was  tha  situa- 
tion of  the  owner  of  dwelling  bouses  and 
manufactoriasy  loo  many  of  which  wer« 
empty  and  profitless  to  their  owners  I  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  an  entire  new 
state  of  things  with  regard  to  the  conduct 
of  persons  constituting  public  meetings, 
They)  too»  had  their  motions  of  ^'nocon* 
fidance"  in  either  party.  They  disliked 
both  Whig  and  Tory  equally,  but  would 
prefer  voting  for  the  Tory  now,  and  would 
doubtless  duly  reject  them  when  their  own 
proper  time  came.  At  a  recent  meeting 
at  Birminghami  a  resolution  was  passed 
not  to  vote  for  the  abolition  of  the  Cora- 
laws.  The  miyority  preferred  a  very  differ- 
ent measare}  they  considered  the  Corn* 
law  question  delusive,  and  would  be  satis- 
fie4  with  nothing  less  than  univertal  suf- 
frage.  Exactly  similar  was  the  result  of 
tk  meeting  at  Shefilield,  at  which  the  "  no- 
confidence*'  in  either  party  wa4  the  prevail- 
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ing  feeling.  A  meeting  had  recently  taken 
place  at  Lirerpool,  which  proved  how  well 
informed  the  persons  were  who  were  pr»* 
sent  on  the  occasion  :  a  working  man  of 
the  name  of  Jones  addressed  the  meetiog 
In  a  manner  which  testified  strong  sense 
and  showed  how  much  he  felt  the  hardship 
of  the  severe  suffering  himself  and  persons 
of  his  class  were  subject  to  from  (as  he 
said)  the  oppressive  effeets  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  What  Mr.  Jones  spoke  was  ao 
much  to  the  purpose  that  he  sboold  take 
the  liberty  to  read  it  to  the  House  t-* 

**  At  a  late  meeting  at  Liverpool  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  the  chairman  said,  that  the  next 
speaker,  Robert  Jones,  though  a  man  well  able 
to  express  his  views  on  this  great  question,  was 
unable  to  read,  and  he,  the  chairman,  would 
therefore  move  the  resolution  for  him  a  *Tbat 
these  laws,  whioh  wring  from  the  wants  of  the 
poor,  in  order  to  support  a  monopoly  to  the 
wealthy,  are  cruel,  unchristian,  and  unjust; 
alike  opposed  to  the  word  of  God  and  the  hap- 
piness of  man.'  Robert  Jones,  in  moving  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  said,  that  like  some 
hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  those  present, 
all  the  property  that  he  had  in  the  world  he  hail 
with  him«-<all  the  estate  that  God  and  bis  la- 
ther had  left  him  on  the  earth,  snd  that  £Qg- 
lish  landlords  would  allow  him,  he  held  up  to 
them  (holding  up  his  hands).  These  were  aU 
his  property,  and  he  found  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  Corn-laws  and  other  wicked  laws,  he 
was  robbed  of  so  much  of  the  produee  of  his 
estate  that  he  and  his  children  had  to  rise  many 
a  time  from  the  table  with  half-filled  belies. 
This  was  not  a  cause  of  party  orfaetiooj  it  was 
the  cause  of  the  whole  human  family-^it  was 
the  causa  of  justice  and  trutli,  of  God  and  of 
humanity.  A  tax  upon  bread ;  a  tax  upon 
life  itself— a  tax  upon  the  very  existence  of  the 
working  man^-a  tax  on  Eternal  Justice  and  on 
the  providence  of  Qudl  God  sent. untaxed 
rain  to  water  the  earth ;  God  brought  untaxed 
corn  out  of  the  earth  i  Gofl  had  spread  a  bomu 
tiful  table  for  the  whoU  family  of  man  on  the 
face  of  the  earth— -but  man  put  his  avaricious 
hand  on  the  bread,  and  snatched  it  from  the 
hungry  lips  of  the  people  of  England," 

It  had  been  said,  that  poverty  had  made 
philosophers  of  the  sufFering  artisans^  and 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Jones  proves  how  in- 
telligent an  uneducated  man  may  be.  To 
show  how  general  is  the  interest  felt  bj  all 
classes  and  seies,  he  would  mention  the 
petition  Aom  450  females  of  Bridgenorth, 

!)resented  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
br  Ludlow,  describing  the  aevere  distress 
which  their  huiband^i  fathers,  sons,  and 
brothera  were  undergoing  from  want  of 
employment  and  low  wages.  How  great 
is  the  coo(raat  between  the  aplepdid  ap 
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pearance  which  Hyde-park,  Regent's  park 
and  street,  and  such  like  places  of  fashion- 
able  resort,  and  the  miserable  abodes  of 
the  distressed  manufacturers  !  Truly  was 
h  said  by  the  writer  of  the  letter  to  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Garbett  of  Birmingham,  **  Eng- 
lish wealth  is  as  unequalled  as  is  English 
poverty/'  How  just  was  the  observation  ! 
how  painful  the  reflection  that  arose  from 
it  I  The  question  which  naturally  presen- 
ted itself  in  considering  this  striking  con- 
trast of  splendour  and  the  most  squalid 
misery  was,  what  remedy  can  be  applied 
to  so  mighty  an  evil  ?  Doubtless,  where 
wealth  was  so  abundant  as  in  this  country, 
it  would  be  no  difficult  matter  to  spare 
out  of  their  superfluity  rather  than  require 
a  portion  of  the  poor  man*s  means  of  ex- 
istence to  be  taken  from  him.  A  property 
tax  would  relieve  this  cruel  oppression 
upon  those  who  are  unable,  under  their 
great  privations,  to  pay  taxes  atall.  This 
would  at  once  be  an  act  of  justice  and  of 
mercy.  He  had  been  told,  that  the  present 
motion  could  lead  to  no  practical  good ; 
but  he  felt  satisfied  that,  if  it  excited  an 
expression  of  sympathy  for  the  poor  suf- 
ferers, it  would  not  be  without  its  use :  if 
it  did  no  more  than  keep  hope  alive  in  the 
breast  of  the  afflicted,  it  would  at  least  do 
some  good.  He  should  conclude'  by 
moving 

"  That  the  extreme  suflTering  of  the  indus- 
trious classes,  from  want  of  employment,  low 
wasesy  and  liij^h  prices  of  provisions*  renders 
it  tne  imperative  duty  of  Parliment  to  devise 
means  for  the  alleviation  of  the  great  misery 
which  now  pervades  all  the  maQufacturing' dis- 
tricts of  the  country." 

Mr.  WilliafM^  seconded  the  motion. 
He  did  not  intend  to  have  spoken,  but 
being  well  aware  of  the  prevailing  distress, 
although  no  practical  bieneflt  could  result 
iVom  the  motion  with  the  present  prospects 
of  the  House,  he  could  not  refrain  from 
giving  it  his  support.  The  cause  of  the 
existing  destitute  condition  of  the  lower 
orders,  and  especially  of  the  manufactur- 
ing classes,  was  the  excessive  burden  of 
taxation  they  were  compelled  to  sustain. 
They  were  taxed  by  the  State,  and  they 
were  taxed  also  by  the  landed  aristocracy 
to  an  amount  very  nearly  equal  to  the  tax- 
ation imposed  by  the  State.  He  had  him- 
self been  an  astonished  witness  of  the  ra- 
pid progress  of  manufactures  in  some  parts 
of  Europe,  and  the  same  remark  would 
upply  to  America*    Ho  could  DOt^  there- 


fbre,  help  looking  forward  with  great  ap- 
prehension to  the  competition  to   which 
this  country  might  in  a  short  time  be  ex- 
posed.    Unless  something  were  speedily 
done  to  relieve  the  lower  orders  from  the 
load  under  which  they  now  groaned,   it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  contend 
against  the  manufactures  of  foreign  coun- 
tries.    In  Switzerland,  the  greater  part  of 
Germany,  and  in  the  United  States,  the 
price  of  provisions  and  the  other  neces- 
saries of  life  was  scarcely  h^lf  as  much  as 
in  Great  Britain.     A  great  change  was  in- 
evitable ;  but  when  he  saw  the  late  propo- 
sition of  Government  for  the  relief  of  the 
people  as  regarded  sugar  and  corn  rejected 
by  the  House,  what  hope  could  he  have  of 
any  benefit  proceeding  from  such  a  source  ? 
He  had  shown,  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
in  Switzerland,  Germany,  and  the  United 
States,  in  the  article  of  sugar  only,  the  in- 
habitants paid  100  per  cent,  less  than  the 
inhabitants  of  this  country.    The  recent 
decision  of  the  House  had  convinced  the 
people  that  nothing  was  to  be  hoped  from 
It :  discontent  was,  therefore,  increasing 
in  every  quarter  amongst  those  who  were 
unable  to  procure  even  the  bare  necessa- 
ries of  Wte.     Something  must  be  done  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  millions  of 
the  working  classes,  or  property  and  the 
valuable  institutions  of  the  country  would 
be  endangered.     Most  of  the  historians  of 
the  time  attributed  the  first  French  revo- 
lution to  the  undue  pressure  of  taxation, 
because  the  aristocracy  relieved  themselves 
at  the  expense  of  those  who  were  much 
worse  able  to  sustain  the  burden.     The 
present  state  of  taxation  in  this  country 
was  much   the  same.     Of  the  fifty-two 
millions  raised  by  taxes,  not  far  from  the 
whole  was  obtained   from  the  middling 
and  industrious  classes.    True  it  was,  that 
the  higher  orders  paid  taxes  upon  certain 
articles,  but  in  many  instances,  from  100 
to  200  per  cent,  less  than  was  paid  upon 
the  articles  by  the  lower  orders.    The 
reason  was,  that  taxation  was  regulated, 
not  by  the  value,  but  by  the  quality  of  the 
article  taxed,  and  the  aristocracy  having 
the  power  of  making  the  laws,  took  care 
to  exempt  itself  from  the  chief  part  of  the 
weight.     Moreover,  the  tax  paid  to  the 
landowners  upon   corn  only,  was  much 
larger  than  the  whole  amount  of  taxea 
those  landowners  contributed  to  the  State. 
He  had  felt  it  necessary  to  make  these 
few  remarks,  but  he  was  aware  that  the 
House  waa  not  diipoaed   to  treat   tba 
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matter  with  that  aerioasnest  which  its 
importance  demanded. 
The  question  having  been  put^ 
Mr.  Hindley:  Mr.  Speaker,  It  is  be- 
cause I  agree  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Williams)  that  the  resolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Birmingham, 
is  not  sufficiently  practical,  that  I  am  an- 
xious to  propose  the  addition  of  which  1 
have  given  notice.  For,  Sir,  if  the  distress 
at  present  existing  arises  from  no  fault  of 
this  House,  however  warmly  we  may  ex- 
press our  sympathy  with  the  industrious 
classes,  it  will  be  useless,  if  we  cannot  by 
legislation,  give  them  some  relief.  Believ- 
ing, however,  that  much  of  this  distress 
arises  from  the  present  system  of  le- 
gislation, I  am  desirous  to  have  the  pro- 
position I  have  advanced,  adopted  by  the 
House.  And  though  this  addition  itself 
embraces  no  practical  details,  it  appears 
to  me  that  its  adoption  by  the  House  at 
the  present  time  would  have  a  practical 
effect.  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Robert  Peel,)  proposed  his 
motion  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment, he  neither  proposed  to  address 
her  Majesty  for  the  removal  of  her  Minis- 
ters, nor  for  the  exercise  of  her  prerogative 
of  dissolving  this  House,  though  it  was 
certain,  that  one  or  the  other  of  these  re- 
sults must  follow  his  motion,  if  successful. 
In  the  same  way,  I  conceive  that  if  the 
House  adopt  my  addition,  the  practical 
result  must  be  a  revision  of  the  whole  of 
our  taxation,  whatever  party  may  be  in 
office.  Sir,  there  are  two  great  parties  in 
the  State  struggling  for  power;  and  I 
fearlessly  tell  them  both,  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  either  to  hold  the 
reins,  except  they  act  on  the  principle  that 
taxation  should  be  just  to  all  classes  of 
the  community.  The  present  system  of 
taxation  presses  most  unequally  on  the 
different  classes  of  society,  and,  most  un- 
justly on  the  middle  and  lower  classes. 
The  duty  of  removing  this  injustice  at  the 
present  time  is  exceedingly  increased  by 
the  extremely  depressed  state  of  these 
classes.  The  House  has  heard  the  melan- 
choly and  lengthened  details  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham;  and  it  is  un- 
necessary  for  me  to  do  more  than  to  con- 
firm their  truth  from  my  own  personal 
knowledge.  Representing  as  I  do,  an  ex- 
tensive manufacturing  district,  and  inti- 
mately acquainted,  as  I  am,  with  the  state 
Qf  the  labouring  classes,  I  must  say,  that 


never  within  the  period  of  my  recoUection, 
have  1  witnessed  such  severe  and  suck 
general  distress.  1  may  be  allowed  to  add 
one  fact  in  proof  of  the  extreme  depres- 
sion which  prevails  in  trade,  that  the 
cotton-mill  property  near  Manchester, 
alluded  to  the  other  night  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salford,  (Mr. 
Brotherton),  which  originally  cost  one 
hundred  and  twenty  thousand  pounds 
has,  since  that  debate  been  sold  for 
twenty-six  thousand  pounds!  Sir,  I 
am  not  about  to  complain  at  present  of 
the  amount  of  taxation,  although  that  is 
excessive,  so  much  as  of  the  unequal  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  levied.  The  Government 
of  the  country  cannot  be  considered  in  a 
state  of  safety  as  long  as  the  taxation  of 
the  country  is  regulated,  not  according  to 
the  principles  of  justice,  but  according  as 
certain  class  interests  preponderate,  more 
or  less,  in  this  House.  I  have  been  much 
struck  with  a  passage  in  the  able  report 
of  '*  The  Hand-loom  Weavers'  Commis- 
sion," which  I  will  venture  to  read  to  the 
House.  Alluding  to  the  political  theories 
of  the  present  day,  the  commissioners 
say, 

**  We  feel  that  the  state  of  mind  which  they 
indicate,  deserves  serious  attention.  The 
Government  of  this  country  resides  in  a 
minority,  and  a  narrow  minority;  the  own- 
ers of  land,  a  small  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, constitute,  almost  exclusively,  one 
House  of  Parliament,  and  form  a  large  ma- 
jority in  the  other.  Such  a  Government  can 
be  safe  only  while  it  is  popular ;  and  popular 
only  while  it  is  believed  to  be  impartial.  Its 
first  prudential  duty  is  to  avoid  even  the  ap- 
pearance of  selfish  legislation/' 

Now,  Sir,  let  us  inquire  how  far  this 
principle  is  acted  upon,  with  reference  to 
the  middle  and  lower  classes  of  society. 
It  it  well  known  to  the  House,  that,  in  the 
year  1833,  the  late  Mr.  Cobbett  exposed 
to  the  House  and  the  country,  the  injustice 
occasioned  by  the  existing  stamp-duties. 
That  injustice  was  admittdl  by  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  pro- 
mised it  should  be  remedied.  Has  this 
been  done  ?  Has  any  attention  whatever 
been  paid  to  it  ?  No.  Eight  years  have 
elapsed,  and  the  injustice  continues  to  the 
present  moment.  That  the  House  may 
judge  of  the  amount  of  this  injustice,  per- 
mit me  to  call  its  attention  to  some  par- 
ticulars of  the  various  stamp- duties.  The 
rate  of  duty  upon  a  conveyance  of  property 
of  ten  pounds  value,  is  ten  per  cent.} 
while  it  is  only  one  per  centt  on  a  con- 
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▼eyaoee  of  property  of  two  thousand 
poands  value!  The  rate  of  duty  on 
mortgagee  is  ten  pounds  per  cent,  upon 
the  raising  of  ten  pounds;  whilst  it  is 
only  |six  shillings  per  cent,  on  a  loan  of 
two  thousand  pounds,  and  siipence  per 
cent,  only  upon  a  mortgage  of  one  hundred 
thousand  pounds  1  And  the  low  amount 
of  stamp-duty  upon  large  mortgages,  as 
compared  with  that  upon  large  convey- 
ancesi  cannot  but  excite  a  suspicion  that 
this  had  been  purposely  done  by  the 
landed  Gentlemen,  who  rarely  sell  their 
property,  but  who,  from  family  engage- 
ments and  other  causes,  have  frequently 
to  raise  money  upon  it.  The  stamp-duty 
on  bille  of  a  low  amount,  say,  twenty 
pounds,  is  ten  shillings  per  cent. ;  on  ten 
thousand  pounds,  it  is  threepence-half- 
penny per  cent. ;  and  three-fourths  of  the 
amount  of  stamp-duty  on  bills,  is  raised 
from  bills  averaging  seventy-five  pounds. 
Can  anything,  Sir,  show  more  clearly  the 
unequal  pressure  borne,  in  this  particular, 
by  small  tradesmen  ?  The  same  remark 
applies  to  the  stamp  duty  on  receipts, 
which  is  6ve  shillings  per  cent,  upon  ten 
pounds,  and  five  farthings  per  cent,  on  ten 
thousand  pounds !  It  appears,  therefore, 
that  the  man  who  sells  ten  pounds  worth 
of  property,  pays,  on  the  conveyance,  ten 
times  as  much  in  proportion  as  the  man 
who  sells  one  hundred  thousand  ;  that 
the  man  who  borrows  on  mortgage  ten 
pounds,  pajs  four  hundred  times  as  much 
in  proportion  as  the  man  who  borrows  one 
hundred  thousand  pounds ;  and  that  the 
man  who  gives  his  bill  or  receipt  for  ten 
pounds,  pays  four  hundred  and  eighty 
times  as  much  in  proportion  as  he  who 
gives  his  bill  or  receipt  for  one  hundred 
thousand  pounds  I  These  are  but  speci- 
mens of  similar  unjust  disproportions  in 
stamp  duties,  on  annuities,  insurances, 
probates,  auctions,  &c.,  &c.  Nor  is  the 
injustice  committed  by  the  present  system 
of  taxation  less  on  the  lower  than  on  the 
middle  classes.  And,  allow  me  to  remind 
faon.  Members,  that  this  portion  of  the 
community  is  not  represented  in  this 
House.  Out  of  five  millions  of  the  adult 
male  population,  four  millions  have  no 
votes.  I  am  not  now  going  to  inquire 
into  the  justice  or  injustice  of  keeping  this 
majority  of  our  fellow-countrymen  out  of 
the  pale  of  the  constitution,  however 
strong  my  opinion  upon  this  point  may  be ; 
but  I  do  call  upon  hon.  Members  to  admit, 
that  the  fact  of  their  not  being  represented 


in  this  House,  renders  it  doubly  the  doty 
of  the  House  to  be  careful  not  to  do  them 
injustice.  If  the  House  takes  advantage 
of  its  power,  to  draw  more  in  proportion 
out  of  their  pockets  than  out  of  the  pockets 
of  other  classes,  it  adds  injustice  to  insult, 
flind  inflicts  upon  them  a  double  wrong. 
Now,  how  stands  the  fact  ?  If,  Sir,  I  were 
to  ask  hon.  Members,  individually,  whe- 
ther the  shilling  of  the  poor  man  ought  to 
go  as  far  as  the  shilling  of  the  rich  man, 
I  am  sure  every  hon.  Gentleman  would 
answer  in  the  affirmative;  and  that,  if 
there  should  be  any  difTerence,  it  ought  to 
be  in  favour  of  the  poor;  and  I  cannot 
believe,  that  the  House,  collectively, 
would  express  a  different  opinion.  I  feel 
persuaded  that  hon.  Members  are  not 
aware  of  the  extent  of  the  injustice  done 
to  the  lower  classes,  by  the  present  system 
of  taxation.  In  order  to  give  a  practical 
illustration  of  this  injustice,  I  have  fur- 
nished myself  with  a  statement  which  I 
requested  a  highly  respectable  grocer  in 
this  city  to  prepare,  of  the  various  articles 
he  is  in  the  habit  of  supplying  to  rich  and 
poor  families,  with  the  prices  of  those 
articles,  and  the  rates  of  duty  on  each.  I 
confess  that  I  read  the  statement  with 
much  surprise,  in  which  I  think  the  House 
will  participate ;  but,  after  a  careful  ex- 
amination, I  cannot  discover  that  its  truth 
can  be  invalidated.     He  writes, 

^A  poor  woroaD,  a  widow,  earning  her 
living  by  washing  for  families  at  their  own 
abodes,  and  having  two  young  children  to 
support,  generally  purchases,  weekly,  the  fol- 
lowing articles,  and  this  is  about  the  usual 
proportion  which  poor  persons  of  that  class 
consume  in  a  week ; — 


9  Qig,  ot  tea,  at  4«.  per  lb.  0 
1  lb.  or  mcar  O 

8  OS.  of  coffee,  1#.  M.  per  lb.  0 
1  OS.  of  pepper,  occaiionally  0 
1  lb.  of  raiiioa  0 


6 
0 

1 

4 


Total      1    7|  0    8| 

Being  at  the  rate  of  44  per  cent.,  or  5}^.  out 
of  every  shilling.  The  same  kind  of  articles 
supplied  to  persons  of  the  higher  classes 
would  be  as  follows  $ — 


«.  d, 

1  lb.  of  tea  8  0 

1  lb.  of  the  best  sug^r  1  C 

1  lb  of  coffee  S  6 

1  lb.  ofMiMcalel  ralsint  1  0 

1  lb.  of  white  pepper  9  0 


Daty  out  of  s  d. 

which  is  8  U 

do.  0  3 

do.  0  8 

do.  0  1| 

do.  0  0 


Total     10   8  9    •{ 

Being  about  23  per  cent,  or  2^d  in  every  it. 

So  that  the  House  will  perceive,  that 
when  the  poor  woman  places  her  shil- 
ling upon  the  counter  of  the  grocer  she 
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fvoeivei  back  6)cf.  worfh  of  goods,  and  the 
the  Government  takes  the  remaining  bid. 
When  tho  rich  man  pays  his  shilling  to  the 
same  grocer  for  the  same  description  of 
articles,  ha  receives  9|<l.  io  goods,  which 
is  almost  half  as  much  again  as  the  poor 
woman  fecetves,  the  State  being  content 
with  2|tf.  out  of  his  shilling,  though  it 
had  just  before  taken  d^d.  out  of  hers. 
And  the  evil  does  not  end  here,  for  the 
grocer  is  obliged  to  have  a  proBt  on  the 
extra  capital  which  the  duty  requires  him 
to  employ*  This  disproportion  in  taxa- 
tion is  a  atate  of  things  not  to  be  endured ; 
and,  until  a  change  be  made,  there  can 
be  DO  safety  for  the  State.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  talk  about  Chartism,  or  any  other 
symptom  of  discontent  with  the  present 
state  of  things,  but  they  are  the  inevitable 
consequences  of  the  wrongs  inflicted  upon 
the  masses.  Let  justice  be  done  to  the 
lower  orders,  and  there  will  be  nothing  to 
fear.  But  of  all  the  injustice  which  is 
committed  on  the  labouring  classes,  that 
oauaed  by  the  Corn-laws  I  hold  to  be  the 
greatest.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  enter 
into  the  whole  of  the  argument  on  this 
question,  or  in  any  way  to  interfere  with 
my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, (Mr.  Villiers,)  whose  seal,  ability, 
and  discretion,  in  its  management,  entitle 
him  to  the  highest  praise.  But  I  cannot 
let  the  Seasion  olose  without  expressing 
my  opinion  upon  the  subject,  seeing  how 
the  expected  debate  in  this  House  was 
cushioned  by  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  which 
motion  was  obviously  brought  on  for  that 
purpose ;  and  also,  because  I  see  the  moat 
aaiduous  efforts  are  made  Out  of  doors  to 
imprest  the  working  classes,  that  they  are 
not  interested  in  the  repeal  of  these  laws. 
I  deeply  regret  that  the  expected  debate 
did  not  come  on  in  this  House.  I  had 
hoped,  that  even  after  the  debate  on  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it  would 
have  been  In  the  power  of  the  Govertiment 
to  bring  forward  the  question.  On  more 
mature  consideration,  however,  I  felt  con- 
vinced that  they  ought  to  enter  on  no  new 
business,  but  appeal  to  the  country  at  the 
earliest  possible  period.  I  do  think,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  have  been  much  better 
that  the  discussion  should  have  taken 
place  here,  than  out  of  doors.  In  this 
House,  errot  would  hav^  been  corrected ; 
fahehood  refund;  exa|geration  reduced 
to  fact ;  misrepresentation  exposed ;  and 
the  truth»  elicited  by  the  collision  of  facts 


and  opinions,  wouM  have  been  proaai* 
nently  placed  before  the  coUniry.  Bnl 
now  exertions  of  the  strongest  desoHption 
are  being  made  out  of  doors  to  inflame  the 
public  mind  by  groaa  etaggerations  and 
ex*parte  statements.  Amongst  theee  efforts 
perhaps  the  greatest  is,  to  make  the  U- 
bouringolasses  believe,  that  they  are  in  iki 
way  interested  in  an  alteration  of  the  pro* 
sent  Corn-laws.  A  greater  fallacy  was 
never  attempted  to  be  palmed  upon  them ) 
and  I  have  too  much  feiih  in  their  good 
sense,  to  believe,  that  such  an  asseriioo 
could  have  any  weight  with  them  whatever* 
I  think  one  of  the  greatest  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  an  alteration  in  the  pre« 
sent  system,  would  be  steadiness  in  price* 
It  is  evident,  that  the  more  you  extend  the 
field  of  production^  the  more  likely  are  you 
to  have  steadiness  of  .prices.  Iff  for  in* 
stance,  you  confine  your  production  of 
wheat  solely  to  the  county  of  Buckingham, 
there  would  be  great  unsteadiness  of 
prices.  In  the  same  manner,  if  the  pro* 
duction  were  limited  to  light  soils,  io  some 
years  the  produce  would  be  smaU,  in  con* 
sequence  of  bad  seasons;  whilst,  in  the 
same  way,  if  its  production  were  limited  to 
heavy  soils,  the  same  result  wouM  follow* 
WhereaSf  by  adopting  all  soils,  all  cltmaten, 
and  all  countries,  you  secure  the  bounties 
of  Providence  to  the  utmost  possible  es^ 
tent.  The  advantage  to  the  labourer  of 
steadiness  of  price  one  acaroely  be  fully 
appreoiatedf  If  ha  boy  bread  one  year  at 
IJd.  per  Ibi,  and  another  year  at  2<i,,  and 
a  third  at  2{d,^  it  signifies  not,  to  tell  him 
that  the  average  price  has  been  IkL  s  for 
the  effeot  npon  his  comforts  and  habits  bas 
been  verv  injurious.  With  such  fluctnn* 
tion  in  tne  price  of  the  main  necessary  of 
life,  it  is  utterly  impossible.  Sir,  that  you 
can  ever  expect  the  labourer  to  be  prudent 
and  thrifty,  because  it  is  out  of  his  power 
properly  to  acoommodate  hisexpenditoreto 
his  fluctuating  income.  In  order  to  ex- 
hibit to  the  House  the  intimate  connection 
which  exists  between  the  prosperity  of  the 
manufacturing  population  ana  a  moderate 
price  of  corn,  t  beg  leave  to  read  to  the 
House  some  statements  which  I  have 
prepared  from  my  own  practical  knowledge 
as  a  man  of  business*  In  the  years  1817, 
1818,  and  1819,  the  prices  of  wheat  were 
84s.  9d.,  84«.  ld«»  and  73<.  per  quarter, 
and  trade  was  in  a  deplorable  condition. 
In  1821,  1822,  and  1823,  the  prices  were, 
56$.  2d„  44s.  7d.,  53s.  5d.,  per  quarter, 
and  trade  was  good.    In  1829,  and  1830, 
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tbe  pricM  wtre  66$.  'Sd.p  find  64$.  3d.  per 
quarter,  and  trade  was  again  depressed. 
In  1833,  1834,  and  1835«  ihe  prices  were 
lowivarviag  from  68s.  lid.  to  39s.  4d.^ 
and  trade  was  extremeW  flottrishing.  in 
1 838,  i  839,  snd  1840,  prices  were  64s.  7d., 
70s,  Sd.f  and  66s.  4d.  per  quarters  and  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  how  deptorable 
was  the  slate  of  trade.  It  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at»  that  these  were  the  results  of 
the  fluctuations  in  the  price  of  corn.  I 
hate  obtained  an  account  of  the  expendi* 
ture  of  a  man  and  bis  family,  in  London, 
whose  weekly  wages  amount  to  20s.  Of 
this  amount  8s.  6d.  are  expended  in  bread 
and  meat;  2s.  6d.  in  grocery;  Is.  id  but* 
ler ;  Is.  in  vegetables ;  Is.  3d.  in  beer;  3s. 
in  rent;  and  2s.  9d.  only  in  clothing. 
But,  if  the  price  of  food  rises  beyond  the 
ordinary  level,  he  is  unable  to  spend  even 
this  sum,  and  the  demand  for  manufactures 
falls  off  to  the  extent  of  tbe  advance.  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  how  large  a  sum 
this  would  make  in  the  aggregate  of  all 
the  labourers  in  the  kingdom.  But  the 
evil  of  the  manufacturing  labourer  does  not 
end  here  i  not  only  is  he  unable  to  spend 
the  ordinary  sum  in  clothing-- not  only 
does  he  sufler  from  the  diminished  demand 
of  the  rest  of  the  community,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  high  price  of  food*  but  be  is 
frequently  unable  to  obtain  any  employ- 
ment. Every  manufacturer  is  intent  on 
reducing  his  expenses  by  doing  away  with 
all  superfluous  hands.  He  couples  bis 
spinning«-wheels,  improves  bis  machinery, 
and  takes  every  possible  means  of  lessening 
the  number  of  persons  in  hiaemploy.  Thus 
a  large  number  are  thrown  out  of  work, 
and  are  obliged  to  depend  on  the  preca- 
rious subsistence  furnished  by  charity. 
Individuals  have  frequently  applied  to  me 
in  a  most  distressed  condition, stating  that 
they  had  been  discharged  from  their  em« 
ploy  in  consequence  of  these  circumstan* 
ces ;  and  many  instances  I  could  name  in 
which  the  parties  bad  been  twenty-four 
hours  without  tasting  bread.  Now«  if  a 
regular  importation  of  corn  were  allowed, 
many  of  these  evils  would  be  removed^ 
and  manv  of  the  temporary  inconveniences 
arising  from  tbe  improvements  in  ma* 
chinery  alleviated.  It  is  unjust  that  the 
labourer  should  be  prevented  from  ex* 
changing  bis  productions  for  the  corn  of 
other  countries ;  and  I  fully  believet  that 
an  alteration  of  the  Coro-laws  will  effect 
that  which  all  must  have  in  view ;  namely, 
the  maintenance  of  the  people  of  this 


country  in  a  state  of  comfort  and  inde- 
pendence, instead  of  tbe  deplorable  con** 
dition  to  which  numbers  are  redueed.  Ona 
word  as  to  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  The  demand  for  bis  labour  ia 
necessarily  limited  by  tbe  fact,  that  land  ia 
incapable  of  enlargement.  The  census  of 
1831  showed  a  diminution  of  upwards  of 
thirty- five  thousand  persons  employed  ia 
agriculture.  My  opinion  is,  that  tbe  oensua 
of  the  present  year  will  show  a  similar 
result.  It  becomes  the  landed  Gentlemen, 
then,  seriously  to  consider  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  surplus  population  of  the 
agricultural  districts.  The  evil  arbing 
therefrom  led  to  the  passing  of  tbe  present 
Poor<law ;  a  measure  which  was  certainly 
intended  to  raise  and  improve  the  value  of 
land,  and  it  has  bad  that  effect  But  I 
candidly  declare  to  tbe  House  my  firm 
conviction,  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
large  expenditure  occasioned  by  the  lor* 
maiion  of  railways,  which  have  absorbed 
the  unemployed  agricultural  labourers,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  have  car* 
ried  into  effect  this  harsh  and  oppressive 
measure.  But,  when  the  forty  millions  of 
capital  raised  by  the  railway  companies^ 
which  by  the  way  has  all  been  derived 
from  the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
interests,  and  the  expenditure  of  which 
will  prove  so  beneficial  to  the  landed  in- 
terest,—I  ask,  when  all  this  capiul  baa 
been  expended,  what  do  you  intend  lo  do 
with  the  surplus  agricultural  population  7 
Do  you  intend  to  have  another  migration 
scheme,  by  which  you  may  trans  port  them 
from  Buckinghamshire  to  Lancashire  t  I 
tell  yout  there  is  not,  and  will  net  ktt 
any  employment  for  them  there,  because 
you  will  not  suffer  the  produce  of  Lanca* 
shire  labour  to  be  freely  exchanged  for  the 
produce  of  other  countries*  Sir,  I  have 
always  considered  that  tbe  Poor-law  ought 
to  be  viewed  in  connection  with  the  Cora* 
law.  To  punish  poverty  as  a  crbne,  is  at 
all  times  unjust ;  but  to  punish  it  after  it 
has  been  caused  by  your  own  legislation, 
resembles  the  tying  of  a  man's  hands  be» 
hind  his  back,  and  then  whipping  him 
because  he  does  not  earn  his  own  subsie* 
tenoe.  I  think  that  tlie  country  has  a 
right  to  know  from  the  right  hoo.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel,)  whether  he  intends  to 
continue  the  present  Poor-law-^tbe  res- 
trictions on  trade-*pand  whether  he  intends 
to  abide  by  the  prcseat  Corn*  taws  ?  The 
right  boo.  Baroue^t  whosa  I  am  sorry  not 
now  to  see  in  bis  plaeci  should  \ml  the 
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House  whether  he  is  eoooureging  Sir 
George  Murray  at  Manchester  id  advo- 
cating; a  fixed  duty,  or  his  agricultural 
supporters  in  the  counties  in  their  adher- 
ence to  the  present  Corn-laws.  In  his 
absence,  perhaps,  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
(Sir  James  Graham,)  who  is  no  doubt  in 
his  confidence,  will  inform  the  House  of 
his  intention  on  these  subjects.  For  my 
own  part,  I  will  say  sincerely,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  come  into 
power,  and  will  bring  forward  measures  in 
conformity  with  the  views  which  I  have 
stated  to-night,  however  much  I  might  op- 
pose him  on  measures  of  a  less  liberal  cha- 
racter, on  these  he  shall  have  my  decided 
support.  It  was  said  the  other  night,  that 
party  spirit  was  beneficial  to  the  country, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  quoting  from 
a  book  published  by  the  noble  Lord,  said 
*^  that  the  collision  of  party  gave  vigour  to 
the  constitution."  With  this  sentiment  1 
cannot  agree;  for  in  the  heat  of  party, 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  too  apt  to  forget  that 
they  are  natives  of  the  same  land,  and 
ought  to  endeavour  to  promote  the  com- 
mon good  of  their  fellow-countrymen.  I 
call  upon  hon.  Members  to  forsake  and 
forget  party  strife,  and  to  let  the  love  of 
their  country  prevail  over  every  selfish 
feeling,  making  it  their  constant  aim  to 
promote  the  happiness  and  well  being  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  From  the 
terms  of  the  motion,  I  have  spoken  chiefly 
of  the  labouring  classes  of  the  community. 
I  have  said  little  of  those  who  have 
hazarded  great  stakes  in  the  manufactures 
of  the  country.  One  word,  however,  I  will 
add  respecting  them.  You  may,  by  a  bad 
course  of  legislation,  involve  these  indi- 
viduals in  ruin ;  you  may  diminish  the 
value  of  their  property ;  you  may  cripple 
and  destroy  the  trade  and  manufactures  of 
the  country;  but  who  will  suffer  in  the 
end  ?  The  burden  of  supporting  an  un- 
employed and  impoverished  population 
must  eventually  fall  on  the  land.  The 
agriculturists  will  become  chargeable  with 
their  maintenance;  and  neither  by  your 
Poor-laws,  nor  your  schemes  of  migration, 
or  emigration,  will  you  be  able  to  save 
yourselves  from  falling  under  the  burden 
of  supporting  the  suffering  masses  around 
you. 

Sir  i^.  Burden  said,  that  after  the  long 
and  discursive  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  should  cer- 
tainly endeavour  to  condense  what  little  he 
had  to  address  to  the  House,  into  the 


smallest  compass  possible.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  seemed  to  him  to  have 
proposed  a  motion,  which  could  have  no 
otherobject  but  that  of  being  a  mere  vehicle 
for  the  expression  of  his  own  peculiar  views 
and  sentiments  with  respect  to  the  distress- 
ed portion  of  the  population  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  he  must  confess  that  he  con- 
curred in  those  expressions  of  sympathy, 
and  he  believed  that  every  man,  in  and 
out  of  the  House,  lamented  the  existence 
of  that  distress  as  much  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself.  But  all  that  could  be  said 
in  reply  to  them  was,  '*  Will  you  point 
out  the  means  by  which  that  distress  can 
be  removed  ?  Will  you  offer  some  remedy, 
or  some  suggestion  by  which  the  House 
may  be  led  to  guess  at  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  complained  of?"  While,  however, 
he  was  quite  willing  to  join  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  his  expressions  of  regret  at  the 
condition  of  the  poor,  inasmuch  as  it 
might  afford  some  consolation  to  those,  at 
least,  who  thought  that  their  grievances 
might  be  redressed,  if  the  attention  of 
Parliament  were  directed  towards  them  ; 
and  while,  in  that  view  of  the  subject,  he 
might  express  his  readiness  to  agree  with 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, still  he  thought  he  had  some 
reason  to  complain  of  the  practice  of  hon. 
Members  commg  down  to  the  House,  and 
delivering  speeches  generally  containing 
unfounded  insinuations  against  the  upper 
classes  of  society,  and  making  it  appear, 
that  landlords,  and  proprietors  of  large 
estates  were  bloodsuckers  of  the  poor,  and 
persons  devoid  of  all  feeling,  living  upon 
that  which  was  unjustly  taken  away  from 
the  produce  of  the  labour  of  the  lower 
classes.  He  deprecated  the  fashion,  too 
of  citing,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  done, 
cases  of  which  it  was  impossible  to  know 
anything  at  the  moment,  and  repeating 
calculations  which  could  not  at  once  be 
examined  and  tested,  and  of  giving  a 
colour  to  those  sentiments  which  persons, 
calling  themselves  Chartists,  had  put  forth 
in  their  petitions,  in  which  they  demanded 
of  the  House  whatever  they  thought  them- 
selves entitled  to.  He  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
bring  forward  some  distinct  proposition 
for  the  appointment  of  a  committee,  to 
inquire  into  the  truth  of  all  those  allega- 
gations  and  computations,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  ascertained,  beyond  a  doubt, 
which  were  facts,  and  which  were  not,  and 
how  far  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  House 
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.to  devise  means  of  relief.  But  as  the  hon. 
Geolleman  bad  not  done  so,  and  as  his 
motion  was  something  like  the  dying  re- 
commendation of  a  person  whose  con- 
science smites  him  to  some  friend,  to  do 
an  act  of  justice  or  of  benevolence,  he 
could  only  express  his  anxious  wish  that 
the  attention  of  the  House  should  be 
turned  to  these  subjects  after  the  approach- 
ing elections.  Even  then,  however,  it 
could  only  be  done  by  bringing  a  proper 
and  definite  motion  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ashton-under-Line 
seemed  to  have  brought  the  question  into 
the  narrowest  compass,  because  he  had 
stated,  that  all  the  evils  which  he  men- 
tioned were  owing  to  the  present  system 
of  taxation  and  ihe  corn  laws*  How  far 
be  had  made  out  (he  truth  of  that  asser- 
tion, be  would  not  pretend  to  say;  but 
still  the  subject  was  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. He  did  not  believe  that  taxation 
was  unjustly  laid  upon  any  one  class  of 
society  more  than  another.  But  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  such  was  the  case, 
then  the  whole  complicated  system  of 
taxation  ought  to  be  inquired  into,  and  it 
might,  perhaps,  be  found  to  be  capable 
of  great  amelioration,  even  while  means 
were  adopted  for  producing  a  considerable 
saving  to  the  country.  But  these  were 
matters  which  should  not  be  mixed  up 
with  the  corn  laws.  That,  however,  seemed 
to  be  the  whole  purpose  and  gist  of  the 
discussion;  the  object  appeared  to  be,  to 
make  the  com  laws  assume  a  mighty  im- 
portance, which  did  not  properly  belong 
to  them,  by  connecting  them  with  what 
was  called  the  regulations  of  our  national 
trade  and  commerce.  One  single  fact 
showed  the  effect  of  the  present  protection 
of  corn.  Within  the  last  three  years, 
more  corn  had  been  imported  into  this 
country  from  abroad,  than  was  imported 
previously  to  the  passing  of  the  corn  laws 
in  1815,  before  which  year  there  had  been 
a  free  trade  in  corn  for  twenty  years  at 
least.  From  public  statements  which  he 
had  seen,  it  appeared  that  3,800,000 quar- 
ters of  corn  had  been  imported,  so  that 
the  foreign  corn  trade,  instead  of  being 
diminished,  had  actually  increased.  He 
was  surprissd  to  hear  it  repeatedly  asserted, 
that  the  distress  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts was  to  be  ascribed  to  the  corn  laws ; 
it  was  almost  as  absurd  a  declaration  as 
the  saying  which  was  attributed  to  some 
of  the  people  of  Kent,  that  the  formation 
of  the    Goodwin  Sands  was  caused  by 
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the  erection  of  Tenterden  church.  No- 
thing could  be  a  greater  delusion  than 
to  suppose  that  the  corn  laws  were  the 
cause  of  the  present  distress  among  the 
manufacturing  population,  and  that  they 
were  beneficial  to  none  but  landed  pro- 
prietors. If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  know 
the  causes  of  that  distress,  let  them  look 
elsewhere ;  let  them  look  at  the  manner 
in  which  our  commercial  interests  had 
been  neglected  for  a  long  time ;  let  them 
remember  how  foreign  markets  had  been 
lost  to  this  country,  by  the  neglect  of  the 
Government,  and  their  heedless  mode  of 
making  treaties.  To  that  cause  must  be 
attributed  the  loss  of  all  the  trade  we 
formerly  carried  on  in  Poland,  and  in  cen- 
tral Asia,  by  the  interdictions  of  Russia, 
which  he  maintained  had  no  right  to  in- 
terdict our  commerce.  The  monstrous 
fallacy,  that  to  the  existence  of  the  corn 
laws  must  be  ascribed  all  the  mischiefs  that 
had  been  depicted  by  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House,  could 
only  have  been  invented  for  the  purpose 
of  creating  ill-will  between  the  agri- 
cultural and  manufacturing  interests,  and 
to  set  I  hem  contending  with  each  other. 
It  could  be  for  no  other  purpose,  unless 
indeed  it  were  intended  to  influence  public 
elections,  and  to  serve  party  designs.  But 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  manufacturing 
classes  were  so  insensible  as  not  to  feel 
that  the  agricultural  interest  was  their 
main  prop  and  support.  The  agricultural 
interest  was  the  parent  of  every  other  in- 
terest ;  without  it  there  could  be  no  other 
interest.  Out  of  the  agricultural  interest 
all  the  ramifications  of  trade  and  com. 
merce  originally  sprang ;  for  by  reverting 
back  to  a  state  of  nature  it  would  be  clear 
at  once  that  agriculture  must  be  the  pre- 
ceding cause  and  source  of  all  other  kinds 
of  wealth  and  employment.  It  was  put- 
ting the  cart  before  the  horse  to  say  the 
reverse,  to  say  that  agriculture  sprang  out 
of  manufactures,  and  must  be  secondary 
and  subservient  to  them ;  whereas,  the 
truth  was,  that  manufactures  and  com- 
merce were  superinduced  by  agriculture, 
and  were  very  greatly  improved  and  pro- 
moted by  it.  He  knew  not  what  notions 
might  be  entertained  by  certain  political 
economists  of  the  present  day  upon  the 
value  of  our  agriculture  in  a  national 
point  of  view,  but  of  this  he  was  sure,  that 
the  landed  interest  was  the  only  stable, 
the  only  substantial  interest  of  the  coun- 
try. It  resembled  the  tortoise  in  the 
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fable,  that  supported  the  elephant  which 
sustained  the  world  ;  it  was  at  the  bottom, 
and  was  the  foundation  and  support  of 
aJI,  and  to  its  influence  and  existence 
might  be  attributed  the  prosperity  that 
had  attended  the  country  for  so  many 
years.  The  arts»  the  sciences,  our  manu- 
factures, and  everything  that  adorned  and 
cheered  human  society,  might  be  said  to 
have  originated  in  that  source,  and  if  you 
cut  up  that  interest,  all  other  interests 
must  full  with  it.  The  home  trade  of 
the  land  arising  out  of  the  transit  and 
purchase  of  agricultural  produce,  that 
eternal  interchange  between  town  and 
country,  was  the  channel  and  food,  as  it 
were,  of  our  manufacturing  interest 
amongst  our  own  population ;  and  so  it 
was  with  regard  to  foreign  trade,  fur 
though  we  had  been  deprived  of  many 
markets  abroad  of  which  we  had  been 
long  possessed,  it  could  not  be  said  that 
the  corn  trade  had  deprived  us  of  them. 
It  was  pretty  clear  that  such  an  assertion 
was  not  true,  from  the  fact  that  higher 
duties  were  fixed  for  the  prohibition  of 
trade  in  several  instances  than  for  the 
protection  of  corn ;  and  after  all,  he  must 
say,  that  he  thought  the  duly  on  corn  was 
little  or  no  protectioo.  The  real  subjeci 
in  debate,  however,  was  not  the  Corn- 
laws,  but  the  existence  of  the  Ministry^ 
That  was  the  question ;  the  Government 
were  put  to  their  last  shifty  and  the  Corn- 
laws  were  seized  hold  of  to  create  a  mis- 
taken feeling  in  their  favour;  but  the 
agitation  and  the  object  of  it  would  alike 
prove  to  be  nothing  better  than  an  empty 
bubble.  Attempts  were  made  to  excite 
the  public  mind  by  calling  the  duty  on 
corn  a  bread-tax,  and  the  agricultural  in- 
terest a  monopoly.  In  the  first  place^  the 
duty  could  not  be  a  bread-tax,  because  it 
was  not  a  lax  paid  by  the  consumer ;  the 
foreign  merchant,  by  bringing  corn  to  this 
country,  did  not  raise  the  price  of  corn, 
but  he  paid  the  amount  of  duty  necessary 
to  bring  it  up  to  the  market  price  here, 
because  it  would  not  be  admitted  under 
that  sum.  Therefore  it  was  not  a  tax 
paid  by  the  consumer  but  by  the  importer, 
[//ear].  He  should  be  very  happy  to 
hear  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered 
him,  show  by  sound  arguments,  that  the 
protection  given  to  agriculture  was  Che 
cause  of  all  the  distresses  experienced  by 
the  manufacturing  classes.  He  should  be 
glad  to  hear  them  show  how  it  wa»  de* 
pendant  upon   the  importatiooi  or  non* 


importation  of  foreign  corn.  H«  msst  uy, 
that  he  thought  it  impossible  that  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Corn«-laws  should  remedy  the 
distresses  of  the  manufacturing  and  cooi- 
mercial  communityt  If  a  fret  trade  of 
any  kind  must  be  established,  it  riiottld 
not  be  done  without  first  having  a  revioit 
of  the  whole  commercial  state  of  the 
country*  He  was  one  of  thdse  pereone 
who  were  Convinced  thftt  mueh  edvantage 
would  result  from  free  trade.  But  theft 
he  would  have  free-  trade  established  under 
those  wise  provisions  which  had  been  sug- 
gested to  the  House  by  the  right  boo. 
Baronet,  who  declared  himself  no  enemy 
to  free  trade*  The  truth  was,  that  vire  hid 
been  going  on  with  prohibitions  and  re« 
strictions  upon  trade,  and,  moat  absurdly 
for  a  manufacturing  countryi  with  heavy 
duties  upon  raw  materials.  Whatever  hie 
own  views  upon  this  point  weroi  repre«^ 
senting  a  large  agricultural  districti  be 
should  feel  it  bis  duty  on  a  subject  which 
his  constituents  felt  to  be  of  vital  im» 
portance  to  them,  not  to  vote  against  their 
wishes.  He  remembered  that  when  he 
was  Member  for  Westminster,  he  covM 
not  convince  the  shopkeepers  that  tbey 
did  not  pay  the  shop^tax,  but  their  cus^ 
tomers ;  and  be  was  not  surprised  to  find 
that  it  was  eqiMlly  difficult  to  make  eoeao 
people  see  the  real  operation  of  the  Corn* 
laws.  He  protested  against  this  eiib|eet 
being  oaade  the  ground  of  political  irar^ 
fare  ;  if  hon«  Gentleman  sincerely  desired 
to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  condlryt  let 
them  epproach  this  question  in  a  oalas  nod 
dispassionate  manner.  Let  not  those  on 
one  side  eay,  '*  O  you  are  a  mooopoliel* 
because  you  think  tbe  Gorn4«ws  o«igbt  lo 
be  continued ;''  nor  let  those  on  the  other 
retort,  ''  You  are  a  very  fine  liberal  fellow 
l»ecause  you  think  otherwise.*'  Instead  of 
all  that  heat  and  animosity  which  was 
shown,  and  which  it  was  atteOipted  to 
spread  far  and  wide,  but  unsoccesefullyi 
as  he  believed,  this  was  a  question  which 
should  be  treated  with  the  greatest  eooU 
oees  aiKl  deliberation,  and  was  one  upoa 
which,  of  all  others,  any  Ministers*  be  tbey 
whom  they  might,  ought  not  to  endeavoor 
to  excite  the  popular  feeling  io  the  leaet 
degree*  Therefore  be  sincerely  thought 
that  io  doing  so  the  present  Ministers  liad 
incurred  a  very  greet  responsibility,  and 
that  under  all  the  ciroumslaoceS  ii  was 
not  at  all  impossible  that  some  di^  Or 
other  tbey  would  have  Oause  to  repent  it. 
Mr.  Labowikefe  observed,  tbat  when 
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Ibe  hdB.  Baronet  f6te,  he  Wfts  anxious  to 
bear  his  sentiments  upon  matters  of  trade, 
knowing  that  hd  had  not  spoken  upon 
such  silbjects  in  that  House  for  many 
yearS)  and  recollecting  what  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet'! opinions  were  when  he  represented 
We8tmin>ter*  At  that  time  he  declared 
himself  the  uneompromising  opponent  of 
those  who  supported  the  Corn -laws;  for 
be  was  then  a  disciple  of  the  free  trade 
school)  and  prepared  to  go  any  lengths 
for  the  promotion  of  free  trade  principles. 
The  hon<  Baronet,  howe?er,  had  gratified 
bis  curiosity  but  very  little;  after  listening 
to  the  bon«  Baronet  with  that  attention 
which  he  always  deserved  and  obtained, 
be  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  were 
the  hon.  Baronet'a  present  opinions.  The 
bon*  BarOnet  had  said,  that  these  were 
not  matters  of  mere  abstract  opinion ;  that 
be  represented  Wiltshirei  and  that  therCi^ 
fore  be  must  qualify  his  views  by  the  feel- 
ings of  his  constituents ;  he  gave  one-half 
of  his  speech  to  bis  former  constituents, 
and  the  other  half  to  his  present^  ahd, 
though  he  did  ndt  divide  his  speech  into 
Xifo  equid  part^t  he  gave  sentence  by  sen- 
tence, one  for,  and  the  other  against  pro- 
leetion«  But,  ivhatever  the  hon.  Baronet's 
opinions  might  be  upon  the  COrn-laws^  it 
iraa  «  bow  thing  to  hear  It  Said  that  they 
wore  a  subject  of  little  importance.  "Why 
niise  a  flame  about  the  Corn-laws  P'^ea- 
«ttime4  ibe  hon»  Baroneti  '*  it  cannot  af'- 
feet  yoil  inucb— it  cannot  affect  the  06a- 
Dufaofuffing  ioterest  mucb-^and)  in  fact, 
il  does  not  even  affect  the  agricultural 
iotereat."  That  was  an  eitraordinsry  doe- 
trine;  bo  had  always  thought  the  Corn- 
law  question  was  generally  acknowledged 
to  be  a  most  important  question  to  this 
country.  He  agreed  with  the  honi  Baro- 
net that  it  Would  be  a  partial  proceeding 
to  deal  With  one  branch  of  trade,  and  not 
to  apply  the  principle  to  all  the  branches 
of  our  commerce  which  required  correc* 
tion  s  and  that  was  the  very  course  which 
was  contemplated  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vOrnmeiit,  for  they  had  brought  forward 
a  series  of  improvements  in  the  corn,  the 
timbe^  and  the  sugar  trades,  and  the  al- 
terations which  they  proposed  were  not 
rashly,  or  recklessly,  or  unpremeditatedly, 
resolved  upon,  a$  had  been  imputed  to 
th^m.  but  upon  mature  deliberation,  and 
whether  right  or  wrong  the  measures  they 
had  advanced  had  originated  in  an  earnest 
desire  to  do  justice  to  the  community, 
and  to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  coun* 


try.  H^  therefore  bdldly  repeHed  the  ac- 
cusation that  those  measures  were  brought 
forward  for  party  purposes,  and  without 
any  real  wish  to  have  them  carried^  For 
six  weeks  or  two  months  previously  to 
bringing  forward  the  budget,  his  room  at 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  crowded 
with  deputations  from  all  parts  of  the 
great  manufacturing  districtSi  represent- 
ing the  necessity  of  some  such  changes 
as  had  been  pt-oposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  if  those  alterations  had  been  received 
by  Ibe  House  as  they  deserved,  this  Ses- 
sion would  tiot  have  closed  without  mea- 
sures being  carried  of  more  importance 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public  generally, 
than  it  would  be  possible  to  carry  in  ten 
Sessions  spent  in  mere  party  struggles, 
when  measilres  of  general  political  advan- 
tage and  amelioration  might  be  passed 
without  adding  much  to  the  comfort  and 
well-being  of  the  population.  With  re- 
gard to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  he  (Mr.  Labotichere) 
fully  agreed  with  the  terms  of  that  mo- 
tion ;  the  facts  stated  therein  formed  the 
justification  of  the  late  measures  of  the 
Government ;  and  he  also  agpreed  with  the 
hon.  Metnber,  that  in  part  at  least,  the 
prevalent  distress  might  be  retioved  by 
wise  legislative  measures;  but  he  must 
Say,  that  he  doubted  the  wisdom  of  af- 
firming a  proposition  of  this  kind,  espe- 
cially at  this  period  of  the  Session ;  and 
he  would  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  whe« 
ther  he  thought  that  full  justice  could  be 
done* to  a  subject  of  this  kind  when  so 
many  Members  were  absent^  and  so  little 
time  remained  to  investigate  it.  He  had 
also  another  objection  to  the  motion  1  he 
had  a  general  objection  to  affirming  a  ge- 
neral resolution  of  this  kind  in  the  House 
of  Commons^  unaccompanied  with  any 
steps  of  a  practical  kind«  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  this  motion  to  a  division.  For 
his  own  part,  notwithstanding  the  result 
of  bringing  forward  the  measures  which 
had  been  proposed  by  the  Government, 
he  did  not  regret  that  they  had  been 
brought  forward.  He  was  convinced,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  lay  these  measures  before  the 
House,  whatever  might  be  the  result  and 
effect  with  respect  to  them  as  a  Govern*- 
ment,  and  as  a  party.  As  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  be  could  not  have 
sat  upon  the  Treasury  bench  or  risen  op 
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in  the  House,  he  should  have  felt  it  too 
humiliating,  if  these  measures  had  not 
been  proposed,  knowing  as  he  did,  from 
the  representations  that  had  been  made 
to  him  in  his  official  situation,  that  ac- 
cording to  the  representations  of  practical 
men,  the  Government  had  it  in  their 
power  to  relieve  the  prevalent  distress  by 
means  of  legislation.  He  therefore  thought 
it  was  the  indispensable  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  forward  these  measures, 
whatever  might  be  the  result  to  the  party. 
Nevertheless  he  was  not  insensible  to 
party  ties;  he  had  always  been  a  warm 
supporter  of  that  great  liberal  party  whom 
he  had  seen  during  the  last  ten  years 
bringing  forward  measures  of  incalculable 
benefit  to  the  country.  He  did  not  know 
what  might  be  the  immediate  result ;  but 
he  was  certain,  that  having  brought  for- 
ward the  measures  to  which  he  referred, 
her  Majesty's  Government  had  ereatly  as- 
sisted their  final  triumph,  Ifesaid  this 
with  the  utmost  confidence,  because  he  had 
never  known  a  just  and  righteous  cause, 
which,  when  once  it  was  fairly  brought 
before  the  people  of  England,  the  people 
of  England  did  not  finally  carry  out ;  and 
whether  those  measures  were  to  be  car- 
ried by  the  party  to  which  he  belonged, 
or  the  other,  was  to  him  of  comparatively 
little  interest. 

Mr.  Baines  could  not  agree  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  discus- 
sion of  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,  would  lead 
to  no  practical  result.  He,  on  the  con- 
trary, thought  that  a  subject  which  invol- 
ved an  inquiry  into  the  true  state  and 
condition  of  the  great  body  of  the  people 
in  the  manufacturing  and  commercial  dis- 
tricts of  the  country,  on  the  eve  of  a  dis- 
solution of  Parliament,  when  the  constitu- 
ents and  representatives  were  to  be  brought 
together,  and  when  inquiries  could  be 
made  by  the  latter  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  former,  and  particularly  into  the 
alleged  distresses  that  prevailed  amongst 
them,  and  as  to  the  cause  of  and  remedy 
for  that  distress,  was  of  the  highest  impor- 
tance, and  would  be  productive  of  conse- 
quences more  beneficial  than  those  which 
belonged  to  most  of  the  discussions  that 
took  place  in  that  House.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  accustomed  to  judge  of  pub- 
lic questions  more  from  their  real  impor- 
tance, than  from  the  sensation  they  made 
in  Parliament  and  by  the  votes  which 
they  elicited.    The  discussion  of  the  ques- 


tion of  the  extreme  suflTering  of  the  indot* 
trious  classes/  for  want  of  employment, 
low  wages,  and  the  high  price  of  provi- 
sions, and  the  consideration  how  they  were 
to  be  alleviated,  was  the  more  important, 
because  the  wishes  of  the  people  for  the 
consideration  of  these  subjects,  particu- 
larly the  price  of  bread  and  the  depriva- 
tion of  labour,  arising  out  of  the  existing 
Corn- laws,  had  been  defeated  by  a  side 
wind  J  and  it  was  fitting  that  a  question 
of  such  vital  importance  to  the  nation  at 
large  should  be  considered  in  Parliament, 
though  ever  so  late  in  the  Session,  and 
under  circumstances  however  disadvan- 
tageous. And  whoever  might  be  Minister 
when  the  new  Parliament  assembled,  it 
was  proper  that  one  of  the  first  subjects 
to  be  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  should  be  to  devise  means  for 
the  alleviation  of  the  great  distress  and 
severe  embarrassment  which  are  endured 
by  the  mercantile  and  mannfacturing 
classes,  and  by  their  workpeople.  Upon 
this  subject,  he  was  prepared  to  speak 
from  his  own  personal  knowledge,  as  well 
as  from  the  information  of  others,  and  he 
did  not  know  how  he  could  more  forcibly 
describe  the  distress  of  the  unemployed 
poor  in  that  part  of  the  country  with 
which  he  bad  the  honour  to  be  connected, 
and  he  believed,  he  might  say,  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  generally,  than  by 
a  simple  statement  of  facts,  which  spoke 
a  language  too  plain  to  be  misunderstood. 
Several  months  ago  a  number  of  the  un- 
employed workmen  in  Leeds  formed  them- 
selves into  a  committee,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  ascertain  the  condition  of 
their  fellow* workmen  in  the  town  by  an 
actual  survey,  without  any  party  object, 
but  with  the  hope  of  exciting  sympathy 
in  the  middle  and  higher  classes  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  of  obtaining  relief  for  the 
distressed.  The  result  of  this  survey  and 
inquiry  was  communicated  in  a  report  to  a 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  called  by  the 
chief  magistrate  of  the  borough,  at  which 
almost  all  the  ministers  of  religion  in  the 
town  attended,  and  over  whose  deliber- 
ations the  mayor  presided.  The  follow- 
ing was  the  substance  of  the  report  :— 

''  The  committee  have  entered  the  names  of 
upwards  of  2,000  persons,  principally  beads 
of  families,  varying  from  two  to  eleven  in  each 
family,  and,  taking  five  as  the  average,  they 
find  that  there  are  no  less  than  10,000  persona 
(in  this  town)  out  of  employment,  or  ae|iend- 
ant  on  those  who  are  in  that  situation,*' 
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On  the  presentation  of  this  report  to 
the  meeting^,  and  after  the  cause  of  the 
distressed  had  been  strongly  advocated, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  un- 
employed addressed  the  meeting,  and  gave 
an  account  of  the  heart-rending  scenes 
that  he  had  witnessed,  in  visiting  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor : — 

''In  n)any  cases  which  I  visited,"  said  he, 
''I  have  heard  men  declare,  that  unless  by 
some  means  their  children  could  be  supplied 
with  bread  I  they  should  be  under  the  necessity 
of  taking  it  from  the  common  stock.  In  that 
opinion,"  said  the  speaker,  '*  I  myself  cordi- 
ally agree ;  for  I  declare  before  God  and  man 
I  would  take  it  where  I  could  find  it/' 

These  sentiments  were  received*  with 
applause  by  some  of  the  workmen  in  the 
meetings  mixed  with  expressions  of  disap« 
probation  from  the  bench. 

'*  This  language,"  he  continued, "  may  sound 
unpleasantly  in  polite  ears,  but  let  those  per- 
sons come  to  have  the  naked  backs  and  the 
hungry  bellies  that  this  useful  class  of  society 
suffered  from,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  they 
would  not  be  contented,  but  that  they  would 
be  amongst  the  first,  when  want  pinches  their 
stomachs,  to  take  food  where  they  could  find 
it" 

Another  speaker,  of  the  name  of  George 
White,  a  Chartist  leader,  said. 

"  He  would  never  tell  a  lie  about  his  feel- 
ings. He  would  assure  the  meeting  that  the 
sentiments  uttered  by  Bottomley  (the  chair- 
man of  the  Operative  committee),  were  held 
by  nine  out  of  every  ten  of  the  unemployed 
workmen/'  He  added,  ''It  is  a  crime  for  a 
man  to  allow  himself  to  starve  in  the  midst  of 
plenty." 

To  relieve  the  distressed  as  far  as  relief 
coald  be  afforded,  the  sum  of  5,700/.  was 
sabscribed,  and  distributed  principally  in 
food.  The  Tisiting  committee,  in  their 
report,  dated  in  June  last,  say. 

"That  they  had  made  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  every  applicant  for  relief,  and 
that  they  found  thousands  of  persons  who  were 
able  and  willing  to  work,  but  who  could  not 
And  employment.*' 

Now,  though  it  was  undoubtedly  a  great 
exaggeration  to  say,  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  unemployed  workmen  were  freebooters, 
yet  their  present  condition  had  the  effect 
of  undermining  the  moral  principles,  and 
disafTecting  them  to  the  Gh)yernment  and 
institutions  of  the  country  ;  it  was  there- 
fore desirable,  as  well  for  the  safety  of  our 
public  institutions  as  for  the  improvement 
of  the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes, 


that  an  end  should  be  put  to  this  state  of 
suffering. 

Sir  Stratford  Canning  said,  that  a  ques- 
tion of  this  nature  was  too  important  to  be 
discussed  in  so  thin  a  House,  and  moved 
that  the  House  be  counted.  There  being 
only  twenty-four  Members  present,  House 
adjourned. 


^Amwawmmw^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday 9  June  16,  1841. 

M iRUTBa.]  BUb.  Read  »  fint  time:— Loan  Sodettcs : 
Bilb  of  Exchimge.— Reid  a  leooiid  tiine:^<krait  a€ 
Chancery*— Read  a  Uiird  time :—  Eoc]eflia>tical  Commif 
doners. 

Petitioofl  prewnted.  By  Sir  Matthew  Wood,  Mr.  Stnitt, 
Mr.  Villien*  Mr.  Marie  Phillips,  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans,  Mr. 
Waliley,  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  Mr.  Wynn  Ellis,  and 
Lord  John  RuaseU,  ftom  the  City,  from  Derbyshire, 
Westmoreland^  Brixton,  Egham,  Belbst,  Tarioua  Parishes 
in  the  Metrofiolis,  Cimilierland,  Lancashire,  Surrey, 
Greenwich,  and  a  great  many  other  places,  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Con-lawB.— By  Mr.  Pringle,  ftom  Kelso,  and 
other  places  in  Scotlaikl.  fay  Mr.  Kemble,  Itom  places  in 
Surrey,  and  by  Mr.  Gore,  jun.,  (torn  Salop,  against  the 
Repeal  of  the  Com-Uws. — ^By  Mr.  Mark  Phillips,  from 
many  of  Uie  ManuteeCuring  DistrlctSt  complaining  of 
Distress*— By  Mr.  Keoible,  and  Sir  R.  In^is,  ftom  Batter* 
sea,  and  other  places,  for  Church  Extension. 

Amendments  improperly  made  ik 
Bills.]  Lord  J.  Russell  having  moved 
the  third  reading  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners'  Bill ;  on  the  question  be- 
ing put, 

Sir  E.  Sugden  said,  he  would  take  that 
opportunity  to  protest  against  the  practice 
of  introducing  important  alterations  into 
bills  at  the  third  reading  without  notice  to 
the  House.  Nothing  could  be  more  in- 
convenient. An  instance  had  occurred 
the  other  night,  in  the  case  of  the  Bribery 
at  Elections  Bill,  into  the  first  clause  of 
which  words  had  been  introduced  by  a 
member  of  the  Government  without  no- 
tice, for  giving  the  unheard-of  power  to 
the  chairman  of  an  electign  committee  to 
issue  his  warrant  to  the  sergeant-at-arms 
to  commit  any  Member  of  the  House  to 
the  custody  of  the  said  sergeant  without 
bail  or  mainprise  for  any  time  not  exceed- 
ing twenty*four  hours,  if  the  House  shall 
be  then  sitting;  and  if  not,  then  for  a 
time  not  exceeding  twenty-four  hours  after 
the  hour  to  which  the  House  shall  then 
be  adjourned.  The  words  which  had 
been  introduced  wholly  altered  the  nature 
of  the  clause,  and  he  was  sure  that  a  pro- 
vision so  completely  objectionable  could 
not  have  met  the  eye  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  chair,  or  he  would  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  point  out  to  the  House 
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the  impropriety  of  it.  However,  this  not 
having  been  done,  the  bill  with  the  claase, 
objectionable  as  it  was,  was  now  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  was  only  this  niorn- 
\ng  that  the  matter  had  come  to  his 
knowledge,  and  he  had  felt  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  call  the  attention  pf  the  House  to 
the  subject. 

Dr.  NiekoU  said,  that  he  had  thought, 
upon  looking  into  the  bill,  on  coming  into 
the  House  oq  the  evening  it  was  to  be 
read  a  third  time,  tha^  the  words  were  not 
extensive  enough  as  they  stood,  and  he 
had  mentioned  his  doubt  to  the  Solicitor- 
general^  who  undertook  to  introduce  some 
words  which  he  (Dr.  Nicholl)  suggested* 
But  the  Solicitor-general  was  in  no  way 
responsible  for  the  ^Iteration,  of  which  he 
was  afraid  be  was  innocently  the  cause. 

Lord  J,  Bussell  said,  that  when  the 
Solicitor-general  got  up  to  move  this  alter- 
ation, he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was  not  aware 
that  any  such  aniendment  was  to  be  made. 
However,  from  the  Solicitor-general's  eic- 
planatioD,  he  lathered  that  it  was  merely 
one  of  those  technical  emendments  which 
might  very  well  be  made  in  bills  at  the 
third  reading.  The  right  hon.  0^ntleman 
would,  therefore,  see,  that  he  (Lord  J« 
Russell)  was  not  to  blame  in  the  matter. 

The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Bill 
read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Court  of  Chakcert,]  Oo  the  mo* 
tion  of  Lord  J.  Russell,  the  Court  pf 
Chancery  Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  bill  be  com* 
mitted. 

Sir  E.  Sugden  said,  he  very  much  ob« 
jected  to  this  measure.  Last  Session  a 
bill  bad  passed  into  a  law,  giving  the 
Lord  Chancellor  greater  power  than  had 
ever  before,  he  believed,  been  conferred 
on  an  individual — legislative  powers,  in 
short,  subject  to  the  condition,  that  the 
orders  which  might  be  made  in  pursuance 
of  such  powers  should  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  of  Commons  for  thirty  days ; 
and,  if  not  objected  to,  should,  at  the  end 
of  that  time,  come  into  operation.  This 
was  a  salutary  check  upon  these  enormous 
powers,  but  this  bill  continued  the  powers 
while  it  did  away  with  the  check ;  it  prg. 
vided  that  the  orders  of  the  Chancellor 
should  be  law,  and  should  come  into 
operation  immediatelv  upon  being  issued, 
but  that  they  should  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  that  the  House,  if  it  pleased,  might 
rescind  them«    This  he  thought  most  ob« 


jectionable,  but  as  this  bill  had  patsed  the 
other  House,  although  without  havifig  r«« 
ceived  that  consideration  (he  spoke  ad- 
visedly) which  it  ought  tp  have  bad,  aqd 
as  it  W98  deemed  of  importai>ce  by  bdf 
Majesty's  Government,  he  should  not 
divide  the  House  against  the  further  pro-* 
gress  of  it.  Nevertheless,  he  fully  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  of  objecting,  as  be 
possibly  might  find  it  his  duty  to  do,  to 
any  orders  which  might  be  |ai4  upon  the 
Table  in  pursuance  of  this  bill. 

The  Attorney  Qew>ral  said,  that  tha 
bill  of  last  Session  had  not  been  aoted 
upon,  for  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he  be- 
lieved, was  afraid  to  act  upon  it ;  because, 
without  this  bill,  if  under  the  act  of  last 
Session  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  iaaued 
any  order,  such  order,  however  inconve- 
nient its  operation  might  have  turned  out 
to  be,  could  not  have  been  altered  in  any 
way  until  it  had  been  thirtyosiz  sitting 
days  before  Pi^rliament*  It  was  thought 
better  that  there  should  be  an  opportunity 
for  revision,  alteration,  and  correction, 
and  this  provision  in  the  bill  had  been 
framed  accordingly. 

To  be  committed  on  the  following  day. 

New  Projecttle.]  Mr.  FFoUey  rote, 
in  pursuance  of  notice,  **  to  inquire  of 
Lord  Viscount  logestrie  whether  some  es- 
periments,  said  to  have  been  witnessed  by 
his  Lordship,  which  were  performed  by 
Mr.  Warner,  to  demonstrate  the  power 
and  utility  of  certain  inventionB  alleged 
to  be  applicable  to  naval  and  military 
conflicts,  were  correctly  described  in  ft 
morning  journal,  and  in  a  pamphlet  re- 
eently  published  by  Mr.  Walesby,  the 
barrister."  The  hon.  Member  said,  that 
in  the  month  of  August  last,  an  editorial 
notice  appeared  in  The  Times  journal, 
stating,  that  a  discovery  had  been  made 
of  an  enormous  power,  applicable  to  the 
purpose  of  destruction,  and  calculated 
to  affect,  in  an  extraordinary  degree^  the 
usual  course  of  warfare  on  the  face  of 
the  civilised  globe.  It  was  represented 
to  have  a  force  so  vast  and  extraordinary, 
that  it  WBS  difficult  for  those  who  had  not 
examined  it  to  believe  that  such  a  thioc 
could  exist;  but  at  the  same  time,  the 
writer  of  the  article  challenged  inquiry, 
and  gave  an  account  of  proceedings  which 
had  taken  place  in  relation  to  it  before  hia 
late  Majesty  William  4th,  and  also  the 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty.  It  appeared  that 
the  metier  had  been  afterwards  Iftid  b^ 
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fore  Vitcount  Mclboorne,  who  had  refer* 
red  it  to  the  Lords  of  the  AdmiraUy.  The 
notice  which  appeared  in  the  newspaper 
he  had  nentioned  in  August  was  followed 
by  two  or  three  others  in  September,  and 
then  the  question  appeared  to  be  set  at  rest 
till  the  month  of  February  in  the  present 
year,  when  another  notice  appeared,  giv* 
iog  an  aceount  of  an  eiperiment,  said  to 
hate  been  performed  on  a  sheet  of  water, 
in  Essei,  on  the  property  of  Mr.  Boyd. 
The  writer  stated,  that-<- 

"  The  trial  took  place  in  the  grounds  of  Mr. 
Boyd,  in  the  county  of  Essex,  a  few  miles  from 
town,  in  the  presence  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  Sir  G. 
Murray,  Sir  H.  Hardinge,  Sir  F.  Burdctt,  Lord 
Xngestrie,  Colonel  Gurwood,  Captain  Britton, 
Captain  Webster,  and  some  other  gentlemen, 
who  all  appeared  very  much  astonished  at 
what  they  saw,  A  boat,  twenty-three  feet 
long  and  seven  broad,  was  placed  in  a  large 
sheet  of  water ;  the  boat  had  been  the  day  be- 
fore filled  in  with  solid  timber,  four-and-a-half 
feet  in  depth,  crossed  in  eveiy  direction,  and 
clamped  together  with  eight-iooh  spike  nails. 
This  filling  in  was  made  under  the  inspection 
of  Captain  Britton,  who  stated  the  fact  to 
the  distinguished  gentlemen  we  have  men- 
tioned, and  also  that  the  inventor  never  went 
near  the  workmen  employed,  that  no  suspicion 
might  be  entertained  of  any  combustible  ma- 
terials being  lodged  in  the  hold  of  the  vessel. 
Several  of  the  gentlemen  were  on  Saturday 
rowed  in  a  punt  to  the  vessel,  and  examined 
it  for  themselves,  so  that  every  doubt  might 
be  removed  as  to  the  cause  of  destruction  be- 
ing external,  and  not  from  the  springing  of 
any  mine.  When  the  different  parties  had 
taken  up  their  positions,  on  a  signal  from  the 
inventor,  the  boat  was  set  in  motion,  and 
struck  just  shaft  her  starboard  bow,  and  in- 
stantaneously scattered  into  a  thousand  frag- 
ments. At  the  moment  of  collision  the  water 
parted,  and  presented  to  the  eye  of  our  in- 
tormant  the  appearance  of  a  huge  bowl,  while 
upon  its  troubled  surface  he  noticed  a  corus- 
cation precisely  resembling  forked  lightning. 
A  column  of  water  was  lifted  up  in  the  air 
like  a  huge  fountain,  from  which  were  pro- 
jected upwards  for  many  hundred  feet  the 
shattered  fragments  of  the  vessel,  which  fell, 
many  of  them,  several  hundred  yards  distance 
in  the  adjacent  fields.  Our  informant  exami- 
ned  many  pieces,  and  found  the  huge  nails 
snapped  like  carrots ;  the  mast  looked  like  a 
tree  riven  by  lightning,  and  never  before,  as 
he  assures  us,  has  he  witnessed  so  sudden 
and  complete  a  destruction,  though  he  has 
seen  shell  and  rocket  practice  on  the  largest 
scale. 

The  bon.  Member  proceeded  to  say, 
that  this  was  nearly  all  he  knew  on  the 
aubjectf  He  thought  the  House  and  the 
country  wm  ooUtled  to  some  iofprmation 


on  a  question  of  such  vast  magmtudot  af« 
fecting  the  maritime  power  of  the  country, 
and  important  both  as  regarded  the  de- 
mands of  humanity  and  considerations  of 
public  economy.  If  such  a  power  as  thia 
was  in  eaistence,  there  would  be  an  end 
of  war,  for  he  believed  very  few  persons 
would  be  found  williug  to  expose  them, 
selves  to  such  a  force  as  was  described  in 
the  account  be  had  read.  What  he  wished 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
who  had  witnessed  more  than  one  experi- 
ment, was,  whether  the  account  given  in 
the  Times  newspaper,  which  bad  been  re- 
peated by  Mr.  Walesby,  a  gentleman  of 
undoubted  veracity,  was  true,  and  entitled 
to  belief. 

Viscount  Ingestrie  said,  that  in  answer 
to  the  question  put  to  him,  he  would 
state  shortly  to  the  House,  that  in  his 
opinion  the  account  of  the  experiment  aU 
luded  to  by  the  bon.  Member  was  per- 
fectly true.  He  very  much  regretted  that 
this  subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
public  by  means  either  of  a  newspaper  or 
a  pamphlet,  or  by  a  conversation  in  that 
House ;  because  he  thought  the  immense 
power  obtained  by  this  invention  ought  to 
have  been  secured  to  the  country  in  the 
most  secret  manner  possible.  He  bad  been 
aware  of  this  invention  now  for  upwards 
of  a  year.  His  attention  had  been  called 
to  it  by  an  indistinct  paragraph  which  he 
saw  by  accident  in  a  newspaper.  It  struck 
him  that  there  was  something  behind  more 
than  met  the  eye,  and  he  followed  up  the 
track.  He  could  only  state,  that  from 
that  hour  his  conviction  had  become 
stronger  every  moment,  that  the  possession 
of  the  invention  was  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible moment  to  this  country.  He  should 
hesitate  in  making  this  statement  were  it 
only  his  own  opinion,  but  when  the  same 
opinion  had  been  expressed  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  by  such  distinguished 
officers  as  Sir  Richard  Keats  and  Sir 
Thomas  Hardy,  who,  unfortunately,  were 
now  no  more,  be  could  not  refrain  from 
saying,  that  this  was  a  subject  of  the 

freatest  possible  importance  to  this  country, 
here  were  other  officers,  now  living,  who 
had  witnessed  theexpeiiment,  and  among 
them  General  Sir  G.  Murray,  who  had 
gone  to  see  the  experiment,  at  his  sugges- 
tion, and  who  was  struck,  as  everybody 
must  be,  with  the  immense  power  which 
was  contained  in  a  small  compass.  That 
gallant  officer  had  authorized  him  to  say, 
that  after  communicating  further  with  the 
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inventor,  he  had  had  an  interview  with 
the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  state  to 
him  his  opinion  that  Government  ought 
to  inquire  into  the  matter.     The  inventor 
of  this  new  power  had,  to  his  knowledge, 
expended  the  whole  of  his  fortune  upon  it, 
and  had  been  for  ten  years  endeavouring 
to  press  on  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  taking  up  the  subject.     The  inventor 
had  been  pressed  in  a  way  which  he  (Lord 
Ingestrie)   need  not  describe,  but  which 
was  certainly  most  embarrassing,  and  he 
would  say,  that  the  House  and  the  country 
owed  him  the  greatest  possible  gratitude, 
for  his  patriotism,  in  resisting  the   most 
tempting  offers  from  foreign  Governments, 
which  would  have  at  once  relieved  him 
from  all  his  difficulties.     The  gentleman 
of  whom  he  spoke  persisted  nobly,  deter- 
mined to  sacrifice  his  own  pecuniary  in- 
terests for  the  present,  in  order  that  the 
benefits  of  the  invention  mig^ht  be  secured 
to  his  own  country.    He  (Viscount  Inges- 
trie) felt  very  strongly  and  deeply  on  this 
subject ;  he  had  taken  it  up  in  no  light 
spirit ;  he  had  investigated  it,  and   be- 
lieved it  to  be  of  the  most  vital  import- 
ance.    Through   his  means  the  inventor 
had  had  communication,  both  personally 
and  by  letter,  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury ;  he  had  not  failed  to  urge  on 
the  noble  Lord  the  necessity  of  ascertain- 
ing whether    the   discovery   were   worth 
possessing  or  not.     li  could  easily  be  as- 
certained, in  a  very  short  time,  whether 
the  invention  were  valuable  or  not;  that 
was  all  he  asked  for;  but  he  must  say, 
that  it  was  cruel  to  the  inventor,  and  un- 
just  to  the   country,   that   the  question 
should  not  long  ago  have  been  decided. 
He  had  given  the  noble  Lord,  at  the  head 
of  the  Treasury,  a  warning  that  he  might 
feel  it  his  duty  to  bring  the  question  be* 
fore  the  House,  and,  had  the  Session  con- 
tinued, he  should  probably  have  submit- 
ted a  distinct  motion  with  reference  to  it. 
Now,  th'rft  the  matter  had  become  public, 
he  hoped  no  further  time  would  be  lost, 
but  he  must  repeat  his  regret  at  this  pub- 
licity having  been  given  to  it,  as  it  would 
render  negotiation  more  difficult  with  the 
inventor,   and,   in   his   opinion,    the   se- 
cret ought  to  have  remained  in  the  breast 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the  inventor. 

Sir  F.  Burden  had  been  a  witness 
to  the  experiment,  and,  though  no  one 
could  adequately  judge  of  it  who  had 
not  seen  war,  he  would  state  that  he  could 
not  conceive  a  sight  more  astonishing.  The 


contrast  between  the  small  bulk  and  tri* 
vial  appearance  of  the  instrument,  and 
the  mighty  effects  produced,  was  most 
marvellous.  The  explosion  scattered  the 
substance  against  which  the  projectile  was 
directed  into  fragments,  some  of  which 
were  blown  over  a  grove  of  high  trees 
near  the  spot.  He  had  himself  raised  up 
a  fragment  about  half  as  large  as  a  table. 
He  hoped  means  would  be  taken  to  te* 
cure  to  the  country  a  power  of  such  mag 
nitude,  and  which  those  who  could  esti- 
mate it  said  would  produce  effects  in- 
finitely greater  than  any  invention  of  the 
kind  yet  heard  of. 

Mr.  Brotherton  could  not  see  the  wis- 
dom of  making  such  a  discovery  public. 
He  disapproved  of  giving  rewards  to  men 
who  exercised  the  noblest  powers  of  mind 
in  devising  means  of  destruction,  instead 
of  devoting  them  to  objects  useful  to  so- 
ciety. It  was  said  this  would  have  the 
effect  of  putting  an  end  to  war,  and  he 
sincerely  hoped  it  might. 

Conversation  terminated. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  17,  1841. 

MiKurn.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time :— Highway  Ratea. — 
Read  a  second  time:— Militia  Pay ;  ApiiropriatioD ;  f3eo- 
tioo  Petitiontt  Madbouaea  (SeoCUnd)  i  Dof  Carts,  te. — 
Read  a  thiid  time:— Dutalia  Wide  StneCa  i  Semen  i  Wea* 
tern  Auatraliai  New  South  Wales;  Hoiuea  of  Induatry 
(Ireland)  i  Inaolvent  Debtors  (Ireland)  i  Banki  at  laaue ; 

<>  Municipal  Cocporationa  {  School  Sites. 

Petitions  presented.  By  the  Earl  of  Devon,  (he  Earl  of 
Clare,  and  Earl  Fitawilliam,  ftom  Devonahire^  Yorkshire, 
and  other  places,  Ibr  a  Repeal  of  the  Coni-laws^-^  th« 
Duke  of  Ratland,  Arom  Croydgn,  against  the  New  Pooiw 
hiwBilL 

Punishment  or  Death.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Normanhy  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Punishment  of  Death  BUI. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  he  should 
mo?e  as  an  amendment  to  the  clause  re- 
lating  to  rape,  that  after  the  word  "death," 
near  the  end  of  the  clause,  should  be  in- 
serted *'  excepting  in  cases  of  rape,  where 
more  than  one  person  is  concerned." 

The  Marquess  of  Nontnanby  felt  it  his 
duty  to  resist  the  amendment ;  her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  thought  the  proposition 
of  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the 
other  House  was  well  worthy  of  their  at- 
tention, and  one  it  would  be  consistent  with 
their  duty  to  support.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Normanby)  thought,  that  as  far  as 
number  was  concerned,  the  offence  was 
the  same.  He  would  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  a  circamstaoce  whioh 
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had  happened  about  two  years  ago*  Their 
atteotion  had  beeo  called  to  cases  where 
coRTictioa  had  taken  place,  but  he  would 
bring  before  them  a  case  where  conviction 
had  not  taken  place.  So  strong  was  the 
case  to  which  he  was  about  to  allude, 
that  the  neighbouring  magistrates  for- 
warded a  memorial  to  her  Majesty's 
Government  respecting  it.  Of  that  me- 
morial the  following  is  a  copy  :<— 

"  Cw  qf  Memorial  from  several  Magistrates, 
aadreued  to  the  Btght  Hon-  Lord  John  Rus» 
»eil,  a»  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  I>e- 
partment,  in  1837* 

^  We  the  undersigned,heing  resident  in  and 
near  Gloucester,  feel  deeply  interested  in  a 
trial  that  has  just  takeu  place  at  the  assizes  in 
this  city,  and  considering  its  result  has  a  roost 
important  bearing  on  the  proposed  alterations 
in  the  criminal  laws,  now  under  the  care  of 
Government,  feel  it  our  duty  to  lay  before  your 
Lordship  some  important  particulars  of  the 
trial,  for  the  veracity  of  which  we  beg  to  refer 
to  the  judge,  Mr.  Baron  Bolland ;  to  Sergeant 
Ludlow,  or  to  any  other  official  person  con- 
nected with  the  court. 

**  It  appears  that  three  men.  named  Parry, 
Wright  and  Rea,  were  indicted  for  a  violent 
assault  and  rape,  committed  on  the  person  of 
Mary  Lee.  The  evidence  not  only  proved  most 
clearly  the  guilt  of  the  prisoners,  but  also  that 
the  crime  had  been  committed  under  the  most 
revolting  circumstances  of  violence  and  cruelty. 

''  The  jury,  after  a  long  deliberation,  in- 
quired of  the  judffe  whether  they  could  bring 
in  any  mitigating  form  of  verdict  which  would 
save  the  lives  of  the  prisoners,  of  whose  guilt 
such  an  inquiry  proves  they  were  convinced. 
On  finding,  however,  there  was  no  alternative 
between  acquittal  and  death,  their  fears  of  being 
accessory  to  the  infliction  of  this  dreadful  pu« 
nishment  appears  to  have  overcome  every  other 
consideration,  as  they  soon  returned  a  verdict 
of  *  not  guilty,'  to  the  astonishment  of  all  who 
bad  heard  the  evidence  given  in  the  court. 
The  case  has  produced  an  unusual  sensation 
in  this  city  and  neighbourhood,  and  every  one 
feels  that  there  must  be  something  decidedly 
wrong  for  men  so  clearly  guilty  of  so  black  a 
crime  to  be  thrown  back  upon  society  alto- 

S ether  unpunished,  by  the  verdict  of  twelve 
isinterested  men.  And  if  the  evil,  wherever 
it  may  be,  is  not  speedily  corrected,  society 
wilt  be  left  in  a  fearfully  unprotected  condition, 
and  a  great  encouragement  will  be  given  to  the 
commission  of  the  deepest  crimes. 

**  It  is  this  circumstance  that  has  excited  and 
alarmed  the  public  mind  in  this  neighbourhood 
with  regard  to  this  case,  and  has  induced  us  to 
bring  it  especially  under  the  notice  of  your 
Lordship  at  this  important  juncture,  as  a  clear 
and  practical  illustration  of  the  evils  arising 
out  of  our  present  system  of  criminal  juris- 

erudence — evils  which,  we  believe,  can  only 
s  remedied  by  such  an  alteration  in  the  law  as 


shall  substitute  som^  severe  secondaiy  punish- 
ment for  that  of  death. 

*'  We  may  throw  the  blame  upon  the  jury,  it 
is  true,  but  that  will  not  correct  the  evil  of 
which  we  complain,  since,  from  what  we  have 
seen  of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  convictions 
in  capital  cases,  and  from  what  we  know  of  the 
growing  repugnance  in  the  public  mind  to  the 
,  sacrifice  of  life,  we  consider  it  quite  certain 
that  juries  will  be  found  more  and  more  un- 
willing to  become  accessory  to  a  punishment 
at  which  their  feelings  will  increasingly  revolt 
as  it  becomes  more  rare,  and  the  uselessness  of 
which,  for  the  protection  of  society,  is  daily 
becoming  more  apparent. 

"  In  the  hope  that  this  private  communica- 
tion of  the  facts  above  stated  may  tend  to  de- 
termine your  Lordship  in  carrying  the  proposed 
ameliorations  of  the  criminal  law  sufficiently 
far  to  meet  the  decidedly  altered  views  of  so- 
ciety, and  to  secure  the  community  against  the 
improper  acquittal  of  guilty  and  dangerous 
men,  we  beg  to  subscribe  ourselves,  your 
Lordship's  most  obedient  humble  servants, 

[Signed  by  the  mayor  (Shute)  of  Glouces- 
ter and  four  county  and  city  roagis* 
trates.]" 

Now,  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
were  most  revolting,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  the  facts.  Nevertheless,  the 
jury  put  this  question  to  the  judge — 
whether,  if  they  found  them  guilty,  the 
men's  lives  would  be  spared  ?  The  re- 
sult was  an  acquittal.  The  jury  were  to 
blame,  certainly,  but  this  was  the  general 
feeling  amongst  jurors,  and  the  great  ob- 
ject of  their  Lordships  was  to  obtain  con* 
victions.  In  another  case,  where  the  party 
was  indicted  for  an  assault  and  rape,  an 
acquittal  took  place,  the  judge  having 
informed  him  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby) 
that  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law  being 
attached  to  the  crime  prevented  a  convic- 
tion taking  place.  He  would  pot  it  to 
their  Lordships  whether,  when  the  convic- 
tions had  diminished  in  proportion  to  the 
acquittals  to  so  large  an  amount  as  the  re- 
turns exhibited,  it  would  not  be  most  ju- 
dicious in  them  to  amend  the  law,  so  as  to 
ensure  conviction  in  every  case  where  the 
facts  warranted  it.  He  believed,  that 
the  interests  of  justice  would  be  best  pro- 
moted by  not  attempting  to  make  the  dis- 
tinction proposed  by  his  noble  Friend. 
The  practice  and  experience  of  courts  of 
law  had  shown  that  juries,  opon  whom 
they  must  rely  for  carrying  the  law  into 
effect,  would  not  convict  where  the  capital 
punishment  was  attached. 

The  Earl  of  WmchiUea  intimated,  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  propose  ao  amend- 
ment, by  striking  out  the  two  last  lines  ot 
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clause  .%  and  if  the  amendment  was  re- 
jectedy  he  should  propose,  that  the  third 
claase  be  struck  put  altogether. 

Lord  Denman  said^  he  was  extremely 
uowiUing  to  take  an;  part  on  a  question 
relating  to  the  anendmeot  of  the  crtmioal 
law,  unless  he  distinctly  saw  that  the 
House  of  Lords  was  determined  to  pass 
the  amendments  suggested,  because  he 
felt  the  utmost  inconvenience  if,  as  a  lep;i9- 
lator,  he  should  oppose  a  law  which, 
afterwards,  as  a  judge,  he  might  be  bound 
to  carry  into  effect.  He  bad  therefore  ab- 
stained horn  taking  part  in  the  discussion 
which  took  place  on  the  measure  the  other 
nighty  and  had  also  abstained  from  coming 
down  to  the  House,  because  be  found  the 
House  of  Commons  bad  sent  up  a  bill  to 
abolish  the  punishment  of  death  in  cases 
of  that  sort,  and  he  waited  for  the  deci« 
sion  of  their  Lordships,  and  to  bow  to  the 
law  as  it  should  be  pronounced  by  the  Le- 
gislature. Bat  he  must  say  he  thought, 
when  the  House  of  Commons  had  sanc- 
tioned a  principle  as  to  the  offence  in 
general,  and  when  their  Lordships  also 
had  aanctioned  a  principle  as  to  the 
offence  in  general,  it  was  a  monstrous 
anomaly  that  capital  punishments  should 
be  kept  alive  with  regard  to  the  particular 
mode  of  the  offence.  It  was  clear,  that 
the  offence  as  committed  by  many  persona 
might  partake  of  a  character  of  cruelty  and 
profiigaoy  which  might  not  be  the  case 
with  regard  to  offences  committed  by  indi- 
viduals. Bttt  rapes  committed  by  indivi* 
duala  might  be  of  a  far  worse  character 
than  those  committed  by  several  persons. 
He  (Lord  Denman)  bad  bad  eiperience 
on  this  subject,  and  he  knew  by  experience 
these  rapes  were  seldom  deliberately  com* 
mitted.  They  were  usually  the  result  of 
some  accidental  communication  at  a  fair 
or  junketing,  where  persons  of  different 
sexes  came  together,  and  when  at  a  late 
hour  of  the  night  some  unfortunate  female, 
whose  imprndenoe  had  led  her  into  the 
company,  became  the  victim  of  brutal  and 
disgusting  outrage.  But  he  was  sure,  that 
there  were  cases  of  this  sort  where  their 
Lordships'  feelings,  and  the  feelings  of 
the  public  would  revolt  at  the  infliction  of 
the  Dunishment  of  death.  Then  why 
abottid  one  dass  of  cases  be  selected  in 
oirder  to  raise  inquiries  respecting  it,  and 
to  raise  the  most  painful  duties  that  oould 
possibly  be  cast  upon  a  jury  T  Was  it  fit 
still  to  ask  juries  as  an  alternative^  whe*  I 
tker  ihey  wouhl  oommtt  peqnry  or  that] 


which  they  considered  to  be  murder?  He 
believed  the  principles  were  much  too 
strongly  urged.  His  own  opinion  was, 
that  the  juries  manfully  did  their  duty, 
and  that  it  was  as  often  the  fault  of  the 
judge  who  eoBtemplated  with  horror  the 
depriving  a  fellow  creature  of  life  as  of 
juries,  that  persons  accused  of  this  crime 
were  frequently  acquitted,  He  confessed, 
that  it  appeared  to  him,  that  it  would  be 
injurious  to  make  this  single  exception. 
It  was  one  to  wbieh  tbe  mmistera  of  the 
law  would  feel  tbe  greatest  objeetioo.  He 
had  no  wish  to  press  their  opinions  against 
the  decision  of  their  Lordships»  but  aa  he 
bad  found  that  the  opinioDS  and  repre* 
sentations  of  tbe  judges  bad  had  greal 
weight  with  their  Lordships,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  suggesting,  that  before 
this  clause  was  passed,  himself  and  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Abinger)  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  conferring  with  the 
judges  and  ascertaining  their  opinion.  Ho 
would  have  refrained  from  making  thoae 
observations,  had  he  not  felt,  that  the 
general  principle  being  once  earned,  no 
small  and  accidental  circumstance  should 
be  suffered  to  interfere  with  it« 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  opposed  the 
amendment,  on  the  ground  that  there 
were  grades  of  criminality  in  the  offence ; 
that  in  some  forms  it  was  aggravated,  and 
in  others  of  less  importance.  If  they 
drew  a  distinction  at  all,  they  must  draw 
it  in  such  a  number  of  cases,  that  itwould 
be  an  absurdity  to  abolish  this  punishment 
at  aU. 

Lord  LytMuut  suggested,  that  the 
word  **  concerned ''  in  the  amendment  of 
his  noble  Friend,  might  have  a  larger  legal 
sense  than  he  intended,  as  one  who  was 
privy  to  the  commission  of  the  offence, 
though  absent,  was  said  to  be  concerned 
in  it. 

Lord  Abingtr  observed,  the  question 
which  had  been  started,  showed  with  what 
a  serious  question  they  were  dealing.  It 
would  really  appear,  from  the  way  in 
which  it  was  forced  on  them,  that  they 
were  a  cipher  in  legislation. 

Lord  Denman  said,  the  question  was, 
whether  public  opinion  had  decided  the 
principle  of  this  measure,  not  whether  one 
day  or  ten  days  were  allowed  for  the  dia^ 
cussion  of  it. 

The  Earl  of  Haddxngttm  thought  the 
best  course  would  be  to  postpone  tbe  bill 
until  to«morrow. 

The  Marqueu  of  iVennaniy  Mody  that. 
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if  there  wai  «ny  strong  feelings  in  the 
House,  thst  the  question  required  further 
referencev  he  should  not  oppose  it,  though 
«t  the  eame  time  he  was  prepared  to  give 
«  negative  to  the  postpouement  of  the 
questions  end  also  to  urge  upon  their 
Lordships  to  do  ao.  His  own  inclination 
was  to  go  on,  but  still,  if  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House,  that  a  postponement 
should  take  place,  he  should  not  object  to 
it*  As  to  bis  having  the  opinion  of  the 
judges,  when  he  spoke  on  that  point  be 
merely  meant  to  say,  that  he  consulted  the 
judge  who  tried  each  case,  which  was 
submitted  to  him,  and  the  opinions  of  the  I 
judges  he  found  to  be  suoh  as  be  bad 
stated. 

The  Sari  of  We$(meath  knew  not  what 
the  noble  and  learned  I^rd  opposite  meant 
by  the  sanction  of  public  opinion.  He 
bad  seen  some  clever  publications,  urging 
the  abolition  of  the  punishment  of  death, 
but  who  would  say>  that  these  conveyed 
correctly  the  public  opinion  ? 

The  Earl  of  Wkhhw  said,  it  was  true^ 
this  bill  had  been  carried  this  Session  by 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  it  had  been 
rejected  Session  after  Session  in  former 
years.  And  how  was  it  now  carried  ?  In 
the  very  last  days  of  the  Session,  when  the 
House  was  hurrying  to  tern^inate  its  busi* 
sees,  and  when  it  could  not  give  due  con- 
sideration to  any  subject  of  importance, 
much  less  to  one  of  such  vast  magni< 
tude  as  this.  If  they  passed  this  law, 
they  would  lower  themselves  in  public 
opinion ;  for  as  the  organ  of  the  public 
voice,  they  would  sanation  what  the  peo-. 
pie  of  this  country  would  never  confirm 
-^that  sodomy  and  rape  were  not  erimes 
of  so  heinous  a  character  as  to  deserve 
death. 

Lord  BroHgham  said,  that  among  the 
reasons  given  for  postponin|;  the  measure 
was  the  great  difficulty  in  Naming  a  pro- 
vision of  this  description.  He  had  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  the  subject  was 
before  the  House,  stated  those  difficulties. 
He  thought,  that  the  subject,  from  the 
difficulties  which  surrounded  it,  required 
further  consideration,  and  that  their  Lord* 
ahjpa  should  pause  before  they  proceeded 
to  mtroduce  a  change  in  the  present  laWt 
He  was  not  aware,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  revert  to  the  capital  punish- 
ment in  aggravated  cases,  if  it  should  be 
found  free  from  the  objections  to  which  he 
bad  alluded,  and  if  the  difficulties  could 
b^  oTercome.    He  cotild  not  agree  with 


the  doetrine,  that  if  they  remitted  a  severe 
punishment  in  any  case  they  had  not  a 
right,  after  having  had  greater  experience 
and  after  having  further  considered  the 
subject,  to  retrace  their  steps,  and  resort 
to  the  severe  punishment  again,  if  it 
should  be  found  necessary ;  and  he  should 
think,  that  in  making  alterations  in  the 
criminal  law,  he  should  incur  a  great  risk, 
if  those  alterations  were  to  be  considered 
as  final,  conclusive,  and  binding,  and 
could  not  be  altered  after  further  experi* 
ence.  He  thought  enough  had  been  said 
to  show,  that  it  would  be  better  to  posit 
pone  the  further  consideration  of  this 
enactment. 

The  Marquess  of  Narmanbp  had  no 
objection  to  adjourn  the  debate  until  to. 
morrow.  It  would  be  extremely  inconve- 
nient to  postpone  it  beyond  to-morrow, 
because,  if  theie  were  any  amendments 
made»  the  bill  must  be  returned  to  the 
Conunons. 

The  Earl  of  WioUow  could  see  no  rea* 
son  for  postponing  the  whole  subject* 
They  could  divide  upon  the  clause  at  once, 
and  if  it  should  not  b^  rejected,  then  the 
consideration  of  the  proposition  before 
their  Lordships  could  be  postponed  until 
to-morrow.  He  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  persevere  in  his  motion  for  expung* 
ing  the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  had  ever  been  fa- 
vourable  to  the  system  which  had  pre- 
vailed of  late  years„  and  supported  propo* 
sition  after  proposition  for  the  mitigation 
of  the  penal  law.  The  object  they  had 
to  determine  was  not  in  his  opinion,  whe- 
ther they  should  refer  for  information  to 
the  judges  for  their  opinion,  as  a  basis 
whereupon  tu  legislate.  He  was  convinced 
already,  that  the  alteration  in  the  law  pro- 
posed in  the  third  clause  of  this  bill  would 
not  effect  the  object  sought— ^namely,  the 
certainty  of  conviction  by  the  juries  impan* 
nailed.  He  should,  therefore,  support  the 
proposition,  that  the  clause  be  altogether 
omitted. 

The  Earl  of  Harewood  did  not  think  it 
was  becoming  in  their  Lordships  to  require 
the  opinion  of  the  judges  to  authorise 
them  to  legislate  on  this  subject.  He 
could  not  at  all  subscribe  to  the  opinion, 
that  the  House  ought  to  legislate  on  the 
opinion  of  the  judges,  tie  objected  to 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
obtain  that  opinion.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  to  collect  it  in  bis  con* 
Tersatioo  with  thofe  learned  penmuif  end 
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then  to  report  it  to  the  House.  He 
thought,  that  the  House  ought  neither  to 
legislate  on  the  opinion  of  the  judges,  nor 
on  the  opinions  of  juries.  Whether  or 
not  juries  would  do  their  duty  in  convict- 
ing prisoners  guilty  of  this  oflTence,  he 
never  would  consent  to  see  it  visited  with 
any  punishment  short  of  death. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor :  The  question  was 
not,  what  crimes  were  worthy  of  death, 
but  what  were  the  punishments  which 
would  be  effectual  in  repressing  crime. 
When  jurors  forswore  themselves  rather 
than  bring  in  a  verdict  of  guilty,  from  the 
apprehension  that  loss  of  life  would  follow 
their  decision,  they  must  alter  the  punish* 
menty  for  it  was  no  longer  effectual  for  its 
purpose. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  thought  it  was 
only  common  sense  to  be  desirous  of 
obtaining  the  opinions  of  the  learned 
judges,  who  were  the  most  competent  per- 
sons in  the  land  to  give  an  opinion  on 
such  a  subject.  He  hoped,  that  the  de- 
bate would  be  adjourned. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  that  there 
was  DO  question  of  law  to  be  submitted  to 
the  judges.  The  question  simply  was, 
whether  such  and  such  crimes  were  to  re- 
main capital  felonies  punishable  with 
death.  He  could  not,  therefore,  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  the  bill. 

Lord  DenmaUf  in  explanation,  said,  he 
did  not  wish  that  the  opinion  of  the  judges 
should  be  obtained  as  a  basis  for  legisla- 
tion. He  only  desired  to  obtain  their 
general  impression  on  the  subject. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  rational 
and  regular  course  to  pursue  would  be  to 
consider  the  proposed  amendments  before 
they  proceeded  to  expunge  the  clause  al- 
together. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  differed  from  the 
tioble  and  learned  Lord.  It  would  be  a 
waste  of  time  to  discuss  amendments,  if 
the  House  should  be  of  opinion  that  the 
whole  clause  ought  to  be  expunged. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  House  was  a  question 
which  would  be  likely  to  be  brought  to  a 
more  satisfactory  decision  by  an  adjourn- 
ment. It  appeared,  that  all  the  other 
questions  remained,  with  ample  time  and 
opportunity  for  their  Lordships  to  decide 
tipon  them.  He  was,  therefore,  afraid, 
that  if  they  did  not  adjourn  this  debate, 
they  would  not  have  time  or  opportunity 
to  arrive  at  any  satisfactory  result  upon  it. 
He  hoped' they  would  adjourn  this  ques^ 


tion  until  to-morrow,  in  order  that  they 
might  have  time  to  make  up  their  minds 
upon  it,  after  inquiring  further  into  it. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  he  saw 
most  willing  to  give  way  to  the  opinions 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  noble 
Duke  as  well  as  other  noble  Lords,  and 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  have  this 
debate  adjourned  until  to-morrow.  At 
the  same  time,  he  begged  to  give  notice, 
that  he  would  move  to  strike  out  the  first 
part  of  the  clause  altogether,  or  however 
amended  it  should  be  by  their  Lordships, 
he  was  determined  to  move  that  it  be  en« 
tirely  expunged. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Private  Bills — Dissolutiok.]  Lord 
Whamcliffe  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Vis- 
count whether  he  had  considered  the 
hardship  to  which  individuals  who  had 
private  bills  before  the  House  would  be 
exposed  by  the  dissolution,  and  what  the 
noble  Viscount  proposed  to  do? 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  that  he  was 
quite  aware  of  the  great  hardshipthat  those 
parties  would  be  subject  to,  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  progress  of  private  bills 
through  Parliament  this  Session,  by  hav- 
ing their  bills  set  aside  by  the  dissolution 
of  Parliament,  and  the  heavy  expense 
they  had  been  already  put  to,  thrown 
away.  He  had  made  inquiries  into  the 
subject,  with  a  view  of,  if  possible,  provid- 
ing some  remedy  for  these  grievances,  and 
he  had  found,  that  on  former  occasions,  of 
a  similar  description  to  the  present,  the 
Government  had  introduced  a  resolution 
into  the  new  Parliament  to  place  those  par- 
ties in  the  same  situation  as  that  in  which 
they  would  have  stood  had  there  been  no 
dissolution.  He  begged  to  assure  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  same  course  would  be  pur- 
sued by  her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
the  ensuing  Parliament  which  had  been 
adopted  by  other  Governments  to  which 
he  had  alluded. 

Bribery  at  Elections.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Normanby  moved,  that  their 
Lordships  should  resolve  themselves  into 
a  Committee  on  the  Bribery  at  Elections 
Bill. 

Lord  Brougham  fully  agreed  in  the 
strong  desire  which  had  beeti  gene- 
rally expressed,  that  some  measure 
should  be  immediately  passed  through 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  which  would 
have    the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to 
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that  abominable  and  wholesale  system 
of  bribery  which  had  been  carried  od  in 
so  many  cases  throughout  the  kingdom, 
fiut  however  anxious  he  was  to  see  such 
a  bill  passed,  he  must  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  bill  which  was  now  before 
the  Hous^,  and  which  purported  to  be  a 
bill  that  would  at  once  get  rid  of  this 
abuse,  was,  on  the  contrary,  a  measure 
which  would  give  every  indemnity  for  the 
most  wholesale  bribery,  and  iis  more  dis- 
astrous consequences.  The  bill  first  said, 
that  all  persons  whatsoever  shall  be  com- 
pellable (without  any  exception)  to  come 
forward  and  give  evidence  as  to  any  act  of 
bribery  which  may  have  come  to  their 
knowledge,  including  not  only  agents,  in- 
cluding not  only  the  parties,  including  not 
only  the  accessories  to  the  bribery,  but 
also  including  the  evidence  of  the  wife 
against  the  husband,  without  allowing  any 
indemnity ;  also  including  the  evidence  of 
the  counsel  against  the  client,  and  the 
evidence  of  the  solicitor  and  attorney 
against  the  client ;  yes,  even  the  attorney 
was  bound  by  the  first  section  of  this  act, 
to  give  evidence  against  his  client.  If, 
after  the  client  had  perpetrated  the  offence, 
he  came  to  consult  his  counsel  or  his 
attorney,  that  counsel  or  attorney  who 
was  to  defend  him,  after  the  offence  had 
been  committed, — this  confidential  com- 
munication, which  had  been  made  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  the  defence  of  the  client, 
might,  by  this  bill,  be  extorted  from  his 
counsel  or  solicitor ;  and  this  he  thought 
was  contrary  to  every  rule  that  had  ever 
been  laid  down  for  the  administration  of 
justice*  If  it  were  said,  that  it  had  been 
intended  to  make  an  exception  in  the  case 
of  a  wife  as  against  her  husband,  or  a 
solicitor  or  counsel  against  his  client,  that 
the  judge  would  have  power  to  make  an 
exception  in  favour  of  these  cases,  he 
would  say,  that  the  judge  had  no  right 
whatever,  by  the  bill  as  it  stood,  to  ex- 
clude any  such  cases  at  all.  In  fact,  the 
question  would  not  come  on  l>efQre  the 
judges,  but  before  the  chairman  of  com- 
mittees in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  second  section  enacted,  ''  As  well  the 
candidates  at  any  such  election,  or  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons.**  Now, 
he  thought  it  might  be  as  well  if  the  word 
"  and  "  was  here  introduced,  instead  of 
the  word  *^  or.''  And  then  it  went  on  to 
say — ''  The  chairman,  by  the  direction  of 
the  committee,  shall  have  a  right  to  report 
to  the  House,  if  the  party  refuses  to  give 


evidence,  for  the  interposition  of  their 
authority  or  censure."  The  interposition 
of  their  authority  or  censure  I  Now,  he 
would  ask,  did  mortal  man  ever  hear  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  drawn  up  in  this  way  ? 
Why  was  it  not  written  **  their  authority 
and  censure  V*  Surely,  if  the  House  pos* 
sessed  authority,  they  also  would  possess 
the  power  of  marking  their  approval  or 
censure.  Very  little  care,  he  thought, 
had  been  taken  in  the  drawing  up  of  the 
bill.  The  first  section  compelled  the  dis- 
closure of  bribery.  Now,  if  they  admitted 
the  stringency  of  the  first  clause,  they 
would  see  that  there  was  no  power  given 
of  an  indemnity  in  favour  of  any  persons. 
He  therefore  thought,  that  the  only  in- 
demnity which  it  gave  was,  to  secure  the 
commission  of  a  wholesale  system  of 
bribery.  It  would  secure  those  who  had 
given  and  taken  bribes ;  for  all  that  a 
party  had  to  do,  who  had  employed  a 
score  or  two  of  corrupt  and  profligate 
persons  to  distribute  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bribery  at  elections, — all  that  a 
party  who  was  engaged  in  the  defence  of 
the  persons  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery 
— all  that  such  a  party  had  to  do  to  secure 
an  absolute  and  perpetual  indemnity,  both 
from  a  civil  suit  and  criminal  proceedings, 
and  the  censure  of  Parliament,  was  simply 
to  go  through  the  ceremony  of  calling  up 
every  one  of  those  corrupt  persons,  and 
putting  a  single  question  to  each.  The 
present  bill,  in  the  7th  clause,  would  give 
an  indemnity  to  candidates,  as  well  as 
agents,  guilty  of  bribery ;  for  while  such 
candidates,  being  proved  guilty  of  bribery, 
were  not  re-eligible  under  the  present  law, 
they  would  be  re-eligible  under  the  bill 
proposed.  The  candidate  being  unseated 
on  one  allegation  might,  after  a  dexterous 
confession  of  his  agent,  go  down  again  to 
his  constituents,  and  be  re-elected.  It 
would  also,  in  a  great  degree,  indemnify 
agents.  Would  their  Lordships  pass  such 
a  bill  ?  But  being  most  anxious  to  prevent, 
as  much  as  possible,  the  recurrence  of 
acts  which  were  most  dangerous  to  the 
franchise,  and  the  freedom  of  election  it- 
self, as  well  as  subversive  of  the  rights, 
liberties,  and  morals  of  the  people,  he 
would  be  happy  to  support  any  measure 
calculated  to  put  a  stop  to  those  evifs. 
The  fourth  clause,  he  allowed,  was  an 
exception  to  his  general  censure  of  the 
bill,  and  therefore  he  would  retain  it. 

Lord  Abinger  concurred  in  all  the  ani- 
madversions of   his  noble  and    learned 
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Pri«iid«  Meed«  thcj  were  uniiQswerable 
80  hMtilj  Md  crudely  hftd  this  bill  evi* 
d#nily  bee*  framed,  ibat  tbe  inferenee 
ft^iii  lie  coDlenle  naturally  #a8|  that  iii 
iuthora  really  did  not  lotend  that  it  should 
past.  A  bill  on  such  a  difficult  and  im- 
(Mirlant  question  of  legislation  should  hare 
been  drawn  up  only  afVer  solemil  and 
laborious  consideration,  fiut  here  we  had 
a  measure  brought  forward  on  the  very 
eve  of  the  dose  of  the  Session^  most 
hastily  put  together,  and  yet  proposing 
the  enaotnent  of  clauses,  which  would  be 
contrary  to  all  the  law  and  usages  of  this 
oountry  ;  for  such  was  the  character  of  the 
section  which  would  compel  parties  to 
criminate  themselves.  Even  if  it  were  right 
and  just  to  make  so  greet  a  change^ 
lurely  it  ought  not  to  be  done  in  the  hssty 
leglafation  of  one  night.  And,  after  all, 
the  bill,  if  passed,  would,  as  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  shown,  protect  bribery 
insteid  of  prevent  it.  Still,  be  admitted 
that  the  fourth  clause  was  a  good  one,  and 
acquiescing  in  the  Wish  of  bis  noble  and 
teamed  Friend,  he  would  ooBseofc  to  its 
going  into  committee. 

The  Mafquess  of  ^orman6y  hoped  the 
itoble  and  learned  Lord  would  withdraw 
tbe  insinuation  he  had  thrown  out  to  thft 
effect  that  the  author  of  the  bill  did  not 
intend  that  it  should  pass.  The  bill  might 
be  oUedioBabie  in  many  respects ;  but, 
for  all  thali  he  ooUkI  assure  the  noble  and 
leAroed  Lerdf  the  frataers  of  it  bad  been 
actilited  by  nond  but  sincere  intentions 
(br  its  enactment. 

Lord  Abinger  meant  nothing  personally 
offt'tisive  to  the  framers  of  the  bill,  he 
Only  spoke  of  the  itnpression  which  its 
eotttents  would  make  on  the  mind  of  any 
maoi 

Their  Lordships  in  committee  on  the 
Wll. 

All  the  clauses  in  tbe  bill,  eioept  tbe 
preamblei  and  the  fourth  clause,  were 
r^ieoied ;  and  the  preamble  and  the  clilttse 
adverted  to  having  been  agreed  to,  the 
House  resumed^ 

lieport  to  be  received* 

Adjourdedi 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thundap,  June  1?,  184t. 

MfNUTSB,]  BlIU.  Rflftd  A  MBond  Mme:— BUb  oT  Bs- 
dumgc  I  Vom  SocieUet.— Read  •  third  Ume  t~  Hlghwsy 
Ritd. 

nuwH  ^ftrtewsi  By  Bif  M*  ClepdiVf  lipon 


by  Sir  C.  BurreU,  ftom  Siin,  aod  bf  Cokad 
from  Uajo,  vgainrt  any  AHentidB  ttVbt 
Mr.  HajrtKt  Mr.  WyK.  mad  Mf.  Briafl 
difltiktt  of  the  Metzopoiis,  by  Mr.  ViBiBD, 
oouDtki  in  England  and  Sonrtairt,  and  by  Mr. 
ftom  CuaMdge,  fbr  •  Repeal  of  Um  don^nm— By  Mr. 
Mimlaj  frnm  fTiiirtail  apiiial  fTimb  Fmiim^  B| 
Mr.  Piddai.  fttm  Taiioua  plaeei,  ftr  a  Repeal  oC  tkr  Ntv 
Foor-Iaw]  and  tat  a  Law  Co  limit  Uie  Laboar  of  banh  ia 
F^adories* — By  M#>  A.  GnqpttaB*  from  flte  Cbatebcr  oT 
Commoroe  of  Greenock,  againt  Oie  Aitemioa  of  tm 
Timber  Dtttlei.~By  Sir  W.  FoOett,  Aqbb  SoUdtan  of 
Exeter,  ptaylqg  fitf  a  cfaange  ia  Ibe  Site  of  Ike  Law 
Couftt 

Offekces  against  tbb  Pbrsob.]  Ob 
the  motion  of  the  Attorney- general  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  ccwiiDittBl  of  this 
bill  was  read  and  discharged,  for  tbe  pur'> 
pose  of  withdrawing  it  till  the  nemi  8es* 
sion. 

Order  of  tbe  day  dischargedi  Bill 
withdrawn. 

Foreign  Factobibs.]  Mr.  Wgde* 
hou8$  oioved, 

^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
her  Maiesty,  praying  that  she  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  throagh  the  medium  of  ber 
ambassadors  or  other  diplomatfo  residents 
abroad,  eopies  of  alt  regulations  estabUabed  ia 
foreign  Victories,  together  with  sedi  eaplana- 
tioDS  in  detail  as  the  nature  of  tbe  cases  will 
admit;  describing  the  character  of  the  food 
used  therein,  and  the  wages  paid  therdai 
whether  in  specie  ot  in  kind?' 

Mr.  Labaueh^re  said,  that  hie  only  ob* 
jeclion  to  the  motion  aroee  frona  the  ii»- 
pression  upon  his  mind,  that  the  inforoui* 
tion  esked  for  had  already  been  laid  before 
the  House  in  the  returns  and  reports  made 
by  our  foreign  consuls  for  tbe  inlbmitttioa 
of  the  Poor-law  commisaiooera.  He 
thought  that  bo  additioaal  inforasBlioa 
whatever  could  be  obtained  by  the  preeent 
motion;  and  it  was  aoareely  fair  to  tlM 
cooauis  themselves^  having  so  rcewatly 
troubled  them  upon  a  similar  aabieei,  to 
call  upon  them  to  make  fresh  returoa. 

Mr.  Hum§  said,  he  had  given  notice 
several  days  previously  of  his  iotentioii  to 
move  an  emeodmeot,  which  would  have 
raised  a  general  discoseioa  on  tbia  avb* 
ject,  but  in  the  present  stale  of  the  Hoaee 
it  appeared  to  him  thai  no  advantage 
would  be  derived  from  euoh  a  eouree«  ll 
was  his  intention  to  have  bfought  the  aob* 
ject  before  the  House  this  Seseioa,  and  be 
would  aoggest  to  the  Preeident  of  the 
Board  of  Ti  ade  that  he  should  do  aa  was 
done  by  tbe  Ooveronent  of  the  Uoited 
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8Utes,  f^ire  tha  tarlfik  were  collated, 
and  R  copy  of  them  distributed  among  the 
Membere  of  Oongrese^  He  thought  that 
it  was  the  business  of  her  Majesty's  Go<> 
▼ernment  to  collect  the  tariffs  of  every 
country  with  which  we  had  commercial 
intercourse.  We  ought  to  know  at  what 
rate  our  manufactures  were  rceeived  in 
every  country  with  which  we  dealt.  This 
ought  to  be  the  business  of  some  depart- 
ment or  of  some  individual  officer,  and  he 
knew  no  one  better  qualiffed  for  it  than 
the  Board  of  Trade.  When  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
was  in  Holland,  he  found  they  were  pub'^ 
liahfng  a  quadruple  tariff  of  the  principal 
nations  with  which  thev  dealti  and  he  did 
not  see  why  England  should  be  backward 
on  the  subject.  His  object  was,  that  the 
House  should  be  put  In  possession  of  the 
tariff"  of  every  State  with  which  we  traded, 
and  that  authentic  copies  of  them  should 
be  in  the  possession  of  every  Mcmbet  of 
that  House  who  felt  interested  in  such 
subjects. 

Mr.  WodehomsB  felt  almost  disposed  to 
withdraw  his  motion,  as  the  hon«  Member 
for  Kilkenny  had  made  a  statement  far 
beyond  it. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whetlier  the 
bon.  Member  opposite  would  have  any  ob« 
jection  t6  amend  his  motion^  so  as  to  give 
the  tariffs  of  all  States  ? 
•  Mr.  L^thouchere  did  not  see^  thii  the 
motion  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the  tariffk 
of  other  natbns.  On  thai  head  one  ot  the 
Becretaries  to  the  Board  of  Trade  was  en- 
gaged in  eolleeting  informationi  which, 
when  ready,  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  be  hoped  the  bofi.  Oentle*. 
man  would  rest  satisfied  with  tbis^  and  not 
press  his  notion  to  a  division* 

Sir  JoAn  GtiesI  staledi  thai  he  did  not 
rise  to  object  to  the  motion,  ahhoegh  be 
leered  that  it  wonki  be  exceedingly  diffi« 
celt  to  obtain  the  detailed  information  re«- 
qeired ;  but  he  rose  principally  to  notice 
what  fell  from  a  noble  Lerd|  in  another 
place,  in  respect  to  the  iron  trade.  From 
what  fell  from  that  noble  Lord,  it  might  be 
inferilsd  tbnt  the  iron  trade  was  in  e 
ffonrisbing  states  a  etateroent  which  be 
vras  sorry  to  say  be  could  not  confirm. 
On  the  contrary,  a  reduction  in  the  prke 
of  bar  iron  bad  taken  pfoce  of  about  30 
per  cent.  \  and  it  was  now  in  so  distressed 
a  etMe,  that  a  reduction  of  e  large  amount 
in  the  rate  df  wages  paid  to  the  workmen 
in  that  trade  had  already  taken  plaoci  and 
atUI  farther  reduction  was^  ht  regittted  to 


sayi  on  the  eve  of  being  effeotedi  The 
iron  trade  was  very  muoh  dependent  upon 
the  export  trade,  and  it  was  impossible  it 
could  be  prosperoue  unless  we  could  take^ 
in  exchange  for  iron,  those  articles  which 
we  required  and  which  other  countries 
had  to  dispose  of.  He  alluded  particu«. 
larly  to  the  United  States  of  America^ 
upon  commercial  relations  with  which  the 
iron  trade  mainly  depended  for  prosperity. 

Mr.  Villigrs  thought  that  our  ambassa* 
dors  or  consular  agents  had  no  right  to 
enter  the  manufactories  in  foreign  nations 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  infortoia- 
tion  required  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward  this  tnotioui 

Mr.  Wodekouse  said,  he  had  never 
heard  so  extraordinary  an  assertion  as  that 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolter*> 
hampton.  His  object  was|  to  obtain  io^ 
formation  in  regard  to  the  wages  and 
habits  of  foreign  workmen,  which  might 
be  of  great  use  in  illustrating  the  condition 
of  the  working  classes  of  ibis  country i  and 
he  oouki  not  therefore  withdraw  hie  motion* 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Adjourned. 


— ^*»j^>»*>*-^ 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Ffieloyi  Jmm  18,  1^41. 

MiNtJTta.]  SUb.  RcadtiteoM  ttftiftS-^ttlghesytltttei. 
'^KmA  «  flilM  UlM  t-^MMMIMiin  InyMHHMINit  OoHiNf 
Bridgaii  Bribery  it  Ktoettoni. 

Petitions  pneMiited.  By  Lord  A^hbuiton,  tht  Duke  of 
Bttckln^hanl,  tbe  Itfar^tiett  oT  LoOdtmdetTy,  the  fiail  of 
AiNtdeen,  Uie  EM  df  HiddlDgtiA,  Uie  Bttl  of  RifMni 
Viieouiit  StriDgford,  and  the  Earl  of  Harringtan,  horn 
Norfolk,  Great  Dunmow,  Newto^nards,  Klrkaldy,  Hoot- 
hare,  Col^bfmm,  Oant«rliuryi  Surrey,  and  6thet  phtbek, 
i^aiBit  any  Altentioii  of  tiie  Gofii-]i«ib<-ily  hotd 
Brougham,  ttaax  a  great  nany  plaoee,  agabist  any  Orant 
of  Public  Money  for  Church  Extension,  and  ^or  the 
Abolidoii  of  Churea  ft«ML 

Goun-Lawb  (Irklafd*)]  Tbe  Mar<» 
quess  of  Londondertff  presented  a  petition 
from  Newt«iwnardS|  in  the  couatv  Down> 
against  any  alteritkra  of  the  Corn*Niws«  In 
pfeseniiogihis  petition,  the  noblo  Marquess 
begged  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  facts  connected  with  it,  and  to 
the  cireooistancee  uHdeir  which  it  had  been 
signed.  In  order  that  tlie  House  miglit 
fully  understand  those  circnmstaneesy  and 
might  rightly  appreciate  the  taloe  whwh 
ougbt  to  be  attaebod  io  ihia  petitkni,  he 
most  inform  them  that  a  unWersal  mo^o^ 
ment  had  been  made  in  Ulster  by  (be 
Radicals  and  lUpenlere  of  thai  disiriol  in 
favour  of  an  niteration  of  the  e&isting 
Corn-laws.    This  movement  took  place 
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00  Taesday,  the  23rd  of  May^  aodber 
would  be  right  for  him  to  mention  a  cir- 
cumstance which  would  exhibit  the  de- 
scription of  persons  who  took  a  part  in 
this  Anti  Corn-law  agitation,  and  the  na* 
ture  of  such  agitation.  In  almost  all  the 
instances,  the  roeetinq^s  appeared  to  have 
been  held  at  the  Roman  Catholic  chapels, 
and  to  have  been  got  up  entirely  by  the 
priests.  Many  of  the  inhabitants  of  New- 
townards,  Comber,  and  its  vicinity,  gentle- 
men of  wealth  and  respectability,  how- 
ever, entertaining  entirely  opposite  views, 
and  having  no  sympathy  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  these  Radical  meetings  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  were  determined 
to  express  their  sentiments,  and  to  re- 
move from  the  district  the  stigma  which 
had  been  thus  attached  to  it.  They  ac- 
cordingly requested  Mr.  Andrews,  his 
agent,  to  call  a  counter-meeting,  and  at 
this  meeting,  attended  by  all  the  men  of 
station  and  property  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, the  petition  which  he  now  begged 
to  present  had  been  signed.  The  New- 
townards  meeting  was  solely  in  conse- 
quence of  a  most  insignificant  gathering 
in  the  Roman  Catholic  chapel,  headed  by 
the  priest  and  a  small  linen  draper,  backed 
by  a  few  weavers.  All  these  Radical 
meetings  had  been  organised  and  ordered 
by  Mr.  O'Connell,  and  were  in  absolute 
subserviency  to  the  Roman  Catholic  priests. 
He  was  bound  also  to  inform  their  Lord- 
ships, that  a  general  requisition  from  the 
county  of  Down  had  been  signed  for  a 
public  meeting;  but  it  had  been  aban- 
doned, because  the  magistrates  of  the 
county  had  been  unwilling  to  excite  agi- 
tation on  so  important  a  subject  as  a 
change  in  the  Corn*laws*  The  feeling 
throughout  the  province  of  Ulster  and  all 
the  northern  parts  of  Ireland  of  the  re- 
spectable farmers  and  men  of  station  or 
property,  was  unanimously  opposed  to  an 
alteration  of  the  present  system.  With 
these  remarks  he  begged  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  petition  to  which  he  had  called 
their  attention. 

The  Marquess  of  Doumshire  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  almost  universal  feeling  which 
prevailed  through  the  north  of  Ireland  in 
favour  of  the  present  Corn-laws.  From 
his  own  personal  knowledge  he  could 
testify  to  the  respectability,  and  wealth, 
and  station,  of  the  petitioners  whose  peti- 
tion the  noble  Marquess  had  presented. 

Petition  laid  on  the  TaUe. 


DaAiNAOB  AND  BuiLDivos.]  The 
Earl  of  Wickhw  wished  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  relative 
to  two  bills,  which,  after  having  been  duly 
considered  in  their  Lordships'  House,  had 
been  passed,  and  sent  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  One  of  these  bills  was  for 
the  better  drainage  of  towns,  the  other 
for  the  improvement  of  buildings.  He 
wished  to  know  what  had  been  done  with 
those  measures  ? 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  regretted 
to  state,  that  the  bills  had  been  aban- 
doned, in  consequence  of  the  termination 
of  the  Session  at  an  earlier  period  than 
had  been  expected.  He  had,  however, 
one  consolation,  that  it  was  not  his  fault, 
nor  did  it  arise  from  any  want  of  zeal  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  the  bills 
had  not  been  passed. 

Punishment  of  Death.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Normanby  moved  the  resumption 
of  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  amend- 
ments proposed  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Punishment  of  Death  Bill,  after  the  third 
reading. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  would  not, 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  persist  in  pressing  his  amendment 
(for  the  continuance  of  capital  punish- 
ment in  cases  of  rape  in  which  more  per- 
sons than  one  were  engaged).  He,  there- 
fore begged  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

The  Earl  of  Wmchihea  was  of  opinion, 
that  the  third  clause  exempted  from  the 
punishment  of  death  the  perpetrators  of 
certain  crimes  that  ought  to  be  visited 
with  the  heaviest  punishment.  The  crime 
to  which  the  first  part  of  the  clause  re- 
lated, was  one  which  he  thought  ought 
especially  to  remain  a  subject  for  capital 
punishment.  He  implored  their  Lordships 
not  to  withdraw  the  punishment  of  death 
from  a  crime  so  utterly  abhorrent  to  the 
feelings  of  human  nature.  It  was  to  be 
observed,  that  a  conviction  for  that  crime 
could  not  be  obtained  unless  on  the  clear- 
est and  most  undoubted  evidence.  Their 
Lordships,  he  was  conyinced,  would  do 
great  violence  to  the  moral  feelings  of  a 
very  large  class  of  the  community,  if  they 
exempted  this  crime  from  the  punishment 
of  death.  He,  therefore,  moved,  that  all 
the  words  of  the  3rd  clause  from  the  word 
*'that''  in  the  fifth  line  to  the  word  *'  felon  " 
in  the  seventh  line  be  omitted. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  was  glad 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  proposed    his 
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amendment  with  so  much  brevity,  because 
one  of  the  worst  things  their  Lordships 
could  do  was  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
00  an  amendment  of  this  kind.  He 
thought  there  was  some  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  this  offence.  Retaining  the  capi- 
tal punishment,  prosecution  would  in  many 
instances  be  nugatory,  and  if  they  com- 
muted the  punishment  to  transportation 
for  life,  that  would  necessarily  imply  com- 
munion of  the  offenders  with  other  prison- 
ers^ which  would  be  highly  improper;  at 
the  same  time  he  should  be  ready  to 
bow  to  the  opinion  of  the  House  in  this 
matter. — Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  again  rose  to 
move  the  other  amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  His  object  was,  to  keep 
the  law  in  its  present  state.  If  the  capital 
punishment  in  cases  of  rape  were  remit- 
ted, he  very  much  feared  the  offence 
would  alarmingly  increase.  He  therefore 
begged  leave  to  move,  that  the  clause  be 
omitted. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  defended 
the  clause.  If  capital  punishment  were 
retained,  the  convictions  would  be  greatly 
diminished.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  be  induced  to  depart  from  the 
principle  of  this  clause,  which  they  had 
already  affirmed  in  a  very  full  House. 

Lord  Ashburton  thought  the  commuta- 
tion of  the  capital  punishment  would  se- 
cure conviction  where  the  offence  had 
beep  committed,  whereas  the  retention  of 
the  extreme  penalty  would  in  many  cases 
not  only  prevent  prosecution,  but  inter- 
fere with  conviction. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  was  favourable  to 
the  amendment.  He  admitted,  that  the 
reasonings  of  the  law  lords  the  other  even- 
ing in  favour  of  the  clause  would  have 
been  extremely  cogent  if  they  had  been 
founded  on  fact,  but  he  denied  that  such 
was  the  case.  He  could  not  agree  that  the 
paucity  of  convictions  arose  from  an  im- 
pression in  the  public  mind,  that  the  pun- 
ishment was  at  all  disproportioned  to  the 
offence.  It  arose  entirely  from  the  pecu- 
liarity of  the  proof  in  each  case. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill : — 
Contents  64;  Not-Contents  60:  Ma- 
jority 4. 

The  Earl  of  WickUm  hoped,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  would  extend  the  opera- 
tion of  this  bill  to  Ireland. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  replied, 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  extend  it,  at 
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the  earliest  period,  both  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland. 
Bill  passed. 

Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs.] 
On  the  motion  of  the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manhy, the  Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time.  The  Stand- 
ing Orders  were  suspended,  and  it  was 
moved  the  House  go  into  committee  on 
the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  Wilt<m  objected  to  the  bill 
proceeding  in  its  present  state,  his  object 
being  to  exempt  Manchester  from  its  ope- 
ration. He  therefore  objected  to  the  mo- 
tion that  the  bill  go  into  committee.  The 
reason  why  he  proposed  this  was,  that 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  of  Manchester  had 
had  no  compensation  given  to  him,  and 
this  bill  would  therefore  inflict  great  in. 
justice  on  him. 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  would  consent  to 
this  exemption,  as  it  would  not  endanger 
the  bill,  as  it  was  a  good  bill  as  far  as  it 
concerned  Warwickshire. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  when  this  bill  had 
been  brought  forward  on  a  former  oc- 
casion a  complaint  ^had  been  made,  that 
certain  officers  whose  offices  were  to  be 
put  an  end  to  by  the  bill  had  not  had 
coropensation,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the 
bill  should  stand  over  in  order  that  com- 
pensation might  be  given  and  a  bill 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  for 
that  purpose.  The  House  of  Commons 
had  given  compensation  in  two  instances, 
but  had  refused  it  in  the  case  of  Man- 
chester. Their  Lordships  having  pre- 
viously allowed  the  bill  to  stand  over  till 
compensation  was  granted,  and  that 
having  been  refused  as  to  Manchester,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  this  bill  ou^ht  not 
to  pass  as  regarded  Manchester.  The  bill 
applied  to  various  boroughs,  and  if  they 
left  out  the  borough  of  Manchester  there 
would  be  no  hardship  as  to  rates  on  the 
other  boroughs,  as  the  charges  relating  to 
Manchester  would  be  left  out. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  said,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  pressed  his  amendment, 
he  would  decidedly  endanger  the  passing 
of  the  biU.  He  thought  if  they  exempted 
Manchester  from  the  operation  of  the  bill, 
a  heavier  rate  must  fall  on  other  places. 
It  would  in  fact,  transfer  the  payment  of 
the  rates  from  one  party  to  another. 

The  Marquess  of  Salishury  must  object 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  noble  Marquess 
was  pressing  on  this  bill. 
3  E 
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The  Marquess  of  Normanby  denied,  thai 
he  was  pressing  this  bill  at  all  improperly 
upon  the  House.  It  had  been  for  a  con- 
siderable time  under  discussion  in  the 
other  House,  as  well  as  in  that  of  their 
Loidthips,  and  came  op  now  in  its  due 
course  from  the  House  of  Commons. 

Viscount  Duncannom  said,  be  did  not 
know  how  they  could  leave  out  Man- 
chester from  the  operation,  so  as  to  reader 
the  measure  efficient  or  satisfactory. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  he 
was  certain  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
could  not  be  aware  of  Uie  great  inconve- 
nience which  would  be  produced  in  Man- 
chester and  elsewhere  if  the  amendment 
were  to  be  carried.  It  would,  in  fact,  be 
impossible  for  him  to  overstate  the  serious 
consequences  which  would  then  arise,  and 
the  great  confusion  which  it  would  cause 
in  those  places.  He  begged  to  inform  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  was  to  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace  only, 
that  compensation  was  to  be  granted.  He 
would  hope,  that  under  all  these  circum- 
stances, the  noble  Lord  would  not  en- 
danger the  bill  itself,  by  pressing  his 
amendment  to  a  division. 

The  Lord  ChoMcellor  said,  their  Lord- 
ahips  were  perhaps  not  aware  of  the  ex- 
tensive objects  of  this  bill  to  facilitate  the 
administration  of  the  criminal  law  in  all 
the  new  boroughs.  They  could  not  pro- 
ceed to  the  administration  of  justice 
without  the  assistance  of  this  bill.  The 
bill  had  come  before  the  House,  and  ob- 
jections had  been  made  that  certain  per* 
sons  supposed  to  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion were  not  provided  for ;  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  the  clerk  of  the  peace  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  appeared  to  be  en- 
titled to  compensation.  There  were  other 
claims  also,  and  it  was  clear  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  support  the  measure 
without  such  provision.  But  their  Lord- 
ships could  not  introduce  this  provision, 
and  ihey  had  suspended  the  proceedings 
on  the  bill,  in  order  to  see  what  the  House 
of  Commons  would  do  as  to  compensa- 
tion. The  case  of  the  individual  that  the 
noble  £«rl  advocated  was  subjected  to 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  House  decided  against  the  claim. 
Their  Lordships  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
considering  that  compensation  was  not  a 
subject  for  the  jurisdiction  of  that  (the 
Lords)  House,  and  the  qocatioa  now, 
therefore,  was  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  competent  to  decide  thatqnes- 


tion  s  and,  having  decided  that  tUa  iodi* 
vidual  was  not  eniitted  to  any  compeas^ 
tion,  whether  their  Lordships  would  deny 
to  all  these  borough  towns  the  benefit  of 
this  act,  in  order  to  compel  the  House  of 
Commons  to  grant  this  compensatioB. 
The  party  having  failed  tliis  Session  in 
obtaining  compensation,  was  not  at  all 
precluded  from  making  another  attespC 
in  the  House  of  Commons  next  SessioB. 

Lord  Brougham  reminded  noble  Lords 
that  this  had  not  been  treated  aa  anj 
party  question  by  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, as  it  appeared  that  Sir  Robert 
Peel  as  well  as  Lord  John  Russell  bad 
voted  against  any  compensatkm.  Id 
mentioning  this  fact,  he  only  spoke  m 
vindication  of  the  course  which  the  other 
House  had  thought  proper  to  pumue  npoa 
this  subject. 

The  Earl  of  WOioa  having  preswd  Us 
motion,  the  House  divided  on  the  %na»- 
tion  that  the  bill  be  comnsitted — Coo- 
tenU  32 :  Not  ContenU  32. 

The  numbers  being  equal,  the  eooCents 
carried  the  motion,  in  conformity  with  the 
practice  of  the  House. 

House  in  committee. 

The  Earl  of  Wilton  then  moved  a  pro- 
viso to  the  effect,  *^  thst  nothing  in  the 
act  should  be  consuued  as  aftcting  the 
borough  of  Manchester." 

The  Marquess  of  Nonmrntg  obaerved* 
that  the  effect  of  the  proviao^  if  oaniad^ 
would  be  to  defeat  the  bilL 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  pro* 
viso— ContenU  31 ;  Not  ContenU  32  : 
Majority  1. 

Bill  passed  thiongh  oomiutlna  and  vas 
reported. 

Doo  Carts.]  The  Rarl  of  Chichester 
moved  the  committal  of  the  Dog  Caita 
BUL 

Lord  Poriaum  oppoacd  the  bill,  na  ha 
did  not  see  the  necessity  of  exlendisig  thn 
operationa  of  auch  a  Measure  into  iW 
rural  districU ;  and  in  the  laige  towns  it 
would  not  be  nccciaary,  as  the  Municipnl 
Corporationa  Act  wonkd  enable  the  na* 
thorities  of  those  places  lo  foHiid  dog- 
carts by  by-laws  if  they  thought  pauper. 
Yet,  of  all  iboae  towna»  the  only  one  that 
had  made  a  by-law  against  dog-carU  swa 
Oafordi  probably  in  order  that  the 
of  the  atndenu  shonkl  not  ha 
But  he  o^ected  lo  the  billon 
it  wna  axoessively  oevere,  lor  it  voaM  be 
a  great  hardship  to  fine  a  hake^  fer  in* 
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•tftwoe,  who  night  have  n  dog  under  his 
cart,  white  be  went  to  serve  his  customers. 
As  ft>r  hydrophobia  there  were  no  grounds 
whatever  for  assaoiing  that  this  bill  would 
tend  tio  check  that  terrible  malady,  for  he 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he 
could  state,  as  a  fact  proved  by  experience 
in  this  or  any  other  country,  that  hydro- 
phobia had  been  caused  by  over- working 
dofs?  Further,  the  ivbole  structure  of 
the  bill  was  absurd :  for  instance,  it  wonid 
make  the  person  working  a  dog  in  a  cart 
guilty  of  misdemeanor ;  now  misdemeanor 
was  an  indictable  oflRence,  and  yet  a  sub- 
sequent clause  ordered  that  the  misde- 
meanant should  be  carried  before  a  justice 
of  the  peace.  He  moved  as  an  amend- 
ment, that  the  bill  be  committed  that  day 
three  months. 

The  Earl  of  Wickhw  observed  that  in 
the  former  stage  there  was  not  a  single 
dissentient,  for  humanity  strongly  de- 
manded that  dogs  should  be  rescued  from 
the  brutal  treatment  we  had  long  seen  in- 
fiicted  upon  them  by  their  inhuman 
masters.  He  therefore  hoped  hie  noble 
Friend  woukl  not  persevere  in  his  oppo- 
sition. 

The  Marqaess  Of  SaUshufj  said,  it 
would  be  most  cruel  to  fine  a  baker,  as 
this  bill  proposed,  who  should  leave  a 
dog  to  take  care  of  his  cart  while  he  went 
to  serve  a  customer.  He  thought  this  was 
going  too  for.  However,  he  would  sup» 
port  the  general  principle  Of  protecting 
dogs  from  the  eruelty  of  thek  masters. 

The  Marquen  of  Narfkanby  suggested 
to  his  noble  Ftiend  the  propriety  of  post- 
^ning  the  forther  pfogreas  of  this  measure 
until  next  Session. 

Bill  postponed.-*— Adjourned. 
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neighbourhood  of  London,  and  hom.  places  in  HerU, 
and  Bttdu»by  Mr.  CaHaghiii,  fhMi  Cokk,  by  llr.  Haitle, 
ftoto  difllBRnt  parts  of  SooUaiid,  by  Lord  John  Riiaen, 
Itom  Lambeth,  St.  OeargeTs-in^he-Eait,  and  other  places 
In  ^  vidhity  of  the  MeCkopoIis,  from  Ped>Ies,  Dum- 
tenlfaM,  Rooriwisfa.  and  odMr  parts  of  SooUand,  and 
by  Colonel  Evans,  flrom  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  neigh- 
bouring places,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Corn-laws.— By 
Mr.  eeOiell,  teem  diiftiMt  paite  of  Yorkihbe,  by  Mr. 
Roindt  ftom  MaldOn,  Bnea»  by  Sir  O^oige  Cktk,  from 
n  plaoe  in  Berwickshire,  and  by  Colonel  Perceval,  from 
Corit,  against  aAy  Alterstlan  of  the  Corn-laws.— By  Lord 
Jbta  RnaKfl,  ftw*  vttKMn  Disnnting  bodies  Itt  Strand, 
and  other  plaoei  In  Oknioestenhire,  for  the  Admittlon  of 
Diaaenting  Ministeis  to  Union  Workhouses.— By  Mr. 
Wakley,  ftott  Jttm  Ndidb^  a  labouring  man  at  Man- 


dMler,  tan  neforra  of  pBitiamem.---By  Mr.  Huno.  from 
Middlesborough,  in  favour  at  the  Government  proposi- 
tions. —By  Mr.  Etwall,  from  Baptists  of  Andoveir,  against 
Churoh  lRates.-««-By  Mr.  Etwall,  from  Ralepayen  of 
StMskbridge,  Hants,  i^ainat  the  Pooiwlawi. 

Sound  Dubs.]  Mr.  Huti  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  was 
anxious  to  learn  from  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  ivhether  any  progress  had  been 
made  towards  effecting  a  revision  of  the 
Sound  duties,  in  accordance  with  the 
motion  which  he  had  submitted  to  the 
House  in  the  month  of  March  last. 

Mr.  Labottchere  trusted,  the  answer  he 
was  enabled  to  give  to  the  question  put  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and  to  the 
great  mercantile  interests  affected  by  this 
question.  He  was  enaUed  to  state*  that 
a  protocol  had  been  signed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  AfFaira, 
and  by  the  Danish  Minister,  by  which  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  hoped  the  foundation 
had  been  laid  which  would  speedily  lead 
to  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  matter. 
The  protocol  had  not  yet  been  ratified  by 
the  King  of  Denmarkt  but  he  believed  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  bead  of  the  Foreign  Department  to 
lay  it  upon  the  table  of  the  House,  and 
thus  enable  hon.  Members  to  see  the 
tefms  of  the  arrangement  Vvhich  had  been 
enters  into.  With  regard  to  the  revision 
of  the  tariff,  eommissioneii  for  that  puN 
pose  would  be  appointed  to  proceed  im*- 
mediately  with  that  revision,  and  b« 
trusted  that  the  whole  of  this  important 
question  would  b6  settled  at  no  distant 
period* 

Public  MoKUMEirTs— Sir  Sidney 
Smith.]  Sir  F.  Burdett  rose  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  with  reference 
to  a  knotion  which  the  House  would  recol- 
lect that  he  had  intended  to  bring  before 
the  House  upon  the  erection  of  a  monu- 
metit  to  the  late  Sir  Sidney  SmKb,  but 
which  he  was  prevented  from  submitting 
to  the  House  by  an  assurance  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
up  the  subject,  and  he  was  willing  to 
leave  it  in  their  hands,  conceiving  them 
be  the  fittest  persons  to  conduct  the  ne^ 
cessary  arrangements.  He  was,  however, 
mut^h  surprised  and  disappointed  when  he 
found  that  amongst  the  supplies  proposed 
by  the  Government  no  grant  for  sttch  a 
purpose  was  mentroned,  and,  that  in  ftet^ 
3£2 
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no  further  notice  was  taken  of  the  matter. 
He  really  had  expected  that  some  intima- 
tion of  carrying^  out  this  object  would  be 
made  by  the  Government,  and  be  felt  the 
disappointment  the  more  because  he  was 
anxious  to  have  said  a  few  words  respect- 
ing the  gallant  individual  in  question, 
with  whom  he  had  been  formerly  ac- 
quainted. Only  the  night  before  last  he 
received  a  note  from  the  noble  Lord, 
stating  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  do  anything  in  the  business 
^uring  the  present  Session.  He  believed 
that  there  was  a  concurrent  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  public  that  a  monument 
should  be  erected  to  the  memory  of  Sir 
S.  Smith,  and  some  explanation  of  the 
intentions  of  Government  was  due  to  the 
House,  to  the  Friends  and  relations  of 
that  gallant  person,  to  the  profession  of 
which  he  was  an  ornament,  to  the  country 
at  large,  and  he  might  be  permitted  to 
add,  to  himself,  because  he  felt  that  he 
was  in  rather  an  awkward  predicament, 
not  knowing  what  answers  to  give  to 
those  applicants  who  wished  to  be  in- 
formed what  had  become  of  the  project. 
AH  he  knew  at  present  was,  that  a  pro- 
mise had  been  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  which  had  not  been  carried 
into  effect. 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  he  cer- 
tainly undertook  that  a  sum  sufficient  for 
the  erection  of  a  monument  to  Sir  Sidney 
Smith  should  be  provided  out  of  the  pub- 
lic funds,  if  the  House  of  Commons  would 
consent  to  such  a  vote ;  but  upon  taking 
the  matter  further  into  consideration,  the 
cases  of  some  other  officers  who  had  also 
been  engaged  in  the  service  of  the  coun- 
try, were  brought  before  the  Government ; 
and  there  were  two  of  those  cases,  which 
seemed  to  be  of  sufficient  importance  to 
induce  the  Government  to  consider  whe- 
ther, in  those  instances,  as  well  as  in  the 
instance  of  Sir  Sidney  Smith,  it  would  not 
be  proper  to  erect  monuments  at  the 
public  expense.  He  alluded  to  Lords  Ex- 
mouth  and  Saumarez.  If  the  Session  had 
proceeded  in  the  ordinary  manner,  it  was 
his  intention  either  to  have  taken  out  of 
the  civil  contingencies,  a  sum  sufficient 
for  the  erection  of  the  proposed  monu- 
ments, or  to  have  obtained  the  amount  by 
a  separate  vote  in  the  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates. The  hon.  Baronet  was,  however, 
aware  that  an  interruption  had  occurred 
in  the  ordinary  proceedings  of  public  bu- 
siness ;  and,  for  that  rei^son,  Government 


had  thought  it  betternot  to  bring  forward 
any  supplementary  estimates,  but  merely 
to  take  those  which  were  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  public  service*  Such, 
indeed,  was  the  understanding  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
the  better  course,  to  reserve  the  application 
for  such  a  sum,  until  Parliament  met 
again.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Baronet^ 
that  his  opinions  in  favour  of  erecting  a 
monument  to  Sir  Sidney  Smith  had  un- 
dergone no  change,  and  that  the  delay  in 
bringing  the  subject  forward  bad  entirely 
arisen  from  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  F.  Burdett  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  that  the  delay  had  occurred, 
not  from  any  change  in  his  opinion  as  to 
the  propriety  of  erecting  a  monument  to 
Sir  Sidney  Smith,  but  from  the  unlooked- 
for  circumstances  which  cut  short  the 
present  Session.  The  family  of  Sir  Sidney 
Smith,  and  the  public,  might  then  ex- 
pect to  see  the  promise  of  erecting  a 
monument  fulfilled,  for  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  he  had  not 
given  up  his  intention  of  taking  the  matter 
in  hand. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  monuments 
ought  to  be  erected  in  some  place  where 
the  public  could  see  them.  They  had 
thirty  or  forty  public  monuments,  which 
had  cost  the  country  upwards  of  100,000/., 
hut  to  which  the  public  had  no  access. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  in  future,  no 
monuments  would  be  placed  in  a  situa- 
tion to  which  the  people  were  debarred 
access,  and  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  his  attention  to  this  part  of 
the  subject. 

Conversation  at  an  end. 

Railway  Travelliko.I  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  as  we  understood,  wished  to 
know  why  passengers  were  excluded  from 
travelling  by  certain  lines  of  railroad  on 
which  the  mails  were  carried.  For  in- 
stance, persons  going  to  Dublin  were 
obliged  to  go  round  by  Warrington  to 
Liverpool,  while  the  mails  were  sent  by  a 
shorter  route.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  the  power  of 
remedying  the  evil. 

Mr.  iS7iet7  thought  that  passengers  had 
a  right  to  be  conveyed  by  the  shortest 
route ;  but  he  would  make  enquiry  on 
the  subject,  and  answer  the  noble  Lord 
on  Monday. 

The  Chancellor  of  tlie  JLxchequer  si^id, 
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the  point  had  been  raised  in  regard  to 
other  parts  of  the  country*  besides  that 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  he 
apprehended  that,  though  by  law  the  Go- 
vernment had  power  to  compel  railway 
proprietors  to  forward  the  mails,  they 
had  no  power  to  oblige  them  to  carry 
passengers. 
The  House  then  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  June  21^  1841. 

MiwDTsa.]  Bilb.  ReoeiTed  the  Royal  Aascmt :— Sugar 
Duties;  Aaenad  Tnet  Compocittons s  Stamp  Duties 
<Law  Piooeediqgi) ;  Banks  of  Issues  Ecclesiastical  Com> 
miariooent  Militia  Ballote  Suspension;  Court  of  Chan- 
cery; Tithes  ReooTery;  Copyhold  and  Customary 
Ttnuve;  Felony  EzpUmation t  Frivolous  Suits;  Vaccina* 
tion;  lletiopolis  Improvements  (Na  2) ;  Municipal  Cor* 
poiations;  Victoria  Park;  Sewers;  Ordnance  Survey; 
Turnpike  Roads;  Tunipike  Roads  and  Highways; 
School  Sites  (Na  S) ;  County  Bridges  (No.  S) ;  Western 
AustEslia;  New  South  Waleb>-Rcad  a  third  time  :— 
Highway  Rates;  MiHtiaPay;  Appropriation. 

Fstitions  presented.  By  Viscount  Duneannon,  from  Sheer- 
ocas,  Anr  an  AlteEatkm  in  the  Com-Uws ;  and  by  the 
Earl  of  Haddington,  from  Berwickshire,  and  several 
parts  of  Scotland,  and  by  Lord  Lyndhunt,  from  Colches- 
ter, Witholleld,  and  other  parts  of  Essex,  against  any 
Altentkm. 


Corn  Laws. —  The  Dissolution.] 
Lord  Brougham  presented  a  petition  from 
Footscray  for  the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  He  said,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
the  important  question  of  the  Corn-laws 
and  free  trade  generally,  to  state,  regard- 
ing what  was  called  the  appeal  to  the 
country  about  to  be  made,  that  he  did 
not  consider  it  as  a  fair  appeal  upon  that 
question,  and  when  he  recollected  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  appeal  was 
made,  and  the  points  upon  which  it  really 
turned,  he  should  by  no  means  look  upon 
the  result  of  the  general  election  as  a  deci- 
sion of  the  country  upon  the  Corn-laws 
and  free  trade. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs.] 
The  Marquess  of  Normanby  moved  the 
third  reaaing  of  the  Criminal  Justice  in 
Boroughs  Bill, 

The  Earl  of  WiUon  said,  it  was  his 
intention  to  move,  that  the  borough  of 
Manchester  should  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  bill.  He  did  so  because 
the  measure  did  not  provide  compensation 
for  the  clerk  to  the  magistrates  of  Man- 
chester, whose  interests  would  be  injuri- 
ously aflTected  by  it.  That  individual  had 
for  many  years^  performed  the.  onerous 


duties  of  his  ofBce  in  a  manner  highly  cre- 
ditable to  himself,  and  with  perfect  satis- 
faction to  the  public.  His  case,  therefore, 
was  fairly  entitled  to  a  favourable  consi- 
deration; and  he  (the  Earl  of  Wilton) 
should  feel,  that  he  was  wanting  in  the 
proper  discharge  of  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
endeavour  to  persuade  their  Lordships  to 
agree  to  his  amendment*  the  effects  of 
which  would  be,  to  prevent  the  infliction 
of  injustice  on  a  meritorious  individual. 
The  responsibility  did  not  rest  with  him, 
if  his  proposition  were  likely  to  affect 
the  bill  injuriously,  it  would  rest  eit- 
tirely  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  woolsack,  to  whom  he  had  af- 
forded an  opportunity  for  making  a  sa- 
tisfactory arrangement,  and  not  with  him. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving,  that 
(he  following  clause  be  added  to  (he  bill : 
— "  Provided  also,  that  nothing  in  the 
said  act  be  extended  to,  or  be  construed 
to  extend  to,  the  borough  of  Manchester." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  opposed  the 
amendment.  The  claims  of  the  individual 
alluded  to  had  been  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship if  other  places  should  be  deprived  of 
(he  benefits  to  be  derived  under  this  Bill 
because  the  claims  of  this  individual  to 
compensation  were  not  recognized. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  was  of  opinion, 
that  compensation  should  be  granted  to 
this  gentleman.  Care  had  always  been 
taken  by  their  Lordships  that  individuals 
should  not  be  injured  by  any  measure 
that  came  before  them,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  would  not,  on  the  present  occasion, 
depart  from  so  wise  and  just  a  principle. 
There  never  was  a  better  case  made  out 
for  compensation  than  this.  The  gentle- 
man alluded  to  had  served  the  office  for 
twenty-five  years,  and  had  given  complete 
satisfaction  to  all  those  with  whom  he  had 
been  in  communication  during  that  long 
period.  This  measure  would  deprive  him 
of  a  great  part  of  the  emoluments  of  the 
office  which  he  held  without  providing 
any  compensation  for  him,  and  the  amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  was  intended  to 
prevent  the  perpetration  of  such  a  wrong. 
The  amendment  would  not  put  an  end  to 
the  Bill,  which  would  still  be  applicable 
to  Birmingham,  Bolton,  Warwick,  and 
other  places,  though  Manchester  was  ex- 
cluded from  its  operation.  Compensation 
was,  it  appeared,  refused  by  the  other 
House ;  but  that  was  no  reason  why  their 
Lordships  should  not  express  the  feeling 
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which  they  entertained  on  the  subject. 
CompeDsation  being  the  principle  on 
which  all  such  measures  proceeded,  be 
coald  not  conceive  why  that  principle  bad 
been  abandoned  in  this  instance. 

Lord  Brougham  admitted^  that  it  would 
not  only  be  great  injustice,  but  the  worst 
policy  in  the  world,  when  they  were  mak- 
ing practical  reforms,  if  they  did  not, 
when  injury  was  likely  to  ensue,  award  a 
fair  and  just  measure  of  compensation. 
But  he  did  not  think,  that  that  principle 
applied  to  the  present  case.  The  Bill  did 
not^  it  should  be  observed,  abolish  the 
office.  It  lessened  the  pro6ts,  but  it  also 
reduced  the  labours  connected  with  it. 
In  all  other  cases  where  compensation 
•was  granted  the  situation  held  by  the  in- 
dividual to  be  compensated  was  perma. 
nent.  Such  was  not  the  case  here.  This 
was  an  office  held  during  pleasure — the 
pleasure  of  the  justices.  The  clerk  might 
DC  removed  by  them  from  the  situation 
any  day. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  supported  the  amend- 
ment. He  wished  their  Lordships  would 
do  on  this  as  they  had  done  on  former 
occasions — namely,  insert  what  they  con- 
ceived to  be  a  proper  compensation  ;  and 
if  the  other  House  thought  that  their  ideal 
privileges  were  invaded,  let  them  reject 
the  measure,  and  introduce  a  new  one 
that  would  meet  the  justice  of  the  case. 
Compensation  had  been  granted  to  the 
clerk  of  the  justices  of  the  county  of  War- 
wick, who  stood  in  the  same  situation 
that  this  gentleman  did ;  and  he  did  not 
see  any  reason  wh^  the  latter,  who  was 
undoubtedly  a  meritorious  officer,  should 
not  also  be  compensated. 

The  Marquess  of  JVonnaM^y  complained 
of  the  course  that  had  been  taken  on 
this  occasion.  Their  Lordships  having 
affirmed  the  intention  of  the  framers  of 
this  Bill  in  the  other  House  by  the  second 
division  on  Friday  last,  he  believed  there 
was  not  one  of  their  Lordships  who  did 
not  understand  that  nothing  further  was 
to  be  done,  with  reference  to  the  measure, 
beyond  correcting  an  inaccuracy  which 
had  crept  into  the  Bill,  in  consequence  of 
the  result  of  the  first  division  on  the  same 
evening.  Not  the  least  notice  had  been 
given  of  any  intention  to  introduce  a  con- 
test on  a  point  that  had  reference  to  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  pleased 
to  call  the  ideal  privileges  of  the  other 
HoHse  of  Parliament.  He  denied  that 
this  gentleman  had  any  just  claim  to  com- 


pensation. He  was  clerk  to  the  stipen- 
diary magistrates — he  was  removeable  at 
pleasure— and,  was  it  ever  known  that 
compensation  was  granted  to  an  indivi- 
dual thus  situated  ?  In  his  view  of  the 
case,  this  gentleman  had  not  injustice  any 
claim  to  compensation. 

Lord  Ahinger  conceived  that  this  was 
a  case  in  which  compensation  ought  to  be 
granted.  It  was  allowed  with  reference  to 
the  clerk  of  the  magistrates  of  the  county 
of  Warwick,  and  could  not  justly  be 
withheM  in  this. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  it  was  under- 
stood, he  thought,  that  this  subject  would 
not  again  be  renewed  and  discussed,  and 
he  believed  the  noble  Earl  (Wilton)  sakl  so 
while  on  his  legs.  It  was  said,  that  justice 
should  be  done  to  the  individual  in  ques- 
tion. But  would  it  be  doing  justice  to  Bir* 
mingham  and  Manchester  to  throw  out 
this  bill  ?  He  could  not  see  much  justice 
in  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  stated,  that  when 
the  bill  was  in  the  other  House,  the 
chairman  of  the  Warwick  quarter  sessions, 
who  was  a  Member  of  that  House,  pro- 
posed a  clause  to  give  compensation  to 
the  persons  claiming  it,  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  under  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Act,  but  to  that  fair  and  reasonable  pro- 
position the  Government  objected.  He 
thought  their  Lordships  would  establish  a 
very  bad  precedent  by  passing  the  bill  in 
its  present  shape. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  denied,  that 
there  was  any  understanding  to  the  effect 
stated  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Radnor) 
opposite.  The  Government  endeavoured 
to  press  the  bill  forward,  on  Friday,  and 
forced  a  second  division  upon  the  same 
amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  repeated, 
that  it  was  his  impression,  that  the  sub- 
ject would  not  be  renewed  to-night,  and 
asserted  that  the  second  division  was  not 
upon  the  same  amendment. 

The  Earl  of  fVickhw  had  voted  against 
the  amendment  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Wilton)  on  the  occasion  alluded 
to,  but  he  must  say,  that  he  fully  expected 
and  believed,  that  his  noble  Friend  would 
take  the  course  that  he  had  taken  thb 
evening.  He  should  sgain  vote  against 
his  noble  Friend,  though  not  without  great 
pain  ;  but  he  did  not  think  sufficient  rea- 
sons had  been  shown  for  the  rejection  of 
the  measure. 

The  question  having  been  put. 
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Tbe  Marquess  or  Normoanhy  rose  to  Ap- 
prise their  Lordshipsy  that  the  effect  of 
agreeing  to  the  aroeDdmeni  would  be  to 
alter  a  money  clause ;  and  without  wish- 
ing to  insist  upon  any  fancied  privileges 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  admit,  that  they 
had  no  power  to  do  any  such  thing. 

Lord  Ly^dhuTit  said,  the  only  object  of 
tbe  amendment  was  to  exclude  Manches- 
ter from  the  operation  of  the  bill.  It  was 
not  a  substantive  or  positive  proposition  to 
insert  or  strike  out  a  money  clause. 
Surely  their  Lordships'  privileges  were  not 
to  be  so  much  restricted  as  to  prevent 
them  giving  their  decision  upon  such  an 
amendment  as  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  Earl 
of  Wilton's  motion.  Contents  70 ;  Not* 
Contents  36 :  Majority  34. 

Lht  of  the  Contents. 


•    DUKES. 

Wilton 

Argyle 

Winchilsea. 

Buccleugh 

visrouNTS. 

Wellington. 

Canterbury 

MABOUESSE9. 

Gage 

DowDshire 

Gort 

Exeter 

Hawarden 

Uuntly 

Lorton 

Londonderry 

Slrangford. 

Orniond 

BARONS. 

Salisbury 

Abinger 

Westroeath. 

Ashburton 

E4ALS. 

Bayning 

Aberdeen 

Berwick 

Abingdon 

Bexley 

BandoQ 

Bolton. 

Bathurst 

Boston 

Beverley 

Delamere 

Cardigan 

De  Lisle 

Charleville 

De  Roos 

Clara 

Douglas 

Gombermere 

Feversham 

Delaware 

Fitzgerald 

Digby 

Eldon 

Glenlyon 

Heytesbury 

Essex 

Lynd  hurst 

Maryborough 

Pnidhoe 

Oalloway 
Glengall 

Haddington 

Redesdale. 

Jersey 

Rolle 

Longford 

Saltoun 

Manvers 

Sandys 

Morton 

Skelmersdale 

Mountcashel 

Sandes 

Ripon 

Stuart  de  Rothesay 

Somen 

Walsingham 

Vanilam 

Wharneliff. 

Lut  qf  the  NoT-CoNTENTs. 

DOKB. 

MABOUESSBS. 

Sedfoid 

Bieadalbaos 

Clanricarde 

Melbourne. 

Head  foot 

BARONS 

Lansdowne 

Barham 

Normanby 

Bateman 

Westminster. 

Belhaven 

EARLS. 

Beaumont 

Ayleeford 

Brougham 

Clarendon 

Calthorpo 
Colborne 

Ilch  ester 

Leitrim 

Cottenham 

Morley 

De  Freyne 

Radnor 

Denman 

Stradbroke 

Dunally 

Warwick 

Mostyn 

Wicklow 

Portman 

Yarborough 

Stafford 

Zetland, 

W  eulock 

VISCOUSTS. 

Wrottesley 

Duncannon 

Proviso  added  to  the  bill.     Bill  passed. 

Poor-laws  (Ireland).]  Tbe  Mar- 
quess of  Wetimeath  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Marquess,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  tbe  Government  to  re- 
tain Mr.  Nicholls,  Mr.  Hawley,  Mr. 
Hancock,  and  Mr.  Pbelan,  in  their 
ufBces  after  tbe  evidence  which  bad  been 
produced  before  their  Lordships  respecting 
I  hem. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  that 
Mr.  Stanley,  as  he  had  already  informed 
their  Lordships,  had  resigned,  and  with 
regard  to  the  other  Gentlemen  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  he  begged  to  in- 
form him  that  there  existed  no  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  remove 
them  from  their  offices. 

The  Marquess  of  Westmeath  wished 
the  Government  much  joy  of  their  em- 
ploy6s. 

Adjourned. 
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Monday,  June  21, 1841. 

MfNOTBs.]  Bills.  Read  a  tiiird  Ume:— Bills  of  Ex* 
change  I  Loan  Societies. 

Petitions  presented.  By  Sir  R.  IngUs.  Arom  Skillington, 
and  four  other  places,  and  by  Colonel  Peroeral,  from  FU* 
Ungbam,  gainst  any  Alteration  of  the  Com-Uws.~B^ 
Mr.  Dennistoun,  fhm  Glasgow,  Mearns,  Thomlie  Bank* 
Govan,  CfossUe,  Barrhead,  etc.  (It6  petitions),  by  Mr. 
Villieis.  from  Fanny  Stratford,  Stony  Stratford,  Uttle 
Hampden,  and  a  great  number  of  other  places,  by  Mr. 
Leader,  from  various  parts  of  the  Metropolis,  and  from 
Leiesater,  tj  Mr.  Thomdy,  from  various  parts  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  by  Mr.  Walker,  from  tbe  Distrieta 
around  London,  fbr  the  Abolition  of  the  Corn-laws. — By 
Mr.  Phimptre,  from  Stoke  Gelding,  against  the  Giant  to 
Maynooth.— By  Mr.  Hindlejr,  from  Burabank,  for  the 
Revision  of  the  Tatifll— By  Mr.  Rich,  from  Kentish 
Town,  fbr  a  Reductioa  of  the  Duty  on  Coam,  Sugari 
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Aborioines  of  South  Australia.] 
Mr.  Hindley  bege^ed  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  to  a  petition  which  had  been 
presented  on  a  former  evening  from  the 
Society  for  the  protection  of  the  Abori- 
gines in  the  British  Colonies.  That  pe- 
tition complained  that  two  natives  of 
South  Australia  had  been  hanged  for  the 
alleged  murder  of  two  Europeans,  and 
that  no  sufficient  proof  of  their  guilt  had 
been  adduced;  that  in  fact  they  had  not 
bad  a  fair  trial,  and  that  their  execution 
under  such  circumstances  was  little  short 
of  murder,  and  was,  therefore,  not  at  all 
calculated  to  answer  the  only  end  for 
which  punishment  was  intended — namely, 
the  prevention  of  crime.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) whether  (as  we  understood)  any  steps 
had  been  taken  on  the  subject  by  the 
Colonial  Department  ? 

Lord  J.  Russell  was  understood  to  say, 
that  the  parties  alluded  to  had  been  fairly 
tried,  and  that  there  was  a  protector  of 
aborigines  in  the  colony,  who  would,  of 
course  take  cognizance  of  the  affair. 

Mr.  Hindley  asked  of  what  use  was  a 
protector  of  aborigines,  with  a  salary  of 
400/.  a-year,  if  such  scenes  were  suffered 
to  pass  with  impunity. 

Conversation  at  an  end. 

Idolatry  in  India.]  Sir  R.  Inglis, 
observing  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control  in  his  place,  wished  to  ask  him  a 
question  relative  to  the  connection  of  the 
East  India  Company  with  idolatry  in  In- 
dia. In  doing  so,  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  nothing  had  been  done  by  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  could  not  but  compliment  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  the  progress  which  the 
question  had  made  since  last  year.  He 
wished  now  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  state  whether  any 
measures  were  in  progress,  or  whether  he 
was  prepared  to  recommend  the  adoption 
of  any  measures,  so  as  speedily  to  ensure 
the  entire  separation  of  the  connection 
between  the  East-India  Government  and 
the  local  concerns  of  the  idolatrous  tem- 
ples in  India. 

Sir  J.  Hothouse  said,  in  answer  to 
the  question  put  to  him,  he  had  the  satis- 
faction of  stating,  that  he  had  received 
by  the  last  mail  a  memorandum  from 
India  on  the  subject,  in  a  postscript  of 
which  it  was  stated,  that  the  board  of 


revenue  had  been  called  on  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  report  in  what  districts  pa- 
godas existed,  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  which  might  be  intrusted  to 
persons  professing  the  same  faith  as  those 
to  whom  the  pagodas  belonged,  subject 
to  the  control  of  the  Zemindars,  but  with- 
out the  necessity  of  submitting  their  ac- 
counts to  any  of  the  official  collectors. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  see,  that  if 
these  inquiries  of  Government  were  fairly 
carried  out,  the  objectionable  connection 
which  he  had  alluded  to  would  altogether 
cease.  He  need  hardly  assure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  no  exertion  oo  his  part 
should  be  wanting  to  carry  the  inquiry 
into  effect,  and  that  he  should  immediately 
express  his  satisfaction  at  the  inquiry 
which  had  been  instituted,  and  his  desire, 
that  no  time  might  be  lost  in  bringing  it 
to  a  conclusion. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

Mr.  Warner's  InventiokJ  *Mr, 
Wakley  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  subject  which  had  been 
brought  under  its  notice  on  a  former  even- 
ing. When  he  first  directed  attention  to 
the  subject  of  Mr.  Warner's  most  import- 
ant discovery  of  a  projectile  of  extraordi- 
nary powers,  and  stated  the  great  hardship 
of  that  gentleman's  treatment  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  found  that  the  sympathy  of 
the  House  went  greatly  with  him,  and 
that  there  was  a  still  stronger  sympathy 
expressed  out  of  doors  on  the  subject; 
finding  this,  and  after  the  articles  which 
had  appeared  in  the  Times  on  the  subject, 
and  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Ingestrie),  the  Member  for  South  Stafford- 
shire, he  felt,  that  he  ought  not  to  allow 
the  matter  to  rest  where  it  was.  After  all 
that  had  been  stated  of  this  most  import- 
ant discovery^  after  the  investigation  of 
and  reports  on  it  by  Admirals  Sir  Robert 
Keates  and  Sir  Thomas  Hardy,  he  owned 
he  could  not  but  express  his  great  surprise 
and  regret,  that  the  Admiralty  should 
have  treated  the  question  with  such  ueg^ 
lect.  Two  years  were  suffered  to  elapse, 
without  anything  further  having  been  done 
on  the  subject.  In  that  interval,  Mr. 
Warner  went  on  the  continent,  and  on  his 
return,  found  Sir  J.  Graham  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty.  It  was,  at  first,  pro- 
posed to  bring  the  subject  forward  by  a 
motion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  bat 
that  was  stopped  by  Sir  J.  Graham,  who 
deemed  it  prudent  to  avoid  a  public  dis« 
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cussioDy  and  he  appointed  a  committee  of 
naval  and  military  officers  to  inquire  into 
the  matter ;  but  this  was  retarded  by  a 
chang;e  in  the  Administration.  Sir  R. 
Stopford,  the  intended  president  of  the 
committee,  thought  it  too  numerous,  and 
before  a  smaller  board  could  be  constituted 
he  left  England  to  assume  the  command 
of  the  fleet  in  the  Mediterranean.  The 
attention  of  the  Government  was  at  length 
ag^in  called  to  the  subject,  and  Lord 
Melbourne  was  willing  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  Admiralty.  It  was  then  referred  to 
Lieutenant  Webster  of  the  Royal  Navy, 
who  made  a  report  on  it  to  the  Admi- 
ralty :— 

''The  report  to  the  Admiralty  was  made 
(said  Mr.  Walesby,  in  his  pamphlet),  on  the 
16th  of  September,  1839 ;  and  on  the  18th  of 
January,  1840,  Mr.  Warner  learned  with 
amazement,  from  the  hon.  Mr.  Cowper,  Lord 
Melbourne's  private  secretary,  that  no  report 
had  been  received  from  the  Admiralty  on  the 
subject.  How  easily  may  ten  years  be  frit- 
tered away,  without  any  Utche$  on  the  part  of 
an  applicant,  under  a  state  of  things  where 
such  delays  are  of  ordinary  occurrence?  When 
a  respectful  remonstrance  was  addressed  to 
the  Admiralty,  the  reply  in  excuse  for  this 
silence  was,  that  Lieutenant  Webster's  report 
contained  no  data  or  explanation  whence  an 
independent  opinion  could  be  formed  of  the 
nature  or  merits  of  the  discoveries  and  inven- 
tions in  question.  Of  course  not,  else  why 
was  the  intervention  of  a  third  party  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Admiralty  re- 
quired ?  Sir  William  Parker  said,  the  report 
contained  only  Lieutenant  Webster's  opinion. 
That  officer  was  requested  by  Lord  Melbourne's 
private  secretary,  and  Mr.  Warner  to  give  no 
more  than  his  opinion  of  results." 

But  surely  it  would  not  be  said,  that 
this  was  a  proper  mode  of  transacting  the 
public  business  of  so  important  a  depart- 
ment. The  statements  in  the  TVmes,  and 
in  the  able  pamphlet  of  Mr.  Walesby,  the 
barrister,  confirmed  as  they  were  by  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Ingestrie)  were  of  such  importance,  that 
he  felt,  that  the  public  would  not 
be  satisfied,  if  the  matter  were  allowed 
to  rest  where  it  was*  What  he  now 
wanted,  was  a  copy  of  the  report  of  Mr. 
Webster,  which  he  would  read.  The  hon. 
Member  here  read  the  following  ex- 
tract :— 

'*  28  By  Manchester-street,  Manchester-square, 

Oct.  10  1839. 

"  **  My  Lord, — ^I  beg  to  inform  your  Lordship 
that  the  principle  and  practice  of  the  various 
projects  of  which  Captain  Warner  is  the  in- 


ventor, having  been  fully  shown  and  explained 
to  me  by  that  gentleman,  and  being  most 
thoroughly  satisBed  of  their  effectiveness,  an 
outline  of  the  same  project  was,  on  Monday, 
the  16tli  of  September  last,  duly  reported  by 
me  to  Sir  William  Parker,  with  an  urgent  re^- 
quest  on  my  part  that,  seeing  the  extreme  im- 
portance of  tne  matter,  not  a  moment's  delay 
might  be  incurred  in  laying  the  whole  before 
your  Lordship,  together  with  my  distinctly  ex- 
pressed opinion,  that  their  merits  are  so  extra- 
ordinary as  to  vest  the  absolute  sovereignty  of 
the  seas  in  the  hands  of  the  first  power  that 
shall  adopt  them.  I  am  fully  convinced  that 
it  is  utterly  impossible  for  any  thing  that  floats 
to  resist  them  tor  a  single  moment,  either  close 
quarters  or  any  given  distance,  even  to  a  range 
of  five  or  six  miles.  The  strongest  fortifica- 
tions in  Europe  could  not  withstand  these  ex- 
traordinary powers  for  a  single  hour.  In  river 
ways  and  against  stockades,  as  in  India,  the 
largest  armies  would  be  annihilated  without  a 
chance  of  escape ;  and  the  roost  difficult  moun- 
tain passes  would  be  utterly  untenable  against 
their  operation.  The  country  would  thus  be 
rendered  impregnable,  for  100  sail  of  the  line 
would  be  useless  against  a  sinele  vessel  so 
constructed ;  and,  whenever  it  should  be  ne- 
cessary to  call  this  power  into  action,  its  effects 
could  be  attained  by  a  trifling  expense,  and  at 
the  shortest  notice.  I  submit,  however,  to 
your  Lordship,  that  the  invention  should  lie 
dormant  until  a  case  of  emergency,  and  that 
the  secret  should  be  confined  to  the  projector, 
the  Crown,  'and  your  Lordship's  own  breast ; 
not  a  whisper  of  its  existence  should  be  suf- 
fered to  get  abroad.  I  solemnly  declare  to 
your  Lordship,  that  I  consider  the  whole 
country  deeply  indebted  to  Captain  Warner 
for  these  inventions,  were  they  to  cost  the  na- 
tion five  times  what  be  asks  for  them ;  and  not 
less  gratitude  is  due  to  him  for  the  patience, 
forbearance,  and  self-denial  he  has  shown, 
when,  with  so  mighty  a  secret  in  his  bosom, 
his  own  interests  would  have  been  established 
in  any  other  land  by  the  least  disclosure.  I 
therefore,  earnestly  entreat  your  Lordship  no 
longer  to  neglect  a  roan  upon  whom  the  exis- 
tence of  the  country  depends. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c., 

"  W.  Webster,  Lieutenant  (A.)  R.N. 

''  Right  hon.  Lord  Viscount  Melbourne.'* 

He  should  also  wish  for  the  production 
of  the  letter  of  Lieutenant  Webster  to  Ad« 
miral  Sir  W.  Parker,  of  which  he  read  an 
extract  :— 

**  I  beg  permission  to  refer  you  once  more 
to  my  report  of  the  loth  of  Cfctober  last,  to 
Lord  Melbourne,  which  perfectly  agrees  with 
all  I  had  the  honour  to  state  to  yourself  before 
Sir  John  Pechell,  in  the  interview  alluded  to 
of  the  16th  of  September  last,  and  to  repeat  in 
writing  my  solemn  pledge  and  assurance  as  a 
gentleman,  an  officer  of  her  Majesty's  navy, 
and  a  British  subjecti  anxious  for  the  interest) 
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The  Marquees  of  Normanby  denied,  that 
he  was  pressing  this  bill  at  all  improperly 
upon  the  House.  It  had  been  for  a  con* 
siderable  time  under  discussion  in  the 
other  House,  as  well  as  in  that  of  their 
Lordships,  and  catne  up  now  in  its  due 
course  from  the  House  of  Commons. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  he  did  not 
know  how  they  could  leave  out  Man- 
chester from  the  operation,  so  as  to  reader 
the  measure  efficient  or  satisfactory. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  he 
was  certain  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
could  not  be  aware  of  the  great  inconve- 
nience which  would  be  produced  in  Man- 
chester and  elsewhere  if  the  amendment 
were  to  be  carried*  It  would,  in  fact,  be 
impossible  for  him  to  overstate  the  serious 
consequences  which  would  then  arise,  and 
the  great  confusion  which  it  would  cause 
in  those  places.  He  begged  to  inform  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  was  to  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace  only, 
that  compensation  was  to  be  granted.  He 
would  hope,  that  under  all  these  circum- 
stances, the  noble  Lord  would  not  en- 
danger the  bill  itself,  by  pressing  hfs 
amendment  to  a  division. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  their  Lord- 
ships were  perhaps  not  aware  of  the  ex- 
tensive objects  of  this  bill  to  facilitate  the 
administration  of  the  criminal  law  in  all 
the  new  boroughs.  They  could  not  pro- 
ceed to  the  administration  of  justice 
without  the  assistance  of  this  bill.  The 
bill  had  come  before  the  House,  and  ob- 
jections had  been  made  that  certain  per« 
sons  supposed  to  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion were  not  provided  for ;  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  the  clerk  of  the  peace  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  appeared  to  be  en- 
titled to  compensation.  There  were  other 
claims  also,  and  it  was  clear  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  support  the  measure 
without  such  provision,  fiut  their  Lord- 
ships could  not  introduce  this  provision, 
and  they  had  suspended  the  proceedings 
on  the  bill,  in  order  to  see  what  the  House 
of  Commons  would  do  as  to  compensa- 
tion. The  case  of  the  individual  that  the 
noble  Earl  advocated  was  subjected  to 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons^  and 
that  House  decided  against  the  claim. 
Their  Lordships  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
considering  that  compensation  was  not  a 
subject  for  the  jurisdiction  of  that  (the 
Lords)  House,  and  the  questicHi  now, 
therefore,  was  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  competent  to  decide  that  ques- 1 


tion  I  and,  having  decided  that  this  iodU 
vidual  was  not  entitled  to  any  compensa- 
tion, whether  their  Lordships  would  deny 
to  all  these  borough  towns  the  benefit  of 
this  act,  in  order  to  compel  the  House  of 
Commons  to  grant  this  compenaation. 
The  party  having  failed  tliis  Sesaioa  in 
obtaining  compensation,  was  not  at  all 
precluded  from  making  another  attempt 
in  the  House  of  Commons  next  Sesaioo. 

Lord  Brougham  reminded  noble  Lorda 
that  this  had  not  been  treated  aa  any 
party  question  by  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, as  it  appeared  that  Sir  Robert 
Peel  as  well  as  Lord  John  Russell  had 
voted  against  any  compensation*  In 
mentioning  this  fact,  he  only  spoke  in 
vindication  of  the  course  which  the  other 
House  had  thought  proper  to  puiaue  upon 
this  subject. 

The  Earl  of  WUton  having  pressed  his 
motion,  the  House  divided  on  the  ques- 
tion that  the  bill  be  committed— Con- 
tents 32 :  Not  ContenU  32. 

The  numbers  being  equal,  the  contents 
carried  the  motion,  in  conformity  with  the 
practice  of  the  House. 

House  in  committee. 

The  Earl  of  Wilton  then  moved  a  pro- 
viso to  the  effect,  "  that  nothing  in  the 
act  should  be  construed  as  aftcting  the 
borough  of  Manchester.^ 

The  Marquess  of  Notrmanbg  observed« 
that  the  effect  of  the  proviso,  if  carried^ 
would  be  to  defeat  the  bilk 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  pro- 
viso—ContenU  31;  Not  ContenU  32; 
Majority  1. 

Bill  passed  through  oammitlea  and  was 
reported. 

Doo  Carts.]  The  Karl  of  Chichester 
moved  the  committal  of  the  Dog  CarU 
Bill. 

I/>rd  Portman  opposed  the  bill,  as  he 
did  not  see  the  necessity  of  extending  the 
operations  of  auch  a  measare  into  the 
rural  districts ;  and  in  the  large  towns  it 
would  not  be  necessary,  as  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act  would  enable  the  au- 
thorities of  those  places  to  forbid  dog- 
carts by  by-laws  if  they  thought  peoper. 
Yet,  of  all  those  towns,  the  only  one  that 
had  made  a  by-law  against  dog-carU  was 
Oafordy  probably  in  order  that  the  riding 
of  the  studenu  should  not  be  isspaded. 
But  he  objected  to  the  bill  on  principle  sn 
it  was  excessively  severe,  for  it  would  be 
a  great  hardship  to  £ne  a  bak€i;»  for  in- 
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relalive  to  n  certain  discovery  aeid  to  be  ap« 
plicable  to  naval  and  military  tactics.  Abo  a 
copy  of  any  report  from  Lieutenant  Webster, 
R,  N.,  on  the  same  subject/' 

Lord  J.  Russeil  said,  that  he  was  but 
very  inperfectly  infonned  on  the  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion  re- 
fened,  and  he  regretted  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  Friends  connected  with  the  Admiralty 
Board,  who  could  have  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  those  details  with  which  he 
(Lord  J.  RusseU)  was  unacquainted.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  agree  to  the 
motion  until  some  explanations  were  given, 
for  he  did  think  the  production  of  the  do- 
cuments referred  to,  might  not  be  advanta- 
geous to  the  public  interests.  As  to  the 
appointment  of  Lieutenant  Webster,  he 
understood  it  was  not  made  either  by  his 
noble  Friend,  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury, 
or  by  the  Boar4  of  Admiralty.  He  had 
ofiered  himself  to  investigate  the  matter,  as 
the  friend  of  Mr.  Warner,  and  his  offer 
was  accepted,  but  his  report  could  not  be 
received  as  an  official  authority,  or  any 
thing  more  than  an  expression  of  his  own 
individual  opinion.  He  had  always  un- 
derstood that  the  point  on  which  the  nego- 
tiations were  broken  off  was  some  difference 
as  to  the  method  of  communicating  the 
means  by  which  the  proposed  results  were 
to  be  accomplished.  At  the  Admiralty,  it 
was  thoueht  that  these  effects  might  be 
produced  oy  means  with  which  they  were 
already  acquainted,  though  by  a  diffbrent 
application,  and  that  they  should  be  put 
more  fullv  into  possession  of  the  details. 
He  agreed  that  some  explanation  ought  to 
be  given  on  the  subjectj  that  would  be  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  House  and  the  country, 
and  that  futher  negotiations  relative  to  it 
should  be  sone  into. 

Sir  JR.  InglU  owed  it  to  Mr.  Warner  to 
state,  that  he  had  seen  two  letters  from 
individuals  who  were  second  only  to  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  as  military  authorities 
and  who  declared  themselves  strongly  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Warner's  invention.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  would  not  press 
his  motion. 

Viscount  IngHirie  regretted  that  so 
little  attention  should  have  been  paid  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  a  subject  of 
such  high  national  importance ;  and  that 
not  even  one  Member  connected  with 
that  board  should  be  present  on  this  oc- 
casion. The  whole  subject  had  been 
griefoailj  nagleaiadi  aud  ha  muataay^ 


that  much  blame  attached  somewhero  for 
the  matter  not  receiving  that  consideratioB 
which  it  demanded,  and  which  now  risked 
its  loss  to  the  country  through  the  apathy 
of  the  Government.  It  bad  been  said, 
that  Mr.  Warner  and  Lieutenant  Webster 
were  enthusiasts  or  roadmen  on  this  sub* 
ject,  and  for  all  be  knew,  the  same  might 
have  been  said  of  himself;  but,  for  all 
that,  be  would  boldly  assert  that  this  was 
a  discovery,  the  proper  use  of  which  would 
be  of  the  most  vital  importance  to  the  coun- 
try. If  the  whole  of  the  circumstances,  if 
the  total  neglect  with  which  the  discovery 
had  been  treated,  were  fallv  known  to  the 
public,  he  bad  no  doubt  that  they  would 
have  a  powerful  effect  on  the  appeal  now 
about  to  be  made  by  the  Government  to 
the  country.  After  the  best  consideration 
that  he  was  enabled  to  give  to  the  ques- 
tion, he  would  repeat  what  he  said  on  a 
former  evening,  that  enough  had  been 
shown  to  warrant  a  demand  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  most  fully  investigated,  and 
he  would  also  repeat,  that  Mr.  Warner  was 
entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  the  country  for 
those  high  and  patriotic  feelings  with 
which  he  had  refused  great  pecuniary  ad- 
vantages for  imparting  to  other  states  the 
secret  which  he  now  possessed.  He  should 
be  sorry  if  any  discussions  or  investiga- 
tions should  be  gone  into  in  that  House, 
which  might  eaeite  the  attention  of  other 
powers,  and  possibly  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  inventor  exorbitant  in  his  de- 
mands.  As  to  the  appointment  of  Lieu- 
tenant  Webster,  the  noble  Lord  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  it  took  place,  be- 
cause he  was  the  friend  of  Mr.  Warner. 
The  fact  was,  that  on  the  report  of  Sir 
Richard  Keates,  and  Sir  Thomas  Hardy 
being  made,  it  was  suggested  that  it 
should  not  be  acted  upon  till  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  also  the  opinion  of  some 
practical  naval  man.  Lieutenant  Web- 
ster was  then  selected,  and  Mr.  Warner 
had  never  seen  him  until  a  few  days  before 
he  was  appointed.  But  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  Admiralty  bad  always  looked  on 
the  plan  as  tisionary,  and  were  not  dis- 
posed to  give  it  a  full  and  fair  trial,  ao 
little  sOf  indeed,  that  after  Lieutenant 
Webster's  report  had  been  received  and 
approved  of,  be  was  treated  by  the  Admi- 
ralty as  if  he  had  been  a  coconspirator 
in  forwarding  Mr.  Warner's  plan ;  but  he 
repeated  that  he  was  only  known  to  Mr* 
Warner  five  days  before  bis  appointment. 
It  was  objected  (o  LievUnanti  Wabatery 
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no  further  notice  was  taken  of  the  matter. 
He  really  had  expected  that  some  intima- 
tion of  carrying;  out  this  object  would  be 
made  by  the  Government,  and  he  felt  the 
disappointment  the  more  because  he  was 
anxious  to  have  said  a  few  words  respect- 
ing the  gallant  individual  in  question, 
with  whom  he  had  been  formerly  ac- 
quainted. Only  the  night  before  last  he 
received  a  note  from  the  noble  Lord, 
stating  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  do  anything  in  the  business 
^uring  the  present  Session.  He  believed 
that  there  was  a  concurrent  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  public  that  a  monument 
should  be  erected  to  the  memory  of  Sir 
S.  Smith,  and  some  explanation  of  the 
intentions  of  Government  was  due  to  the 
House,  to  the  Friends  and  relations  of 
that  gallant  person,  to  the  profession  of 
which  he  was  an  ornament,  to  the  country 
at  large,  and  he  might  be  permitted  to 
add,  to  himself,  because  he  felt  that  he 
was  in  rather  an  awkward  predicament, 
not  knowing  what  answers  to  give  to 
those  applicants  who  wished  to  be  in- 
formed what  had  become  of  the  project. 
All  he  knew  at  present  was,  that  a  pro- 
mise had  been  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  which  had  not  been  carried 
into  eflfect. 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  that  he  cer- 
tainly undertook  that  a  sum  sufficient  for 
the  erection  of  a  monument  to  Sir  Sidney 
Smith  should  be  provided  out  of  the  pub- 
lic funds,  if  the  House  of  Commons  would 
consent  to  such  a  vote ;  but  upon  taking 
the  matter  further  into  consideration,  the 
cases  of  some  other  officers  who  had  also 
been  engaged  in  the  service  of  the  coun- 
try, were  brought  before  the  Government ; 
and  there  were  two  of  those  cases,  which 
seemed  to  be  of  sufficient  importance  to 
induce  the  Government  to  consider  whe- 
ther, in  those  instances,  as  well  as  in  the 
instance  of  Sir  Sidney  Smith,  it  would  not 
be  proper  to  erect  monuments  at  the 
public  expense.  He  alluded  to  Lords  Ex- 
mouth  and  Saumarez.  If  the  Session  had 
proceeded  in  the  ordinary  manner,  it  was 
his  intention  either  to  have  taken  out  of 
the  civil  contingencies,  a  sum  sufficient 
for  the  erection  of  the  proposed  monu- 
ments, or  to  have  obtained  the  amount  by 
a  separate  vote  in  the  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates. The  hon.  Baronet  was,  however, 
aware  that  an  interruption  had  occurred 
in  the  ordinary  proceedings  of  public  bu- 
siness ;  and,  for  that  reason,  Government 


had  thought  it  better  not  to  bring  forward 
any  supplementary  estimates,  but  merely 
to  take  those  which  were  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  public  service*  Such, 
indeed,  was  the  understanding  of  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
the  better  course,  to  reserve  the  application 
for  such  a  sum,  until  Parliament  met 
again.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Baronet, 
that  his  opinions  in  favour  of  erecting  a 
monument  to  Sir  Sidney  Smith  had  un- 
dergone no  change,  and  that  the  delay  in 
bringing  the  subject  forward  bad  entirely 
arisen  from  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  F,  Burdett  understood  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  that  the  delay  had  occurred^ 
not  from  any  change  in  his  opinion  as  to 
the  propriety  of  erecting  a  monument  to 
Sir  Sidney  Smith,  but  from  the  unlooked- 
for  circumstances  which  cut  short  the 
present  Session.  The  family  of  Sir  Sidney 
Smith,  and  the  public,  might  then  ex- 
pect to  see  the  promise  of  erecting  a 
monument  fulfilled,  for  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that  he  had  not 
given  up  his  intention  of  taking  the  matter 
in  hand. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  monuments 
ought  to  be  erected  in  some  place  where 
the  public  could  see  them.  They  had 
thirty  or  forty  public  monuments,  which 
had  cost  the  country  upwards  of  100,000l., 
but  to  which  the  public  had  no  access. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  in  future,  no 
monuments  would  be  placed  in  a  situa- 
tion to  which  the  people  were  debarred 
access,  and  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  his  attention  to  this  part  of 
the  subject. 

Conversation  at  an  end. 

Railway  Travelliko.I  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  as  we  understood,  wished  to 
know  why  passengers  were  excluded  from 
travelling  by  certain  lines  of  railroad  on 
which  the  mails  were  carried.  For  in- 
stance, persons  going  to  Dublin  were 
obliged  to  go  round  by  Warrington  to 
Liverpool,  while  the  mails  were  sent  by  a 
shorter  route.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  the  power  of 
remedying  the  evil. 

Mr.  Shell  thought  that  passengers  had 
a  right  to  be  conveyed  by  the  shortest 
route ;  but  he  would  make  enquiry  on 
the  subject,  and  answer  the  noble  Lord 
on  Monday. 

The  Chancellor  of  tJte  Exchequer  si^idi 
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bringing  the  matter  forward  was,  that 
Captain  Warner  might  understand  that  in 
the  House  of  Commons  there  was  a  sym- 
pathy felt  for  him,  if  there  was  none  at 
the  Admiralty.  He  had  been  most  de- 
sirous that  some  other  Member  more 
competent  than  himself  to  do  justice  to 
the  subject  should  have  brought  it  forward, 
and  he  could  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Ingestrie)  whether  he  had 
not  endeavoured  to  induce  other  hon. 
Members  to  do  so.  In  that  effort,  how- 
ever, he  had  failed.  As  Mr.  Walesby  in  his 
pamphlet  had  expressed  a  hope  that  some 
Member  would  bring  the  matter  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  believiug 
from  that  expression  that  Captain  Warner 
and  his  friends  had  lost  all  hope  of  sue- 
ceeding  with  the  Admiralty,  he  had  felt  it 
his  duty,  failing  in  his  efforts  to  induce 
others  to  do  so,  to  notice  it.  Now,  a  great 
deal  had  been  said  about  keeping  this 
matter  a  secret.  .  But  was  not  the  inven- 
tion already  well  known  ?  Why,  in  the 
first  place,  besides  Mr.  Walesby's  pam- 
phlet, it  had  been  noticed  so  long  ago  as 
August  last  in  reports  in  The  Times  news- 
paper, and  those  reports  had  attracted  the 
attention  of  the  whole  world.  They  had 
been  repeated  three  or  four  times,  and  in 
February  last  that  journal  gave  an  account 
of  experiments  made  on  the  Invention  in 
the  presence  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  of  Sir  H. 
Hardinge,  and  of  Sir  G.  Murray,  and  thus 
a  publicity  had  been  given  to  it  greater 
than  any  notice  in  this  House.  In  his 
judgment,  instead  of  secresy  in  the  matter, 
the  best  plan  was  to  let  foreign  nations 
know  that  this  country  possessed  such  a 
secret,  and  then  they  would  not  be  so 
ready  to  assail  the  British  fleets.  The 
best  way  to  preserve  life  and  power  was  to 
let  people  know  that  this  country  was 
prepared  to  defend  both.  After  what  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
had  stated,  he  (Mr.  Wakley)  would  not 
press  his  motion^  but  he  sincerely  hoped 
the  matter  would  be  taken  up  in  a  future 
Parliament  by  some  other  person.  He 
might  not  be  there  to  give  the  noble  Lord 
any  trouble  about  it— he  hoped  he  might, 
for  he  thought  there  had  been  great  care- 
lessness and  neglect  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  he  thought  it  was  the 
duly  of  the  Government,  probably  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  to  institute  a  rigid 
inquiry  into  what  had  been  done  in  the 
matter^  and  to  take  immediate  steps  in  it. 
If  not,  he  (Mr.  Wakley)  was  sure«  that 


great  dissatisfaction  would  arise  in  th« 
public  mind. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Bribert  at  Elections.]  Lord  /. 
Russell,  in  moving  the  House  to  agree  to 
the  Lords'  Amendments  in  the  Bribery  at 
Elections  Bill,  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  bill  should  have  been  so  much  altered 
as  only  to  leave  one  clause  of  the  many 
sent  up  from  this  House.  He  begged  to 
observe,  that  it  was  utterly  untrue,  as  had 
been  suggested^  that  this  measure  had 
been  produced  without  due  consideration. 
The  bill  was  framed  upon  a  measure  in- 
troduced some  years  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  county  of  Montgomery 
(Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn),  and  had  been  intro- 
duced by  him  (Lord  J.  Russell)  last  Ses- 
sion. He  regretted  the  omission  of  the 
clauses  struck  out  by  the  Lords,  because 
it  would  prevent  that  searching  inquiry 
which  was  necessary  in  questions  of  bri« 
bery.  However,  there  still  remained  in 
the  bill  as  sent  down  one  clause  which 
settled  a  point  upon  which  there  had  been 
so  much  difference  of  opinion  in  election 
committees — he  alluded  to  the  point  as  to 
the  proof  of  agency  before  acts  of  bribery 
were  admissible  in  evidence,  and,  there* 
fore,  though  so  much  of  the  bill  had  been 
struck  out,  he  was  willing  to  accept  the 
bill  as  amended,  rather  than  lose  the  be- 
nefit and  advantage  of  the  small  portion 
that  remained. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Danish  Claims.]  Lord  J.  Russell  ap- 
peared at  the  Bar  with  her  Majesty's 
answer  to  the  address  of  this  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Danish  claims^  which 
the  noble  Lord  read  as  follows  : — 

"Victoria  R. 
"  It  must  at  all  times  be  my  most  earnest 
desire  to  attend  to  the  wishes  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  shall  be  ready  to  give  effect 
to  them  in  this  instance,  whenever  the  means 
shall  have  been  provided  by  Parliament/' 

On  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  answer  was  or- 
dered to  be  entered  on  the  journals. 

Adjourned. 
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Iffajeity  W€nt  in  «tate  this  day  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  Being  seated  on  the 
Throne,  the  Speaker  and  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  were  summoned  to 
the  Bar  by  Uie  Uthar  of  the  Black  Rod. 

The  Speaker  addressed  her  Majesty  as 
follows  :-^Mo8t  Gracious  Sovereign,  we 
yoor  Majesty's  faithful  Commons,  ap- 
proach your  Majesty  with  sentiments  of 
unfeigned  devotion  and  loyalty.  In  grant- 
ing the  supplies  for  the  service  of  the  pre« 
sent  year,  it  has  been  our  anxious  desire 
to  place  at  the  disposal  of  your  Majesty 
the  means  whereby  your  Majesty's  natal 
and  military  establishment  may  be  upheld 
in  complete  efficiency  both  at  home  and 
abroad ;  and  we  feel  a  strong  conviction, 
that  in  thus  enabling  your  Majesty  to 
maintain  the  honour  of  your  Majesty's 
Crown,  «nd  to  protect  the  just  interests  of 
your  Majesty's  subjects,  we  have  adopted 
a  course  which,  under  the  favour  of 
Divine  Providence,  is  best  calculated  to 
secure  for  this  country  and  the  world  the 
continued  blessings  of  peace.  We  now 
tender  to  your  Majesty  an  act  to  apply 
certain  sums  of  noney  for  the  service  of 
the  year  1841,  and  to  appropriate  the 
supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parlia* 
ment,  to  which  in  all  faumtlityi  we  pray 
your  Majesty's  gracious  assent* 

The  royal  assent  having  been  given,  in 
the  usual  form,  to  the  following  bills : — 
Appropriation,  Militia  Pay,  the  Bills  of 
Exchange,  Punishment  of  Death,  Bribery 
si  Elections,  Controverted  Elections  Trtal, 
Highway  Rates,  Loan  Societies,  Mad 
Houses  (Scotland),  and  some  other  pri- 
vate Bills,  her  Majesty  then  read  the  fol* 
lowing  Speech : — 

**  Mjf  Lords  and  G^entlemen^ 

**  On  a  full  coDsideration  of  the 
present  state  of  poblit  afiairs,  I  have 
come  to  Ike  detenaiaation  of  pro- 
roguing Parliaimnt^  with  a  view  to 
its  immediate  dissolution. 

**  The  paramount    mfiortaooe   of 


the  trade  and  indmtry  of  the  ooaih> 
try,  and  my  anxiety  that  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  public  service  should  he 
provided  for  in  the  manner  least  bur- 
detisome  to  the  commnnity,  bare  iii« 
duced  me  to  resort  to  the  means 
which  the  constitution  has  entrusted 
to  me,  of  ascertaining  the  sense  of 
my  people  upon  matters  which  so 
deeply  concern  their  welfiire. 

**  I  entertain  the  hope  that  the 
progress  of  public  business  may  be 
facilitated,  and  that  divisions,  injuri- 
ous to  the  course  of  steady  policy  and 
useful  legislation,  may  be  removed 
by  the  authority  of  a  new  Parlia- 
ment»  which  I  shall  direct  to  be  sum- 
moned without  delay. 


<c 


Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons^ 

**  I  thank  you  for  the  readiness 

with  which  you  have  voted  the  sums 
necessary  for  the  civil  and  military 
establishments. 

**  My  Lords  tmd  Qtntkmm^ 

'*  In  the  etereise  of  my  prerogm- 
tive,  I  can  have  no  other  object  than 
that  of  securing  the  rights  and  pro- 
moting the  interests  of  my  enljeeie ; 
and  1  rely  on  the  co-operation  of  my 
Parliament,  and  the  loyal  seal  of  my 
people,  for  support  in  the  udoptioa 
of  snch  measures  as  are  necessary  to 
maintain  that  high  station  among  the 
nations  of  the  world  which  it  has 
pleased  Divine  Proride&ee  to  taeign 
to  this  countiy.** 

The  Lord  Ouaiceihr  said,  it  is  ber 
Majesty's  royal  will  and  pleasure  thai  this 
Parliament  be  prorogued  to  Tueeday,  the 
29th  of  June  inetant,  to  be  then  here 
hoMen,  and  this  Pariiameot  is  aecordiagly 
prorogued  UU  Tuesday,  the  89tii  of 
June. 

Her  Msfesty  and  her  atteodanu  retired, 
and  the  Peers  separated. 


1597  Prorogation 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  June  22,  1 84 1 . 

UimrtKM,']  PeCitkuu  preiented.  By  Sir  R.  Inglii,  fkom 
Upper  Gbelio,  and  Mr.  Dugdale*  firom  Biimingham,  for 
Churdi  Exteoncn. — By  Sir  John  Hobhouse,  from  a  place 
in  WUtihire.  and  by  Mr.  Hawet,  from  serenl  places,  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Com-lawi. 

Prorogation  of  Parliament,]  The 


{June  22} 


of  Parliament. 
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House  of  Commons  was  summoned  to  the 
House  of  Peers.  The  Speaker  accordingly, 
accompanied  by  the  Members  present,  re- 
paired to  the  House  of  Lords,  and,  after  a 
short  time,  returned,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  her  Majesty's  Speech  to 
the  Members  present  [for  which  see  ante, 
p.  1595],  after  which  the  House  broke  up. 


DISSOLUTION  OF  PARLIAMENT. 


fSh     ^Z%«  Patliameni  was  JDiss^lved  by  Ptaclamation  on  the  following 
da^j  mkd  a  New  ParUatneni  summoned  to  meet  on  AugUBi  l^h. 


END  OF  THE  FOURTH  AND  LAST  SESSION  OP  THE  THIRTEENTH 

PARLIAMENT. 


{LIST  OP  ACTS. 


TABLE 


OF 


All   the  STATUTES  passed    in  the  FOURTH  Session  of  the  THIRTEENTH 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

40  &  6*  VICT. 


PUBLIC   GENERAL   ACTS. 


i.  A  N  Act  to  settle  an  Annuity  on  Lord  JCran^, 
xxand  the  Two  next  tanriving  Heirs  Male  of 
the  Bod?  of  the  laid  Lord  Keane  to  whom  the 
Title  of  Lord  Keane  shall  descend,  in  con- 
sideration of  his  great  snd  Brilliant  Services. 

iL  An  Act  for  punishing  Matioy  and  Desertion, 
and  for  the  better  payment  of  the  Army  and 
their  Quarters. 

iii.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  Marine  Force  while  on  shore. 

iv«  An  Act  to  appiv  the  Sum  of  Eight  Millions 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Service  of 
the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-one. 

▼•  An  Act  to  fkcilitate  the  Recovery  of  Arrears 
of  Tithe  Compositions  in  Ireland,  vested  in 
Her  Majesty  under  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  of 
the  First  and  Second  Years  of  Her  present 
Migesty,  for  abolishing  Compositions  for  Tithes 
in  Ireland,  and  for  substituting  Rent-charges  in 
lieu  thereof. 

vi.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  Fourth  Day  of 
August  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
two,  and  to  the  End  of  the  next  Secsion  of 
Parliament,  the  several  Acts  for  regulating 
Turnpike  Roads  in  Ireland  which  will  expiie 
at  or  before  the  End  of  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  or  at  or  before  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  next  after  the  Fourth  Day  of 
August  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-one ;  and  to  amend  the  Acts  for  regulating 
Turnpllce  Roads  in  Ireland, 

vii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  of  the  last  Session 
for  talcing  Account  of  the  Population. 

viil.  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Duty  on  Rum  and 
Rum  Shrub  the  Produce  of  and  imported  from 
certain  British  Possessions  In  the  Bast  Indies 
into  the  United  Kingdom. 

ix*  An  Act  for  removing  Doubts  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  certain  Local  Turnpike  Acts. 

x«  An  Act  for  extending  to  the  County  of  the 
City  of  DuM^  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  passed 


in  the  Nineteenth  and  Twentieth  Yearaof  His 
late  Majesty  King  Oeorge  the  Third,  in  Iwe^ 
land,  intituled  An  Act  topreoeni  the  deiesimSle 
Praetiees  of  houghing  Cattlethmmin^ff  ikmsee. 
Bams,  Haggms,  and  Cam,  and 'far  aUker 
Purposes  so  nr  as  relates  to  burning  of  Houses. 

xi.  An  Act  to  indemnify  such  Persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  for  Offices  and  Employments,  and 
to  extend  the  Time  limited  for  those  Porposes 
respectively  until  the  Twenty-fifth  Duj  of 
March  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
two;  and  for  the  Relief  of  Clerks  to  Attomies 
and  Solicitors  in  certain  Cases. 

xii.  An  Act  to  enable  Har  Majesty's  Commit* 
sioners  of  Woods  to  make  a  new  Street  from 
Coventry  Streetp  PiccadUfy,  to  Ltomg  Acre,  and 
for  other  Improvements  in  the  Metropolis. 

xiii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Advance  of  a  Som 
of  Money  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  on  ac- 
count of  the  Colony  of  South  Australia* 

xiv.  An  Act  to  make  good  certain  Contracta 
which  have  been  or  may  be  entered  into  by 
certain  Banking  and  other  Co-partnerships. 

XV.  An  Act  for  the  Erection  at  Bdinburgh  of  a 
Monument  to  the  late  Sir  fValter  Scott, 

xvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of  Wide 
Streets  to  sell,  and  Her  Majesty  to  pnrchaae, 
certain  HereditamenU  in  the  City  of  Duhlin 
on  the  North  Bank  of  the  River  Anna  IJfep. 

xvii.  An  Act  to  abolish  Arrest  in  personal 
Actions  commenced  by  Process  of  Sabpcsna  at 
the  Law  Side  of  the  Court  of  ExchcN|uer  In 
Lreland, 

xviii.  An  Act  to  make  forther  Provision  for  fop 
cilitating  and  completing  the  Distribution  and 
Payment  of  Compensation  for  Slavea  upon  the 
Abolition  of  Slavery. 

xix.  An  Act  for  nusing  the  Sum  of  Eleven 
Millions  by  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the  Service 
of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hondved  and 
forty-one. 
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tlon  and  laiprovftraent  «>C  the  Fiiheries  in  tlie 
River  Aivmn  in  the  County  of  Damfriest  and 
in  the  fitreiinis  and  Waters  running  into  the 
■ame,  and    on  the  Shores  or  Sea  Coast  ad- 

•  jaoent  to  the  Mouth  or  Entrance  of  the  said 
River. 

ztx.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  and 
improvitog  certain  Roads  passing  through  or 
near  the  Town  of  Kmiruter  in  the  County  of 
SomtTSfftm 

zx.  An  Act  for  maintaining  certain  Roads  in  the 
County  of  Cambridge,  to  be  called  *<The 
8tmhperoH  Roads/' 

xxi.  An  Act  for  repairing  several  Roads  leading 
from  the  Town  of  BamstapU  in  the  County  of 
MfevOH,  and  for  making  several  new  Lines  of 
Road  connected  therewith. 

x%\u  An  Act  for  more  efTectually  repairing  the 
R«ad  from  the  Western  Side  of  the  New  Forest 
near  Chritiehwrch  to  the  Boundary  of  the 
Parish  of  LyndhtirH,  all  in  the  County  of 
Hant*. 

zziii.  An  Aet  for  making  a  Turnpike  Road  from 
Wmbome  Minster  in  the  County  of  Dorset  to 
Piddletown  in  the  same  County,  with  certain 
Branches  therefronu 

XXIV.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Northern  and  Btutem 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  Deviations 
in  the  Line  of  their  Railway,  and  to  alter  and 
amend  the  aevenil  Aets  relating  to  the  said 
Railway. 

XXV*  An  Aet  for  enabling  the  Mmeheeter  and 
Leeds  Railway  Company  to  raise  a  farther  Sum 
of  Money. 

xxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  fFest  Durham  Rail- 
way Company  to  rarae  a  further  Sum  of 
Money ;  and  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
said  Railway. 

xxvii.  Ab  Act  to  light  wlik  Oas  and  supply  with 
Water  the  Townships  of  Oid  and  New  Ac- 
crimgtm  and  CAutvA  In  Uie  Coonty  Matine  of 
Latututer* 

zxviii.  An  Act  to  alter*  amende  and  enlaiige  the 
Powers  and  Proviswniof  an  Act  for  lighting 
with  Gas  the  Pert  and  Town  of  Lherpottl  and 
T«wn»hip  of  Tojtteth  Park  in  the  County  of 
Lancaster,  and  for  lighting  with  Gas  the  several 
Townships  of  ff^est  Derby,  Bwrten,  Kirk' 
daie^  fPatton^^fn'the'lIiU,  Bootte^cum'IAnaere, 
LHherkatdy  Great  Cr<hbtf,  Wauertree  and 
Oarston  In  the  County  of  Lancaster 

xxix.  An  Act  for  enlarging  the  Powers  of  the 
Acta  for  building  a  Bridge  over  the  River 
Avon,  from  Cd/Um  to  the  opposite  Side  of  the 
River  in  the  County  of  Sofnerset, 

XXX.  An  Aet  for  enabling  tbe  Trustees  of  the 
Livefpool  Docks  to  erect  Transit  Sheds  on  the 
West  Quay  of  the  Prince's  Dock,  to  make  a 
Wet  Dock  witli  Warehouses  on  tbe  Quays,  and 
lo  conettuct  other  Works,  and  to  raise  a  further 
Sum  of  Money }  and  for  enlarging  the  Powers 
of  the  Aets  rekilng  to  the  Docks  and  Harbour 
of  Livetpaol ;  and  for  ether  Purposes  relating 
thereto. 

xxxi*  An  Aet  to  repeal  certain  of  the  Provisions 
of  an  Act  passed  in  the  First  Year  of  the  Reign 
of  His  Majesty  King  Oeorge  the  Fourth,  for 
improving  Parts  of  tbe  Line  of  Road  between 
the  Borough  of  Ptymemtk  and  the  City  of 
EjeetOTf  through  AsMmrtan  and  Chudteigh,  in 
the  County  of  Devon, 

xtxii«  An  Act  for  repairing  tbe  Road  lending 
from  Brent  Bridge  Devon  to  Oas  king  Street  in 


or  near  the  Borough  nf  PfyiMUih  hi  the  said 
County. 

xxxifl.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  the 
Road  from  Cran/ord  Bridge  to  Maidenhead 
Bridge,  with  Roads  thereout  to  Eaton  Town 
Kud  and  to  the  Great  Western  Railway,  and 
from  Langley  Broom  to  Datchet  Bridge^  all  in 
the  Counties  of  Middlesex  and  Bucks* 

xxxiv.  An  Act  for  repairing  tbe  Roads  fVom 
Covefitry  to  Warwick,  and  from  Coventry  to 
Martyirs  Gutter^  In  the  County  of  the  City  of 
Coventry  and  in  the  County  of  Warwick^  and 
otjier  Roads  communicating  therewitli,  in  the 
said  County  of  Warwick, 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing 
and  improving  the  Road  from  Market  Har^ 
borough  fn  the  County  of  Leicester  to  Brampton 
in  the  County  of  Huntingdon* 

xxxvi.  An  Act  for  repressing  Juvenile  Delin- 
quency in  the  City  of  Glasgow. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  for  completing  and  maintaining  a 
new  Church  in  Birkenhead  in  the  County  of 
Chester* 

xxxviii.  An  Act  for  amending  and  enlarging  the 
Provisions  of  the  several  Acts  relating  to  the 
Great  North  of  England  Railway  Company ; 
and  for  other  Puposes  relating  thereto. 

xxxix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  London  and  South'western  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  and  to  authorixe  an  Agreement  between 
the  said  Company  and  certain  Inhabitants  of 
Wandsworth  and  Battersea  respecting  an  al- 
leged loss  in  their  Supply  of  Water. 

xl.  An  Act  for  extending,  enlarging,  and  amend- 
ing some  of  the  Provisions  of  tlie  Act  relating 
to  the  Great  Leinster  and  Monster  Railway. 

xli.  An  Act  for  extending  and  enlarging  some  of 
the  Provisions  of  the  Acts  relating  to  tbe  BriS' 
toi  and  &reter  Railway. 

xlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Northern  and  Baetem 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Braiich  Line  of 
Railway }  ana  to  alter  and  amend  the  several 
Acts  relating  to  the  said  Railway. 

xliii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  to  be  called 
the  Wilsonif/wnj  Mormngside^  and  Coitness 
Railway,  in  the  Counties  of  Lanark  and  Xm- 
tithgow. 

xliv.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  granted  to  the  ffeweastte-upon-l^ne 
and  Carlisle  Railway  Company ;  and  to  autho- 
rise Alterations  in  the  Line  of  the  Railway. 

zW  An  Aet  for  improving  and  r.^gulating  the 
Markets  within  the  City  and  Borough  of  Wells 
In  the  County  of  Somerset, 

xlvl*  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  the 
Powers  and  Provisions  of  an  Aet  passed  in  the 
First  Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
intituled  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Market 
in  the  Town  of  Exmontb  in  the  County  of 
Devon. 

xlvii-  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  an  Aetnaesed 
in  the  Thirteenth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  King 
George  the  Third,  for  the  better  regulation  of 
Pilots  and  Bridgemen,  and  for  laying  down 
Moorings  and  preventing  Mischief  by  Fire«  in 
the  Port  of  King's  Lynn, 

xlvlii.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  the  Forma- 
tion of  a  new  Cut  or  Channel,  and  for  other- 
wise more  effectually  improving  the  Port  and 
Harbour  of  Be^ast. 

xflx.  An  Act  for  maintaining  Gaurdon  Harbour 
in  the  Coonty  of  Kincardine. 

I.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  a  Harbour 

3F2 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS. 


at  Serahsiei'  Roads  in  the  Bay  of  TAutbo  and 

*  County  of  CaiiAness,  and  Road  thereto. 

li.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Newport  Dock 
Company  to  raise  an  additional  Sum  of  Money ; 
and  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  thereto. 

lii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Ipswich  Dock  Commis- 
sioners to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

liii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Pier  in  the  Parish  of 
Portbury  in  the  County  of  Somerset,  with  Works 
and  Approaches  connected  thereivith. 

liv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Monkland  Canal  Com- 
pany to  raise  a  further  Sura  of  Money. 

Iv.  An  Act  to  consolidate,  amend,  and  enlarge 
the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  several  Acts 
relating  to  the  Forth  and  Clyde  Navigation. 

Ivi.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Acts  relat- 
ing  to  the  Newry  Navigation. 

Ivii.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  passed  in  the  Six- 
teenth Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty  King 
Oeorge  the  Third,  for  the  Encouragement  and 
Improvement  of  the  Pilchard  Fishery  carried 
on  within  the  Bay  of  Saint  Toes  in  the  County 
of  Cornwall;  and  to  make  other  Provisions  in 
lieu  thereof. 

Iviii.  An  Act  for  draining  certain  Fen  Lands  and 
Low  Grounds  in  the  Parish  of  Burwell  in  the 
County  of  Cambridge^  and  for  improving  the 
Navigation  of  the  Lodes  or  Navigable  Cuts 
passing  through  the  same. 

lix.  An  Act  for  amending  the  several  Acts  relat- 
ing to  the  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Union  Canal, 
and  for  enlarging  the  Cobbinshaw  Reservoir. 

Ix.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jesty  for  making  and  maintaining  a  Reservoir 
at  Deanhead  in  the  Parish  of  HuddersJieUl  in 
the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York, 

Ixi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wakefield  Waterworks 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

Ixii.  An  Act  for  supplying  Birkenhead  and  other 
Townships  in  the  Hundred  of  Wirrali  in  the 
County  of  Chester  with  Gas ;  and  for  supplying 
Birkenhead  Bloresaid  with  Water. 

Ixiii.  An  Act  to  establish  a  general  Cemetery  for 
the  Interment  of  the  Dead  in  the  Parishes  of 
Saint  Dunstan  Stepney  and  Saint  Leonard 
Brwnley  in  the  County  of  Middlesex, 

fariv.  An  Act  for  further  extending  the  Powers  of 
aeveral  Acts  for  enabling  the  Commissionertf  of 
Wide  Streets,  Dublin^  to  widen  and  improve 
certain  Ways,  Streets,  and  Passages  in  tlie  City 
and  County  of  Dublin,  and  for  raising  Funds  to 
enable  the  said  Commissioners  to  carry  the 
same  into  execution. 

Ixv.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlarge  some  of 
the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  Acts  for  pav- 
ing and  otherwise  improving  certain  Streets  in 
the  Parish  of  Saint  Paneras  in  the  County  of 
Middlesex* 

Ixvi.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Twenty-seventh  Year  of  the  Reign  of  King 
Oeorfe  the  Third,  for  paving,  cleansing, 
lighting,  and  watching  the  Streeta  and  other 
public  Passages  and  Places  within  the  Walls  of 
the  City  of  Canterbury  and  the  Liberties  there- 
of, and  other  Places  near  the  said  City. 

Ixvii.  An  Act  for  paving,  gravelling,  lighting, 
cleansing,  draining,  and  improving  the  Hamlet 
of  Kentish  Town  and  Its  Vicinity  in  the  Parish 
of  Saint  Paneras  In  the  Coantv  of  Middlesex. 

Ixvlii.  An  Act  for  pavinor,  lighting^  watching, 
cleansing,  and  otherwise  improving  the  Town 
oi  Middlesbrough  and  the  Neighbourhood  there- 
of, in  the  Nortli  Riding  of  tlie  County  of  York, 
and  for  e stablisiiiiig  a  Market  therein. 


Ixix.  An  Aet  for  paving,  eleanalng,  and  otbtrwlae 
improving  the  Town  and  Borough  of  Stam/ard 
in  the  Counties  of  Lintoln  and  Nerthamptom. 

Ixx.  An  Act  to  authorise  and  provide  for  certala 
Improvements  in  the  Town  and  Pariah  of  Wai' 
ton-le-Soken  otherwise  JfFalton'an''tke'Ifaxa  In 
the  County  of  Essex, 

Ixxi.  An  Act  to  alter  and  extend  an  Act  pasted 
in  the  First  Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  intituled  An  Aet  far  regutai^ 
ing  and  impromng  the  Borough  ef  Newcastle* 
upon-Tyne. 

Ixxii.  An  Act  for  l>etter  assesaing  and  oollectlii|f 
the  Poor  Rates  in  the  Borough  of  JTitfd^rwtiiffin^ 
in  the  County  of  WwcnUrn 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  Speedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debts  within  the  City  and 
County  of  the  City  of  Exeter. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  for  extending  the  JuriadictkNi  of 
Uie  Hatfield  Court  of  Requests  to  certain  Plaeea 
in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York  aod 
in  the  Counties  of  Lincoln  and  NotHnghstm^ 

Ixxv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Juriadiclkm  of  cha 
Kingsnortau  Court  of  Requests,  aod  to  aowiid 
the  Act  relating  thereto. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  apeedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debts  within  the  Town  aod 
Borough  of  Launeeston  and  other  Plaeea  in  the 
Counties  of  Cornwall  and  J}snon* 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  Speedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debts  within  the  Town  of 
Blackburn  and  other  Plaoea  in  tlie  Coooty  of 
Lancaster. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debts  within  the  Toam  aod 
Borough  of  fVigan  and  the  Towns  of  Ckeriey 
and  Ormskirk,  and  other  Places  therein  men- 
tioned, in  the  County  Palatine  ofLmemter, 

Ixxix.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  Her  pieaeni 
Majesty,  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy  Reco- 
very of  Small  Debta  within  the  Bofoagli  of 
Newark  and  other  Plaeea  in  the  CounUos  of 
Nottingham  and  Lincoln. 

Ixxx.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  apeedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debta  within  the  Town  of 
Toines  in  the  County  of  Jhvon,  and  oilier 
Places  in  the  said  County. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debta  within  and  adjoining 
the  District  called  The  Stajfordshire  Pt^terks. 

Ixxxi i.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  apooly 
Recovery  of  Small  Debu  within  the  Towna  of 
Saint  Helens  and  Preseot  and  Places  afyaoent 
in  the  County  Palatine  ci  Lancaster, 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  apeedy 
Recovery  of  Small  Debu  within  the  Towna  of 
Burnley  and  Coins  and  Places  adjacent  in  the 
County  Palatine  o(  Lancaster. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy 
Recovery  of  Small  Debts  within  the  City  nnd 
Borough  of  New  Sarum  and  other  Plaeea  in 
the  Counties  of  /^/Is,  Hants^  and  DeresL 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  apeedy  Re- 
covery of  Small  Debta  within  the  Town  of  Aim 
Slea/ord  in  the  County  of  Llne^tn,  and  otlwr 
Places  in  the  same  County. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  for  the  more  eaay  and  apeedy 
Recovery  of  Small  DebU  within  the  Town  of 
Oahuburgh  in  the  County  of  Xtocala,  mid 
other  Places  in  the  Counties  of  XfMcolo  and 
Nottingham. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  tlie  more  easy  and  speedy 
Recovery  of  Small  Debts  within  tlie  Town  or 
Borough  of  Bast  Retford  in  the  Connly  of  Ml- 
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Unghmn,  and  oUier  Places  io  the  Counties  of 
Nottingham  t  Yorkt  and  Lincotn, 

Ixxzviii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Proprietors 
of  the  Meerkvok  Sough,  and  to  enable  them 
to  levy  and  raise  certain  Royalties,  Dues,  and 
Tolls  for  the  Continuation  and  Maintenance 
thereof. 

Ixzxix.  An  Act  to  enable  <^  The  Patent  Rolling 
and  Compressing  Iron  Company"  to  purchase 
certain  Letters  Patent*  and  to  sue  and  be  sued. 

xc  An  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceedings  by 
or  against  **  The  Bhymney  Iron  Company," 
and  for  granting  certain  Powers  thereto. 

xci.  An  Act  for  forming  and  establishing  <*  Stead's 
Patent  Wooden  Paving  Company,''  and  to  en- 
able the  said  Company  to  purchase  certain  liCt* 
ters  Patent,  and  ror  confirming  the  same. 

xcii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Churcli  of  England 
Life  and  Fire  Assurance,  Trust,  and  Annuity 
Company  to  sue  and  be  sued  in  the  name  of  the 
Mftiwipng  Director  or  other  Officer  of  the  said 
Companv. 

xdii.  An  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceedings  by 
or  against  the  Neptune  Marine  Insurance  Com- 
pany. 

xdv.  An  Act  for  enabling  *^  The  Imperial  Life 
Insurance  Company"  to  alter  the  Mode  of  Ap- 
propriation of  Profits  directed  by  their  Deed 
of  Settlement,  and  for  regulating  legal  Pro- 
ceedings by  or  against  the  Company. 

xcv.  An  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceedings  by 
or  against  « The  Huit  Flax  and  Cotton  Mill 
Company." 

xcvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  ''  Scottish  Marine 
Insurance  Company*'  to  sue  and  be  sued  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

xcvii.  An  Act  for  further  and  more  efTectually 
repairing  and  maintaining  certain  Turnpike 
Roads  in  the  Counties  of  Hosburgh  and  Durn- 
fries* 

xcvili.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  indening  and 
improving  the  Road  from  fVells  to  Highhridge, 
wiUi  a  Road  thereout  to  Cheddar^  all  in  the 
County  of  Somerset. 

xcix.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing  and 
maintaining  several  Roads  leading  to  and  fiom 
the  Town  of  Bradford  in  the  County  of  Wiits^ 
and  for  roainUining  a  Bridge  over  the  River 
Avon  at  Stokeford  in  the  said  County. 

c.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Roads  leading  from 
iknlep^tipon^T%amet  to  Cutham  Bridge,  and 
to  the  Chancellor's  Milestone  near  Magdalen 
Bridge,  in  the  County  of  Oxford, 

CI.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  Blake- 
doum  Pool  in  the  Parish  of  Hagley  in  the 
County  of  H^aroester  into  the  Borough  of  Bir^ 
minghiam  in  the  County  of  Warwick, 

dU  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Turnpike  Road 


from  Barnstaple  to  Braunton  in  the  County  of 
Devon,  and  for  making  certain  new  Lines  of 
Road  to  communicate  with  the  same. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  improving  the 
Roads  commonly  called  the  Sedgley  Roads,  in 
the  County  of  Steyfford,  and  for  making  a  new 
Line  of  Road  connected  therewith  In  the  said 
County. 

civ.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  Dews- 
bury  to  Leeds  in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York,  and  for  making  and  repairing  a  new 
Line  of  Road  leading  therefrom. 

cv.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  Ele- 
venth Year  of  the  Reign  of  King  George  the 
Fourth,  for  repairing  and  improving  the  Road 
from  Brighton  to  Shoreham  and  Lancing  in  the 
County  of  Susses,  and  for  other  Purposes  con- 
nected therewith. 

cvi.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  improving  the 
Road  from  Selby  to  Leeds  in  the  West  Riding 
of  the  County  of  Vorh. 

evil.  An  Act  for  repairing,  improving,  and  main- 
taining the  Road  from  a  Place  in  the  Parish  of 
Nuffielil  in  the  County  of  Oxford,  through  Wat' 
lingford  and  Wantage,  to  Faringdon  in  the 
County  of  Berks, 

cviii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing, 
maintaining,  and  improving  certain  Roads  lead- 
ing to  and  from  the  City  o{  Lincoln, 

cix.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Turnpike  Road 
from  Tinsley  to  Doncaster,  and  for  making 
certain  new  Lines  of  Road  to  communicate 
with  the  same,  all  in  the  West  Riding  of  the 
County  of  York, 

ex.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  a  Turn- 
pike Road  from  Cripps  Corner  in  the  Parish  of 
Bwhurst  in  the  County  of  Susses  to  Gills 
Green  in  the  Parish  of  Hawkhurst  in  the 
County  of  Kent, 

cxi.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  maintaining  the 
Road  from  the  Mayors  Stone  in  Abingdon  to 
Chilton  Pond  in  the  County  of  Berks, 

cxii.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Streets  and  public 
Places,  and  erecting  a  Town  Hall  and  improv- 
ing the  Markets,  in  the  Township  of  Blacks 
burn  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster, 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Drainage  of  Lands  in 
Bourn  North  Fen  and  Dyke  Fen  in  the  Manor 
and  Parish  of  Bourn  in  the  County  of  Lincoln. 

cxiv.  An  Act  for  maintaining  and  repairing,  as 
Turnpike,  a  certain  Road  commencing  at  or 
near  the  North-west  Gate  of  the  Woodside 
Hotel  Stable-yard  in  the  Township  or  Chapel ry 
of  Birkenheadt  B,nd  terminating  at  or  near  the 
Cottage  of  Henry  Berry  in  the  Township  of 
Little  Meols  in  the  Parish  of  West  Kirby  in 
the  County  of  Chester ^  and  for  levying  Tolls 
for  that  Purpose. 
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1.  A  K  Act  for  !nclo«lng  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
XjL  Barfiach  with  Pilsgate  and  Souihorpe  in 
the  Cowuiy  of  Northampton, 

2.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Col/yweston,  and  within  the  Precincts  of  West 
Hay,  in  the  County  of  Northampfon, 

3.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Manor  of 
Scclethill  in  the  Parish  of  Bradford  in  the 
West  Ridi ng  of  the  County  of  York, 

4.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Bury  in  the  County  of  Sussex* 

5.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Ecclcshalt  in  the  County  of  Stafford, 

P.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Gamlingay  in  the  County  of  Cambridge* 

7.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Manor  of 
fi^aningore  in  the  County  of  Sussex, 

8.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Uplyme  in  the  County  ofBev&iu 

9.  An  Act  for  the  Division  of  the  Rectory  of 
Wiwioick  in  the  County  Palatine  ot  Lancaster. 

10.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lauds  in  the  Parish  of 
Bedingham  in  the  County  of  Norfolk, 

Jl.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Vpper  Heyford  in  the  Countv  of  Oxford, 

12.  An  Act  K)r  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Cheveley  in  the  County  of  Cambridge, 

13.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parishes 
of  WhittUsea  Saint  Mary  and  Whitttesea 
Srtini  Andrew  in  the  County  of  Cambridge, 

14.  An  Act  for  iDcIoslng  Lands  in  the  Pftrish  of 
Marsh  Gibbon  in  the  County  of  Buckingham, 

!£•  An  Act  for  dividing,  allotting,  and  inclosing 
Lands  in  the  Parish  of  Elsing  in  the  County  of 
Norfolk, 

16,  Ad  Act  for  inclosing  the  Commons,  Droves, 
Banks,  and  Waste  Lands  in  the  Parishes  of 
Leverington,  Tid  Saint  Giles,  and  Outwelt,\n 
the  Isle  of  Sly  in  the  County  of  Cambridge, 

17*  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Manor  and 
Tithing  of  Olveston  within  the  Parish  of  Gives- 
i'jH  in  the  County  of  Gloucester, 

18.  An  Act  for  inclotting  the  Commons  and  Waste 
Lands  in  the  Township  and  Manor  of  Briming- 
ton  in  the  County  of  Derby, 

19.  An  Act  for  dividing,  allotting,  and  inclosing 
the  Commons  and  Waste  Lands  lying  within 
the  Hamlet  of  Coundon  in  the  Countv  of  War- 
wick,  and  the  Hamlet  of  Keresley  in  the  (bounty 
of  Warwick,  and  County  of  the  City  of  Of' 
ventry,  or  one  of  them. 

SO.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Whihnorc  in  the  County  of  Stafford, 


21 .  An  Act  for  ioclofiiog  and  improving  Lauds  in 
the  Parishes  of  Saini  Helen  and  Saint  iVtVAolM, 
Abingdon^  in  the  County  of  Berks, 

22.  An  Act  for  inclosing  J«.inds  in  the  Parish  of 
Great  Horwood  in  the  County  of  Bttckingkam, 

23.  An  Act  -for  setting  out  and  allottiag  oertalo 
Portions  of  the  Lands  in  Whaddoa  Chase  in  tbe 
County  of  Buckingheua  in  lieu  of  the  Common 
flights  upon  the  said  Chase,  and  forextingoiah- 
ing  such  Common  Rights. 

24.  An  Act  for  severing  the  Chapelry  of  Bmtley 
Regis  from  the  Vicarage  of  Clent  in  tbe  County 
of  St€fford:  and  for  the  Sale  of  cortaio  Lands 
situate  in  the  Parish  of  Rowley  Begis,  and  be- 
longing to  the  Vicarage  of  Clent  with  the  Cbn- 
pelry  of  Rowley  Regis  annexed,  and  thereby 
providing  a  Residence  and  Maintenance  for 
the  Curate  or  Ofliciatiog  Minister  of  Rowley 
Regis;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

25.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Westminster  to  grant  Building  Leases  in  cer- 
tain Parts  of  the  City  of  Westminster  i  and  fi>r 
other  Purposes. 

26.  An  Act  to  confirm  to  Sir  Edwtsrd  Bawytr 
Smyth  Baronet  the  Advowson  of  District 
Churches  within  the  Pkrish  of  Saint  Gilco, 
Camhenvell,  in  the  County  of  Surrey, 

27.  An  Act  (br  vesting  certain  Real  Estattt  de- 
vised by  the  Will  of  Tbonsas  Whittakety  Esquire, 
deceased,  in  Triutees,  upon  Tnist  to  be  aald, 
and  for  laying  out  the  Money  arising  tberefiom 
In  tbe  Purchase  of  other  Estates,  to  be  settlod 
to  the  same  Uses. 

28.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Bowers  of  the  Tnis- 
.    tees  under  tbe  Settlement  on  tlie  Marriage  of 

the  Reverend  Jasnes  Jttekson  with  MhuXHta 
Houlton, 

29.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Trustees  of  Hsisr$ 
Bivkerton  Whitehouse  and  Mary  his  Wtfe»  and 
of  the  Children  of  the  said  Mary  Whiiekamte^ 
to  lease  or  sell  the  Mines  and  Minerals  in  and 
under  and  to  lease  Piirt  of  the  Surface  of  a 
certain  Freehold  Estate  called  the  Hill  Top 
Farm,  situate  in  the  Parish  of  Westbrmswiek 
in  the  County  of  Stqford,  and  also  to  sell  the 
Estate. 

30.  An  Act  for  vesting  tbe  Lands  and  Barony  of 
Lundin  and  tbe  Lands  of  AUktnsie^  and  cerw 
tain  other  Heritages,  in  &vour  of  James  Bn^ 
kine  Wemyss,  Esquire,  and  his  Heirs  and  As- 
signs, in  Fee  Simple,  on  Condition  of  certain 
ParU  of  the  Lands  and  Barony  of  Metkilit  aad 
other  Lands,  being  settled  in  lieu  tbereof  ia 
Fee  Tail. 
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31.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of  Leases 
and  Conveyances  for  Mining  Purposes  of  Es- 
tates at  Narthwingfield  in  the  County  of  Derby ^ 
the  Property  of  Frederick  Lord  CUuf  aod  his 
infant  Son  Richard  Clay. 

32.  An  Act  for  vesting  certain  Estates  situate  in 
the  County  of  Leicester^  devised  by  the  Wiil  of 
Catherine  Moyer  Spinster,  in  Trust^ts^  upon 
Tmst  to  convey  the  same  in  Exchange  for  cer- 
tain other  Estates  situate  in  the  same  County. 

33.  An  Act  for  selling  a  Part  of  the  Entailed 
Estate  of  iVetir^onin  the  County  oX  Haddington^ 
and  applying  the  Price  towards  discharging 
Part  of  the  Debts  incurred  in  improving  the 
said  Entailed  Estate  i  ^nd  also  for  exchanging 
certain  Parts  of  the  Entailed  Estate  for  Lands 
held  tn  Fee  Simple. 

34.  An  Act  to  amend  '*  An  Act  for  vestio|r  Es- 
tates of  which  Giford  Warriner,  Esquire,  a 
Lunatic,  ia  Tenant  in  Tai^  in  Trustees  for 
8ale»  and  also  for  ejecting  a  Partition  of  cer- 
tain Parts  thereof,  and  for  granting  Leases  ;" 
and  to  enable  the  said  Trustees  to  make  Con- 
veyances in  Fee,  subject  to  Rent-charges,  and 
Leases  for  long  Terms  of  Years»  at  reserved 
Rents,  of  the  unsold  Portiona  of  the  said  Es- 
tates, and  to  make  Sate  of  the  Rent-charges 
and  of  the  Reversions  in  Fee  expectant  on  the 

Leases. 

35.  An  Act  for  carrying  inlo  effect  a  Contract 
between  Edward  Gretley  Stone  and  John  Att- 
wood.  Esquires  for  the  Sale  of  the  Copt/old  Halt 
Estate  in  tlie  County  oi  Essex  to  the  said  John 
Aitwood,  and  for  investing  the  Purchase  Mo> 
ney  in  other  Estates,  to  be  settled  to  the  same 
Uses ;  and  also  for  authorizing  the  Exchange 
of  certain  Lnnds  and  Hereditaments  in  the 
Counties  of  Worcester  and  Gloucester,  devised 
by  the  Will  ofJohn  Stone,  Esquire,  deceased. 

36.  An  Act  for  authorizing  Leases  to  be  granted 
of  the  Burross  Estate  in  the  Parish  of  Kings- 
winford  in  the  County  of  Stafford,  devised  by 
the  Will  of  Tho/nas  Westwood  deceased  to 
Thomas  Westwood  during  his  Life,  and  after 
his  Decease  upon  the  Trusts  of  such  Will. 

37.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Trust 
Estates  in  Scotland  of  John  Bowes  Lyon,  late 
Earl  of  Straihmare  and  Kinghom,  deceased, 
to  advance  and  pay  certain  yearly  Sums  on  be- 
half of  2 homos  George  Lyon  Bowes  commonly 
called  Lord  Olamis,  his  Grand-nephew,  who  in 
certain  Events  will  become  entitled  to  the 
Trust  Estates  in  question. 

38.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Hospi- 
Ul  of  Saint  John  the  Baptist  in  the  City  of 
Winche$t9r  to  effect  an  Exchange  with  Sir  Ed- 


mund Antrobus,  Baronet,  under  the  Authority 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

39.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
the  late  Peter  Button,  Esquire  to  make  Sale  of 
Part  of  the  Estates  devised  by  the  same  Will, 
and  to  lay  out  the  Money  arising  from  any  such 
Sale  in  the  Purchase  of  other  Estates,  to  be 
settled  to  the  subsisting  Uses  of  the  said  Will, 
and  to  make  Conveyances  in  Pee,  or  Demises 
for  long  Terms  of  Years,  of  other  Part  of  the 
said  Estates,  for  the  Purpose  of  building  on 
and  otherwise  improving  the  same^and  also  to 
apply  a  Sura  of  Money  arising  from  the  Sale  of 
Part  of  the  Estates  devised  by  the  said  Will  in 
carrying  the  aforesaid  Objects  and  Purposes 
into  execution. 

40.  An  Act  for  ascertaining  and  defining  the 
Glebe  Land  of  the  Rector  of  Abington  alias 
Abingdon  in  the  County  of  Northampton^  and 
for  building  a  Parsonage  House  for  suck 
Rector. 

41.  An  Act  for  effecting  a  Sale  and  Conveyance 
from  the  Feoffees  or  Trustees  of  the  Parish  of 
Saint  Mildred  Bread  Street  in  the  City  of 
London  to  the  Fishmonaers'  Company,  and  for 
investing  the  Purchase  Money  in  other  Estates^ 
to  be  settled  to  the  same  Uses. 

42.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  Se- 
cond and  Third  Years  of  tb^Reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  intituled  An  Act  to  authorize  the 
Saie  of  certain  Landsy  Tenetnents,  and  Heredi" 
laments  in  the  Counties  of  Kent  and  Northamp- 
ton,/e>rm£rr/y  belonging  to  William  Marahall  of 
Cliiford's  Inn  in  the  City  of  London,  Gentle- 
man,  deceased,  and  for  other  Purposes  inciden- 
tal thereto, 

43.  An  Act  for  effecting  an  Exchange  between 
the  Mavor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
Borough  of  Great  Yarmouth  in  the  County  of 
Norfolk  and  the  Trustees  of  a  Charity  in  the 
said  Borough  called  **Thc  Children's  Hos- 
pital." 

44.  An  Act  for  enlarging  the  Power  to  grant 
Leases  contained  in  the  Will  of  Alexander  Lyon 
Emerson  Doctor  of  Medicine,  deceased ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

45.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Oldbury 
Charity  to  grant  Building  l^eases. 

46.  An  Act  for  vesting  in  the  Overseers  of  the 
Poor  of  the  Township  of  Blackburn  in  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  Parts  of  the 
T\ncn*s  Moor,  for  Sale  or  other  Disposal  thereof. 

47.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Cha- 
pel ry  of  Smethwick  in  the  County  of  Stqffbrd 
to  demise  Coal  and  other  Mines/and  to  grant 
Building  Leases, 
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48.  An  Act  for  nataralixing  Hemy  William  Fer- 
dinand Bolckow. 

49.  Ad  Act  for  naturaliiing  Gusiatnts  Hetfn. 

fiO.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Frederick  Salomo 
Bogdan. 

51.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Townships 
or  Divisions  of  Dovenby  and  Pt^pcaatle  in  the 
Parish  of  Bridekirk  in  the  County  of  Cumber- 
land* 

52.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Charles  Chri$itjpher 
BurgetL 

63,  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Nathaniel 
Bogie  French  8/iawe,  Esquire  with  Charlotte 
Sfunoe  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to 
marry  again ;  and  for  other  Purposes  therein 
mentioned. 

54.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
Pascal  Larkins  Attorney  at  Law  with  Eliza 
Bird  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry 
again ;  and  for  other  Purposes  therein  men- 
tioned. 


BB,  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Barry 
Dent  Goring,  Esquire  with  Augusta  his  now 
Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  agahi ;  and 
for  other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 

66,  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  T%mmaa 
JV^att  Esqnire  with  Elizabeth  Grey  hit  now 
Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again;  and 
for  other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 

57.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Jghn  Hkli, 
Esquire  with  Jemima  Caroline  his  now  Wife. 
and  to  enable  him  to  marry  ag^;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

58.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Marzio  Franeds  Gi- 
ordano, 

59.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  PhiUpp  Jacob  Pasmh^ 
vant^  and  Philipp  Johann  Pafsamutt,  Theodor 
Passavani^  Mary  Magdalen  Johanna  Pmsaoani^ 
Jacob  Rttdo/ph  Passavant,  and  Henrietta  Mart- 
ane  Laura  Louisa  Angusta  Passatant,  hit 
Children. 
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Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
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Drainage  of  Land,  2R.lvii  287 
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Poor  Law  Commiision,  Con.  Ivli  46 ;  dL  1, 2dd 

Amend. 483{  c/«  3,  Amend.  613,  614 ;  c46, 

672 ;  el.  18, 774 ;  c/.  25. 830, 833 
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Clerk  of  the  Peace,  Com.  add.  cL  Iviii  1303 
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Iviii  15;  2R.*  673;  Com.  725«  892«  1300; 
Bill  withdraws,  i317«-see  JDrainagc  of 
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Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  add,  cU  Iviii  1439 
Budget,  The,  iTii  1371 
Church  Rates— Petition  of  William  Baines^  Ivii 
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Bute,  Marquess  of 
Jews  DeclaraUon,  2R.  Iviii  1048,  1049;  3R. 
1449,  1457 

Callaghan,  Mr.  D. 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Com.  cl.  2,  Ivii 
1190 

Caltborpe,  Lord 
Borougtis  Improvements,  Report,  Ivii  1293 

CajN6rM^e  Eketkm,  c  Iviii  1460 ;  Mr.  Ward** 
Reiolations,  1462  [A.  78,  N.  46,  M.  32,] 
1474 

Campbell,  Sir  J  we  AUame^  Gmend^  I%» 

Canadai,  Umon  ff  the,  c  Ivi  706^.  Defs^  m 
Printing  Ordmancet,  776,  858— «•  Ivii  17; 
Com.  a/Smlf,  Iviii  1299  see  Cavtine.  The-^ 
Lekeeter,  Coumel — Ohnyswcii    St.  Adfiee 

CanaU,  Smiio^  Traffic  on,  /.  Ivii  1018;  Com. 
moved  for,  1069 ;  iviii  1486 

CaMa  tee  Crete 

Candluh,  TV  Beo.  Mr.,  l.  Ivii  451 }  c  9t3 ;  I. 
1245 

CMBiiW,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S. 
CooMttoe  in  the  Mioislry,  hrttl  11)0 
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Canningr*  Rt  Hon.  Sir  S.—eontimied. 
Danish  Claims,  Com,  moved  for,  Iviii  1369 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Iviii  1546 
Poor  Lav  Commission,  Com.  el.  3,  Ivii  618 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Jews  Declaration,  2R.  Amend.  Iviii  1048 

Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of,  I  Wi  136, 177, 178, 
256,  363,  507, 632,  730,  763 ;  c.  1394  ;  Ivii 
17 ;  Mr.  Muntz's  resolution,  Wiii  337  [A.  58, 
N.  135,  M.  77],  349  see  FU^ing 

Carew,  Hon.  R.  S. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  874 

Caroline,  Capture  of  the-^Lieut.  M'Cormicky  c 
Ivi  1150  ;lvii  1493 

Catholic  Prietti^The  Earl  of  Roue,  L  Ivii 

1137 
^^^.^ Soldiers,  (India),  c.  Ivii  17,  34 ;  lviii«6 


Chancellor  The  Lord,  (Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Cotten- 
ham) 
Address,  The— Answer,  Ivl  135 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of,  Ivi  136,  178 
Chancery.  Court  of,  Ivil  1478 
Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  Iviii  1513, 1517 
Church  of  Scotland,  Iviii  1513 

Rates,  Ivi  259 

Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Iviii  1571, 

1578 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  d.  3, 

Iviii  1491 
Felony,  Explanation  of,  2R.  Ivii  1489 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to  —Royal  Message,  Ivi 

363 
Stopford,  Sir  R.,  Acknowledgement  of  Vote  of 

Thaoks,  Iviii  90 

Chancery^  Court  of,  LUii  1477;  c.  2R.  Iviii 
1547 ;  3R.*  1573 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  1557  see 
Administration 

{Ireland),  c.  IR.-  Wii  702; 


Cavendish,  Hon.  G.  H. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  520 

Census,  The,  c.  ivii  395  see  Fopidalimi 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  The  (Rt.  Hon. 
F.  T.  Baring) 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  cL  56, 

Ivii  1043, 1048, 1049, 1053 
Appropriation,  Com.  Iviii  1480  ;  Report,  1494 
Bank  Committee,  The  Ivi  533 
Boroughs  Improvements,  Com.  Iviii  1300 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1295, 1320,  l32i,  1359, 1372 
China-^Com.  of  Supply,  Iviii  1299 
Church  Rates—Petition  of  William  Baines,lvii 

312 
Consolidated  Fund— Navy  Estimates,  Com.  Ivii 

395,  396, 398,  455, 457,  458, 460 
Corn  Uws  (Ministerial  Sutement),  Iviil  1287, 

1290, 1291 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  el.  1,  Ivii 

1439 
Danish  Clainui,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  634 ;  Iviii 

1372, 1373 1  Report,  1417 
Dartmouth  Harbour,  Ivii  77 
Destitution  in  the  Highlands— Emigration, 

Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  526 
Harbours  on  theSonth-East  Coast,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivil  341  ,    ,  ..  ^^^ 

Mails,  Carrying  The,  on  the  Sabbath,  Ivii  703 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1190, 1191 
New  South  Wales,  Ivii  979, 983 
Petitions,  Postage  of,  Ivii  84 

. .  Printing,  Ivii  594 

Post  Office  Revenue,  Ivi  1 158— Regulations,  Ivii 

705 
Property  Tax,  Ivil  560  ^       ,  „,  ^ 

Public  Offices— Petitions,  Ivfii  1260,1315, 1316 
Railway  Travelling,  Iviii  1576 
Rjulways.  Leave.  Ivi  320 
Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of,  Ivil  81 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  1147 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  261. 276.  399. 400 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  31 1, 312, 469,  676.  709 
Thames  Embankment,  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii 

1446 
Ways  and  Means,  Ivl  622, 623 ;  Ivtii  1377 
West  India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1154 ; 

Iviii  1350, 1351 


2R.'  1022, 1167;  Iviii  1316 

Chapman,  Mr.  A. 
Budget,  The.  Ivii  1351, 1365 
Danish  Claims,  Report.  Iviii  1432 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1198 

Charitable  TVus/s, c.  Leave, Ivii 569 ;  1 R* 522 ; 
2R.»  752;  3R.  Iviii  1375;  ««.  c/.  PA.  35. 
N.  30,  M.  5^,  1376  ;  /.  2R.  1513  ^Contents 
36,  Not  Contents  52,  M.  163, 1518 

Charleville,  Eari  of 

Aims  (Ireland),  Lords'  Amend.,  Iviii  1047 
Biddulph.  Mr.,  Ivii  1143, 1147 
Crimes  (Ireland),  Ivii  850,  859,  860,  868,  876, 
963, 967,  968,  969 

Chartists,  /.  Ivi  763  see  Ih)st 

Chichester,  Eari  of 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  el.  3, 

Iviii  1492 
Dog  CarU,  Com.  Iviii  1572 

Otina,  War  in,  c.lvii  974 ;  I  1243--C.  BecaU 
of  Captain  EUiott,  1491 ;  /.  Iviii  ^--Com. 
of  Sufply,Vt'\\\  \2^9 

Cholmondeley,  Hon.  H. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  1041 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  259 

ChrittianM  m  Syria,  c.  Ivii  142 ;  /.  608 

Christopher,  Mr.  R.  A. 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1318 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  833 

Church  of  Scotland,  /,  Ivi  137, 1206, 1337 ;  Ivii 
65, 109,  842, 1020,  1377, 1478;  IR.  1488; 
Iviii  1503 

Patronage,  l.  iR.*  Ivii  1474 

Rates,  I  Ivi  ^56^Peti$im  of  William 

Raines,  c.  ivii  305— Cose  of  360  [A.  40,  N. 
45,  M.  5],  390 ;  Leave,  Iviii  185,765  j  1R.» 
1314 

CiuU  Contingencies,  c.  Ivii  969 


CtA.       «-       OOL.         {I  N  D  E  X.}        COL.       ~        COR. 


ClareodoDi  Barl  of 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  500 

Clay,  Mr.  W. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  367 

Clements,  Lord 

Rpgistration  of  Voters  (frelAod) — ^The  Pnm- 
chise,  Leav«,  Ivi  310 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Administmtion   of  Justice    (Scotland),   Com. 

moved  for,  Ivi  1219 
Consolidated  Fund — Navy  Estimates,  Com.  Ivii 

395,  396, 398,  US 
Controverted  Elections,  2R.  Ivili  H90,  1481 
Copyrigiit  of  Designs,  Report,  Ivil  689 
Eleclton  PetitioDS,  ivi  628 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1166,  1178,  1181 
Newfoundland,  Ivii  659 
Sugar  Duties,  Ivii  1454;  Iviii  195 

Clerks  of  Jtutket  of  the  Peace  iSeetkmi),  e. 
Iviii  1355 

'  the  Peace — LanDOMter^  c,  IR.*  Iviii 

705  ;  2R/  801 ;  Com.  Amend.  [A.  22,  N. 
46,  M.  24;3,  1302  ;  add^  ci,  [A.  9,  N.  52, 
M.  43]],  1303;  RecommitlaT  [A.  51,  N. 
M,  M.  1j,  1380;  AnMnd.  [A.  28,  N.  65, 
M.  37J«1381 

Clive,  Hon.  R.  H. 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  818 

Cloncurry,  Lord 

Corn  Laws,  Iviil  1305 
ClMmd  Union  see  Poor  Law 

Cochrane,  Sir  T.  J. 
I^roche,  Captain,  Petition  of,  Ivii  354 
Lightning  Conductors — Mp»  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

718 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivt  1203, 1356, 1357 
Penal  Settlements,  Proposed,  Com.  moved  for, 

Iviii  1345 
et«  Alfaan's,  Bribery  at,  iviii  1339 
W^t  India  Mall  Btatloii,  Ivlii  1350 

Colchester,  Lord 
Canals,  Sunday  TraflW  oiii  Com.  Moved  for* 

Wit  1071 
Stopford,  Sir  R,  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  251 

CoUectionof  Taxei  sec  Thxes 

Collier,  Mr.  J. 
Lightning  Conductort-^r«  Smw  Harris^  M 
722 

Colluiora  at  ado,  c,  Iti  1020  see  l9Mtknn  Brown, 
The 

CoimUd  Afp&inimetd^,  e.  Ivli  359 

Dutiet^c,  Ivii  148;  Com.  883 

Tta^iff,  c.  Ivii  7D4, 752 

Calofues  see  twntgraium 

Colqnhoun,  Mr.  J.  C. 

Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Ivii  899 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry^  Ivm  1049 


Colqulioun.  Mr.  J*  C— 0S»#smi*»/» 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Leave,  Ivi  499 
Maynooth,  Leave,  Lvi  1282 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  «^  10,  Ivii  688, 

700 ;  Amend.  720,  726,  731 
Rum,  East  and  Wnt  India,  Com.  Ivi  604 
Sugar  Dnties,  Iviii  11 

Commercial  Dreafy  wUh  France,  c  lvi  C25  ;  L 
Ivii  600 

Comffentation  for  Shvesj  c.  Leave,  Ivii  1156; 
3R.*  Iviii  15?  /.  1R.«  90;  2R.»  180;  3R.^ 
394 ;  Royal  Assent,  560 

Confidence  in  the  Mmittry^^^Sir  R.  Peeft  Mo^ 
tim,  c.  Iviii  706,  803 ;  Adj.  Debate,  892, 
969,  1049,  1121  [A.  312,  N.  311,  M.  ij 
1241 

Conolly,  Colonel  E.  M. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1110 
Registration  of  Voters  ( Ireland)— The  Fran- 

ciihie,  2R.  lvi  1031,  1088 
St.  Alban's  Bribery  at,  Iviii  1330 

CoMoUdatcd  Fund,  c.  iR/  Ivii  291— ^avy  tltii- 
males,  Com.  395,455;  3R.*  570;  L  iR.* 
590;  eR.«  «08;  30.*  651  soe  Cemty 
Courts 

Con«/oftiiiory.c.lR.*1vill7;  2R«*704;  Com' 
1296  [A.  36>  N.  58»  M.  22  j,  1300 

Controverted  Elections,  c.  Leave,  tviti  1464  ; 
2R.1480;  Com.  1499;  3R.*1519j  /.  lR.» 
1503  I  2R.*  1552 

Camvevaneing,  Alteration  in,  €,  Letve,  l?i  ?26 ; 
/.  1R,«  Uii  1^0 

Convicts  in  the  Hulks,  c.  Ivii  1055,  1492  see 
Pamd 

Copeland,  Mr,  Alderm&n 
Small  Debts  Courts,  Ivii  1022 
Sugar  Duties,  iVili  421 

CbpyAoM  Mid  Cmtmmiy  I\mm^  L  RopMt,  lvi 
857  J  Com.  1131;  3R,*  Ivii  198;  c.  1R.» 
291 :  2R.«  454 ;  Ro^committRl,  adH.  d.  Itiii 
683;  Report,  n4;  3R.  Adj.  TA.  17,  N. 
72,  M.  551, 1045  :  2nd  Div.  [A.  8,  N.  57, 
M.  49],  1046 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  1577 

B^^rmekitemem.   L  iR.*  Ivi  135; 
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2R.*  177, 363 ;  bill  witMrAWD,  857 

Copyright,  c.  Leavt,  Ivi  134;  Adj«  Debate, 
146  ;  [A.  142,  N.  30^  M.  112L  154 ;  IR.* 
155 1  IR.  841  TA.  98,  N.  45»  M.  f'^t  9^ 
see  Intemationar 
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">*'  ■  -  of  Damns,  «.  Leave,  lvi  482 :  2) 
1274 ;  Com.  Ivii  46  ;  RapotI,  577 1  Lea 
CNo.  2),  598 ;  2R,^  637 

Com  Lmci,  c  Ivii  1294 ;  1 1372;  c.  1407 ;  L 
1474  ;  Iviit  7  ;  c.  16  ;  /.  91,  181,  334,  487 ; 
c.  676  ;  ^.694, 726^  1112;  c  1120;  1. 1247; 
c  (Ministerial  Statemaai)  1260;  L  1304, 
1401, 1484, 1566, 1577  ae^  Burdens  on  Land 
--'Puldic  (^ices 

Commall,  Duchy  of,  L  Ivii  1021*  1068 
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Coroners,  Couniy,  c.  Leave,  Wi  r22 ;  2R.  Wii 
too ;  Cow.  589  ;  d.  2, 1455  :  cl  3, 1456  ; 
cl.  «,  1459  [A.  61,  N.  40,  M.  21],  ib, ; 
Amend.  1460  [A.  48,  N.  63,  M.  15],  1461 ; 
2nd  Div.  [A.  78,  N.  30,  M,  48],  1462  |  3rd 
Div.  LA.  75,  N.  27,  M.  48j,  1463 ;  4tli  Div. 
[A.  73,  N.  48,  M.  25],  1465  ;  cl  14, 1466  ; 
c/.  16|  1467  ;  Amend*.  [A.  58,  N.  61,  M.  3], 
1469  ;  ci.  21, 1470  ;  Amend.  [A.  35,  N.  68, 
M.  S3],  t&.;  2nd  Div,  [A.  43,  M.  58,  M. 
15J,  1471;  3rd  Div.  FA.  43,  N.  23,  M.  20], 
1473  \  Dill  postponed,  Iviii  1316 

Cerporaibn  VoUrt^  c.  Ivi  761 

Coity,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  T.  L. 

Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  tl^ 

Oo$Uf  Daubk  see  Double 

Gottenham  Lord  Mce  Chaxxellor,  The  Lord 
Cmmiry^  JSUOe  of  the,  L  Ivii  1248 

County  Bridga,  c.  IR."  Ivi  624;  2R.*  1149; 
3R.*  Ivii  570;  /.  IR.*  608:  3R*  Iviii  801, 
(No.  2);  c.  1R.M351:  2R.M414;  3R.» 
1476;  I IR.*  1483  j  3R»  1556  ;  Rojial  As- 
sent,  1577 

•----— -^  Cbnmeri  see  Cbroftfri 

■  Courti,  c  Leave,  Ivi  472  ;  IR*  553 ; 
1022,  1132— Advance  from  Consolidated 
Fund,  1300;  2R,  Ivii  172,  959;  Bill  post- 
poned, Iviii  1317 

^RMiei,  L  SR.<*  hii  608 


Court  Homes  (Ireland),  c.  IR.*  Iviii  15  ;  2R.« 
258;  3R.»  890;  I.  IR.*  1047 1  2R.»  1247; 
aa.*  1400 

Cocrteiiay,  Mr.  P. 
Bribery  at  Blectiona.  Com.  cdtf.  el.  Mii  1441 
Clerk  oC  the  Peaoe^-Lanoasteri  Amend*  Ivlii. 

1381 
Cfimloal  Jttstke  In  Boroogha,  Com.  d.  1»  tvii 

•S3 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivti  480 

Cewper,  Hon.  W*  F. 
Projeetile,  New,  IvlH  1591, 1593 
Register  of  &lectors-~Hertfordthlre,  IviU.  1318 

Cresswelt,  Mr.  C. 
Aduintstration  of  Justice  (No.  1)  Com.  oL  56, 

Ivii  1052 
Con&(l«nee  in  tlie  Mimstry.  IvlU  1008 
Comity  Courts,  Leave,  lv|  480 
CHminal  iustice  In  Qoroiighs,  Com.  e/.  1,  Ivii 

1436. 1438 
Danish  Olaimai  Cem.  move^  for,  Ivi  633, 637, 

64^.  8682  Iviii  1360^  lS7Si  Report,  4420, 

1437 

Crete,  hmarectkn  in^  c.  Iviii  801,  1121 

Crimes  (Irohnd)y  L  Ivii  650,  933,  963  atn  fiuf. 
Mfh,  Mr, 

Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  c,  Leave^  Ivii  316; 
tR.*  454;  Cora.  930;  AdjoumiiMiit  JA. 
10,  N.44,  M.  34],  931  ;   eL\,  sb.;  tr.2, 


Criminal  Justice  in  BoroughB— cwttfnvfftf. 
932  ;  add.  cL  1431  [A.  73,  N.  128,  M.  551, 
1440  ;  2nd  add.  cL  [A.  31,  N.  75,  M.  44], 
1445  i  Report,  add.  el.  Iviii  88  [A.  54,  N.  4» 
M.501,  89 ;  3R.*  96 ;  /.  iR/  180 ;  2R.1570  ; 
Com.  [Contents  32  Not  ContenU  323> 
1572;  Amend.  [Contents  31,  Not  Contents 
32,  M.  1],  i6. ;  3R.  1577 ;  Amend.  fCon- 
lents  70,  Not  Contents  36,  M.  34],  15^1 

Law,  Amendment  of  the,  c.  Leave,  Ivii 


47,147;  1R.«  iviii  15 
Customs  Duty  see  Bum 

Dalhousie,  Earl  of 
Church  of  ScoUand,  Ivi  1806 

Dalmeny,  Lord 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivl  1356 

Dalrymple,  Sir  A. 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Ivli  30 ;  Mr.  Muntz's  Resolu- 
tion, Iviit  346 
Church  Rates,  Leave,  Iviii  798 
Marines,  Royal,  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii  678 
Ordnance  Eatimates,  Ivii  41 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Ivii  431a  471 ; 
Com.  oL  25, 831, 833 

Damer,  Hon.  Colonel  O.  L.  D. 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Ivii  147 

Danish  Chims  c.  Com.  m«ted  for,  Ivi  6SS  [A. 

127,  N.  96,  M.  31],  646,  862  ;  Iviii  1360; 
Report,  1417  [A.  7*,  N.  64,  M.  ll],  1483  ; 
Answer  to  Adaress,  1594 

Darby,  Mr.  G. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry^  Ivill  900 
Obroners,  County,  Com.  *f.  6,  Wl  1465 
i>ebU  of  Psrishes,  Com.  Will  1400 
Dminage  of  Lands,  2R.  Ivii  287 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Coast,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivll  345 
Medical  Reform,  2n.  Ivii  dSS 
Poor  Law  Commission,  lieave,  Ivl  164;  2H. 

435 ;  Com.  cl,  1,  Ivil  446. 469,  bO^l  cl.  10, 

734 ;  W.  17.  746,  747 ;  el,  19,  780,  781 ;  cl. 

23,  803 ;  cl.  24,  829  ;  d.  35,  830«  831,  833, 

884 ;  cl.  27,  839 ;  tl.  30, 840 

Darlingtot),  Earl  of 
Cambridge  Election,  Iviii  1468 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1077 
Com  Laws.  Ivlii  16,  676 
Death,  Poaisl^mept,  Abolition  of,  Com*  ok  4, 
Ivil  1417 

DmimmUh  Har^beur,  c.  Ivii  77 

Dean  Forest  c.  2R*.  Iviii  1254 

Deoth  Punishment,  AbolUion  of,  c.  Leave,  Ivi 
462  J  IR*.  553.  1023;  2R.  1300:  Com.  c/. 
2,  Ivii  1408;  Amend,  fA.  110,  N.  123)  M. 
12J,  1414 ;  el.  4,  1415 ;  Amend.  [A.  123, 
N.«t,  M*  ftS],  1420;  el.  S,  1421  {  Ameod. 
[A.  75t  N,  83,  M.8]t  1425;  c^  6,  1426; 
Amend. [A.  73«  N.  100»  M»  87],  14te  |  SR*. 
Ivtiill20s  i.l  R«.t247;tR.  1458;Com.e/.  2, 
ck  3, 1486rCooten«s43.NouCo«tents  2l8,M. 
4],  1492;  3R.  Amefid.  1553)  156^;  iThat 
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Deatlit  Paoiahmeiit,  Abolition  tX^-^eonthmed. 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  [Cootents 
64,  NouCoDtents  60,  M.  4^,  1569 

JkhU  of  Pariiha,  c.  1R«.  Iviii  1254;  2R*. 
1314;  Com.  1399/ 1476,  1498;  Bill  with- 
drawn,  1499 

Disraeli.  Mr.  B. 
Address,  The,  Ivi  66 

Confideoce  in  the  Miniiitry,  Iviii  856,  863 
Poor  Law  Commission,  3R  Ivt  375 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  454 

Denman,  Lord 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Iviii  3R.  1555, 

1556, 1559 
Waldegrave,  Lord,  bis  Case,  Ivii  651 

D^outi  on  Shares,  c,  Ivii  112 

Designs  Copj^right  see  Ct^fyright 

Desiitulion  in  the  Highlands — JEmigration,  c. 
Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  514 

Devon,  Earl  of 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  3R.lviii  1558, 

1559 
Petty  Sessions,  2R.  Ivi  1016, 1019 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Ivi  508— Valuations,  739, 

740 

Dislreu  of  the  CosaUry^  c  Iviii  1520 

Divett,  Mr.  £. 
Jews  Declaration,  Leave,  Ivi  504  ;  3R.  Ivii  754, 

767 
Municipal  Corporations,  SR.  Iviii  1044 ;  Com. 

1300 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  281 

Divisions,  lists  of 
Admioistnitioa  of  Justice  (No.  1),— Court  of 

Chancery,  Com.  el.  66 ;  Amend,  fo.  9.  A.  70, 

N.  73,  M.  31,  Ivii  1053 ;  add.  eL  [A.  101,  N. 

83,  M.  18],  Iviii  1390 
—————    (Scotland),    Com. 

moved  for  [A.  37,  N.  86,  M.  49],  Ivi  1231 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  add.  el,  [A.  23, 

N.  51,  M.  391,  Iviii  1441 
Cambridge  Election,  Mr.  Ward*s  Resolutions 

[A.  78,  N.  46,  M.  33],  Iviii  1474 
Caidigan,  Earl  of,  Mr.  Munts's  Resolution  [A. 

58,  N.  135,  M.  77],  Iviii  349 
Charitable  Trusts,  3R.  add.  el.  [A.  35,  N.  30, 

M.  5.].  Iviii  1376 ;  8R.  [ContenU  36,  Not- 

Contents53,  M.  16],1518 
Church  Rates— Case  of  William  Baines  [A.  40, 

N.  45,  M.  5],  Ivii  390 
Clerk  of  the  Peace — Umcastcr,  Com.  Amend. 

JA.  83,  N.  46  M.  34],  Iviii  1302 ;  add.  el. 
A.  9,  N.  53,  M.  43],  1308 ;  Recommittal 
A.  51,  N.  50,  M.  1],  1380 ;  Amend.  [A.  38, 
N.  65,  M.  37].  1381 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Sir  R.  Peel's  Motion 

[A.  313,  N.  811,  M.  1],  Iviii  1341 
Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenure,  3R«  Adj. 
[A.  17,  N.  72,  M«  55],  Iviii  1045 1  3nd  Div. 
[A.  8,  N.  57,  M.  49],  1046 
Copyright,  Leave  [A.  143,  N.  30.  M.  113],  Ivi 

164 ;  3R.  [A.  38,  N.  45,  M.  7J.  360 
Coroners,  County,  Com,  el.  6,  Ivii  1459  [A.  61, 
N.  40,  M.  311,  ih ;  Amend.  1460  [A.  48,  N. 
63,  M.  15],  1461 1  3d.  Div.  [A.  78,  N.  SO 
M,  48],146S;  dd  Div.  [A.  75,  N.  37.  M.  48], 


I 


Dif  isions,  List  oi-^eoniinued. 

1463 ;  4th  Div.  [A.  73,  N.  48,  M.  35],  1465; 

el.  14,  1466;  el.  16,  1467;  Amend.  [A.  58, 

N.  61.  M.  3],  1469;  c/.2],  1470 ;  Amend. 

[A.  35,  N,  68,  M.  33],  ih.1  2nd.  Div.  [A.  43, 

N.  58,  M.  15],  1471 :  3rd  Div.  [A.  43,  N.  83. 

M.  30],  1473 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Adjourn- 
ment [A.  10,  N.  44,  M.  34],  Ivii  931 ;  add.  eL 

[A.  73,  N.188,  M.  55],  1440  ;3nd  add.  eh  [A. 

31,  N.  75,  M.  44],  1445 ;  Report  add.  el. 

[a.  54.  N.4,  M.  50],  Iviii  89 ;  3R.  Amend. 

[Contents  70,  Nnt-Contents  36,  M.  34],  1581 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for  [A.  I37f  N. 

96,  M.  31],  Ivi  646  ;  Report  [A.  IB,  N.  64, 

M.  I]].lvnil433 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  el.  8, 

Amend.  [A.  110,  N.  138.  M.  13],  Ivii  1414; 

el.  4,  Amend.  [A.  123,  N.  61,  M.  63],  1420 ; 

el.B^  Amend.  [A.  75,  N.  83,  M.  8],  1425; 

el.  6,  Amend.  [A.  73,  N.  100,  M.  87],  1428 
l}og  CarU,  Com.  [A.  141,  N.  30.  M.  1 11],  Iviii 

1357 
Drainage  of  Buildings,  Com.  The  Earl  ofRi- 

pon's  Amend.  [Contents  69,   Not-Contents 

36,  M.  33],  Ivii  1451 
Harbours  on  the  South-East  Coast,  Com.  moved 

for  [A.  38,  N.  102,  M.  64],  Ivii  347 
Ionian  Inlands,  Com.  moved  for  [A.  10.  N.  88, 

M.  18],  Ivii  1017 
Jews  Declaration,  2  It  [A.  137,  N.  84,  M.  113], 

Ivii  99 ;  3R.  [A.  108,  N.  31.  M.  77],  767; 

2R.  [ContenU  48,  Not-Contents  47,  M,  1], 

Iviii  1049;  3R.  [Contents  64,  Not-Contenu 

98,  M.  34],  1458 
Keane  Lord,  Pension  to,  [A.  195,  K.  43,  M. 

152],  Ivi  584 ;  Com.  el.  1  [A.  177i  N.  74,  M. 

103],  1144 ;  Report  [A.  127,  N.  35,  M  93], 

1353  $  3R.  [A.  138.  N.  40.  M.  88],  Ivii  12 
Midnight  Sittings,  Against  [A.  31,  N,  130,  M. 

99],  Ivi  135 
Municipal  Corporations,  2R.  [A.  93,  N.  80,  M. 

73],  Iriii  1044  i  Com.  [A.  58,  N.  31.  M.  37], 

1300;  3R.  [A.  54,  N.  9,  M.  45],  1434 
Navy  Estimates  [A.  89,  N.  8,  M.  81],  Ivi  1198 
New  South  Wales  (p.  9.  A.  8,  N.  53,  M.  44], 

Ivii  1006 
Political  Offenders  [A.  58,  N.  58  (Mr.  Speaker 

gave  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Noes)  M.  1], 

Iviii  764 
Pbor-Law  Commission,  3R«  [A.  201,  N.  54, 

M.  147].  Ivi  451 ;  Report  [A.  817,  N.  61,  M. 

166],  Ivii  437;  Com.  eU  1,  Amend.  [a.f.  A. 

191,  N.  46.  M.  145],  449 ;  2od  Amend.  (Af. 

A.  174,  N.  135,  M.  39],  505 ;  cl.  as  Amend. 

[A.  163,  N.  49,  M.   114],  509;   d.  4  [A. 

825,  N.  75,  M.  150],  647 ;  add.  el.  [A.  9, 

N.  155,  M.  146],  670  ;  el  8,  [A.  77,  N.  58, 

M.  19],  673;  Amend.  [A.  64,  N.  88,  M.24), 

675 ;  el.  10,  Amend.  [A.  173,  N.  108,  M. 


64 

87 
Bi 


,  697 ;  3nd  Amend.  [A.  119,  N.  38.  M. 
,  738 ;  That  the  elauae  stand  part  of  the 
1  [A.  141,  N.  36,  M.  105],  7S6 ;  d.  17 


il! 


[A.  144,  N.  83,  M.  131],  749  ;  eL  18  (r.  p. 
A.  18,  N.  109,  M.  91],  751 ;  cA  23,  Amend. 
A.  38,  N.  316,  M.  194],  797 ;  el.  83  [A.  143, 
T.  74,  M.  69],  803 

Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Mr.  Ewart's  Mo- 
tion [A.  33,  N.  84,  M.8],  Ivi  134 

Property  Tsz  [9.  q.  A.  37,  N.  40,  M.  13),  Ivli  568 

Railway  Bills,  Mr.  Hinde's  Amendment  [e.  f . 
A.  144,  N.  15,  M.  189],  Ivi  369 

Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of  [A*  27,  N.  38,  M. 
11],  Ivii  82 


DIV.     —      DUG. 


{I  N  D  E  X.}       DUG.      —       EAS. 


Divisions,  List  ot-^ecntinued. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  (No.  1 )  Leave, 

Adj.  (A.  71,  N.  261,  M.  190],  Ivi  242 
■ (No.  2)— The 

Franchise,  2R.  [A.  299,  N.  294,  M.  5],  Ivi 

1126;  Com.  el  1,  Amend.  [A.  270,  N.  291, 

M.  211,  Ivii  1132;  cL  2,  Amend,  [o.  7.  A. 

513.  N.  47,  M.  4661,  1223;  2nd  Div.  [A. 

434,  N.  126,  M.  3081,  1228;  \r.p.  A.  98, 

N.  428,  M.  330],  1232;   That  the  clause 

stand  part  of  the  Bill  [A.  289,  N.  300,  M. 

11],  1274 
Severn  Navigation  [0.  7.  A.  74,  N.  40,  M.  34], 

Ivii  74  ;  Lord  G.  Somerset's  Motion  [A.  84, 

N.  117,  M.  33],  329 
Small  Debts  Courts,  Postponement  [A.  40,  N. 

39,  M.  1],  Ivii  1023 
Stafford  and  Rugby  Railvray,  2R.  [A.  94,  N. 

154,  M.  60],  Ivii  325 
Sugar  Duties  [A.  281 ,  N.  31 7,  M.  36].  Iviii  667 
Transportation  of  Convicts  [0.  a.  A.  49,  N«  28, 

M.  21],  Ivii  556 
West-India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for  [A.  54,  N. 

50,  M.  4],  Ivii  1160 
Yeomanry  [A.  49,  N.  15,  M.  34],  Ivii  34 

Bog  CarU,  c.  1R.«  Ivii  522 ;  2R.*  1 166  ;  Com. 
iTiii  1355  [A.  141,  N.  30,  M.  Ill],  1357; 
cL  1,  1359;  3R.«  1414;  /.  1R.*  1446; 
2R.*  1552;  Com.  1572;  Bill  postponed 
1573 

Double  Co$tt,  c.  iR/  Ivi  1210;  2R.*  Ivii  83; 
3R*807;/.  1R.»963 

Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Ivii  926,  928 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Ivii  930 ; 

cl.  1, 1440,  1442 ;  add,  cl.  Iviii  88 
■  Lavr,  Amendment  of  the,  Ivii  63 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  c/.  4, 

Amend.  Ivii  1416,  1420 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Iviii  1300 
Poor  Law  (Commission,  Report,  Ivii  432, 841 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  433 

Downshire,  Marquess  of 
Corn  Laws  (Ireland),  IvIii  1567 

Drainage/*/  Buildings,  L  IR.  Ivi  138;  2R. 
636;  Report,  Ivii  768;  Com.  806  1018, 
1152, 1290 ;  cl.  5,  Amend,  ib. ;  1447.  The 
Earl  of  Ripon's  Amend.  ^Contents  69,  Not- 
Contents  36,  M.  33],  1451;  dR.  t6.;  c. 
IR.*  Iviii  15;  Bill  put  off,  725  (No.  2), 
IR.*  740;  Bill  postponed,  1317;  /.  1568 
see  Boroughs 

■  Land,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  862 ;  IR.*  1149; 

2R.  Ivii  287  [A,  31,  N.  19,  M.  12],  282; 
Com.  589 

(Ireland),  c.  Leave  Ivi  460 ; 


IR.*  1210;  2R.*  Ivii  395;  Com.  1289 

Drimohack  see  Wines 

Dublin  Wide  Streets,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii 
772;  lR.^876  5  2R.»  956;  3R.»  1402;  /. 
2R.«  Iviii  180;  3R.*  394;  Royal  Assent, 
560  ;  (No.  2)  1R.»  1446  ;  2R.»  1483  ;  3R.* 
1552 

Duchy  of  Cornwall  see  Cornwall 

y&i..Lvii.  {23-} 


Ducie,  Earl  of 
Address,  The,  Ivi  4 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  1115 

Duelling  see  Cardigan,  Earl  qf 

Dugdale,  Mr.  W.  S. 
Clerk  of  the  Peace — Lancaster,  Recommittal, 

Iviii  1380, 1383 
St.  Alban's,  Bribery  at,  Iviii  1332 

Duncan,  Viscount 
West-India  Mails,  Con:,  moved  for,  Ivii  1160 

Duncannon,  Viscount 
Arms  (Ireland),  Lord's  Amend.  Iviii  1047 
Canada — Delay  in  Printing  Ordinances,  Ivi  858, 

860 
Com  UwB.  Iviii  1313.  1314 
Cornwall,  Duchy  of,  Ivii  1021, 1063, 1065,  1066 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Iviii  1571 
Drainage  of  Towns,  Com.  cL  5,  Ivii  1292 
Metropolis  Improvement,  2R.  Ivii  1066,  1068 
Poor  Law  (Ireland) — Appointments,  Iviii  1304 
Private  Bills-Dissolution,  Iviii  1560 
South  Australia,  Com,  Ivii  1293 
Tithe  Composition  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  cL  Ivii 
289,  290 

Buncombe,  Hon.  W. 
Poor  Iaw  Commission,  Ivii  11,  460  ;  Com.  ch 
4,645 

Duncbmbe.  Mr.  T.  S. 
Anatomy  Act,  Iviii  681 
Caroline  Destruction  of  the,  Ivii  1497 
Church  Rates— Petition  of  William  Baines, 

Ivii  310 
Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland) — Colonel  Sib- 
thorp,  Iviii  1380 
M<Leod,  Mr.— United  States,  Ivi  459 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  571,  572,  590 
Political  Offenders,  Iviii  740,  741,  742,  764 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivi  418  ;  Ivii  43,  44, 

45,  46 ;  Com.  cL  1,  496  ;  eL  19,  784,  785 ;  el. 

22,  788 ;  Amend.  792,  797 
Register  of  Electors — Hertfordshire,  Iviii 680, 

965,  968, 1258,  1317, 1323, 1414,1415, 1416, 

1476 
Registry  of  Electors,  Leave,  Iviii  1476;  2R. 

1503 
St.  Aiban's  Committee,  Ivii  808 

Dunfermline,  Lord 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ivii  1377|  i486 

Dungannon,  Viscount 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviti  1147 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  el.  16,  Ivit  1468 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  el.  2, 
Ivit  1408, 1413  ;  el.  4,  1417 ;  cl  5,  1423  ;  el. 
6, 1427 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Ivii  1454, 1455 

East,  Affairs  of  the,  c.  Ivi  181 

■  '       India  Produce,  I,  Ivi  174  see  Bum 

'  Rum  see  Bsim 

■  Sugar  see  Sugar 

East,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1357 
3G 


EAS.       •-       ELL.  {INDEX.} 


ELL. 


—       EVA* 


Easthope^  Mr.  J. 

Church  Rates— Petition  of  WiHiam  Baines,  Ivii 

305,  306,  307,  309,  315  ;  Case  of,  360,  388, 

389;  Leave,  Iviii  ]85,  186,  188,  765,  782, 

783.  787,  799 
Petitions,  Postage  of,  Ivii  84 
Political  Offenders,  Iviii  759 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  477 ;  Com.  eL  1, 

2nd  Amend.  482 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  328 

Ecclesiastical  and  Spiritual  Corporations,  1, 1 R.* 
Iviii  726  ;2R.*  1304 

Benefices,  L  iR.*  Iviii  726 

Commissioners^  Act  Amendment^  I, 


1R.»  Ivii  842;  2R.»  1063,  1454  ;  3R.*  Iviii 
889;  c.  iR.  1049;  3R.  1546;  Royal  As- 
sent, 1577 

Courts,  c.  Ivi  761  see  Tithes 


Education,  c.  Ivii  936 ;  /.  Wiii  334 

■ «     ■         of  the   Working  Classes,  c.    Com. 
moved  for,  Ivii  114 

Egerton,  Mr.  W.  T. 
Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1299 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  cL  6,  Ivii  1465;  cl. 

14,  Amend.  1466 
Poor  Law  Commisaioo,  Com.  cU  10,  Ivii  730, 

746  ;  cl  30,  840 

Egerton,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  F. 
Budget,  The,  Ivti  1322 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ivi  1291 
Cnminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  add»  cL 

Ivii  1442 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1192, 1198 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  461 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  827 
Stafford  and  Rugby  Railvray,  2R.  Ivii  317 
Stopfbrd,  Sir  R.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  336, 

341 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  133 
Turkey,  and  Egypt,  Ivii  144 

Egypt  see  Turkey 

Eldcn,  Earl  of 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Trial  of  the— Duelling,  Ivi 
730 

Election  Petitions,  c.  Ivi  528  see  Controverted 
Electors  see  Ejegister — Begistration^  Registry 

Eliot,  Lord 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barristers,  Ivii  77 
Controverted  Elections,  2R.  Iviii  1482 
Highway  Rates.  Report,  Iviii  1483 
Lightning  Conductors — Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

707.  722 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Ivii  878 
South  Australia,  Com,  Ivii  279 
Switzerland,  Ivi  778 
West  India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1 159 

EUenborough,  Lord 
Borough  Improvements,  3R*  Ivii  1453 
Canada— Delay  in  Printing  Ordinances,  Ivi  860 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the— Duelling,  Ivi 
732 


EUenborough,  Lord— coh/MimbIL 
Chancery,  Court  of,  Ivii  1477 
China,  Ivii  1243 ;  Iviii  6, 7    « 
Corn  Uw8,  Iviii  14,  501,  5(»4 
Drainage  of  Baildings,  IR.  Ivi  139 ;  2R.  536 ; 
Renort,  Ivii  769 ;  Com.  e/.  5,  1290,  1293, 

East  Indian  Produce,  Ivi  174 

Keane  Lord— Address  lo  the  Crown,  Ivi  454 

Petty  Seswons,  2R.  Ivi  1018 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivi  856 

(Ireland)  —  Correspondence  moved 

for,  Ivi  1345— Clonmel  Union,  Ivii  335,  453, 

1396, 1402 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  2R.  Ivii  619  ;Com. 

610 
St.  Sulpice,  Ivii  107 

Ellice,  Hon.  E 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  c/.  3,  Ivii  620 

Elliott  Captain  see  China 

Elliott,  Hon.  J.  £. 
Church  Rates— Case  of  William  fiaines,  Ivii 

388 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com.  e/.  5. 

Ivii  1424 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivil  819 

Ellis,  Mr.  W. 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  463 

Embezzlement  and  Eramk,  c.  2R.*  Ivii  570 

Emigration  of  Eemales,  c.  Ivii  596  see  Destitu* 
tion 

Enrolment  ofBurgeues  see  Birgenet 

Entails  Act  Amendmeni  (Scotimtd),  L  2R.*  Ivii 
1474;  3R»  Iviii  ISO;  c  lll.^  409;  2R.* 

56J ;  3R.*  740 

Estcourt,  Mr.  T.  G.  B. 
Church  Rates.  Leave,  Ivlii  797 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  el.  6,  Ivii  1465 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  fbr,  Iviii  1374 
Petitions,  PrinUi^.  Ivii  572, 59S 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  c/.  li,  Ivii  747, 

749;  e/.  22, 796 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  IvI  133 
Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshire!  IvUI  M7. 

1318, 1324 
Severn  Navigation,  Report,  Ivii  1 10 
South  Western  Railway,  Report,  Ivii  292 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivii  554 

Estimates  see  Army — Militia — Navy — Ohhiamx 

Evans,  Mr.  W. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  283 

Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Admintstmtion  of  Jnfttice  (No.  1),  (Court  of 

Chancery),  Iviii  1392 
Army  Estimates,  Ivi  1393 
Breach  of  Privilege-**Tfaa  Momiog  CbiMi- 

cle,"  Ivii  1406 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the,lvi  UlOtlvii  85 
Caroline,  Destruction  of  the,  Ivii  1497 
Catholic  Soldiers,  Ivii  26 
Corn  Uws  rMinisterial  Statement),  Iviii  1298 
Keane  Lord,  Services  of,  Ivi  762 
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Evans,  Sir  De  iM^cmttnued. 
Medical  Refoqp,  2R.  Ivii  330 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1359 
Political  Offetoders,  Iviii  760 
Portui^  Claims  on,  Ivi  514 
Regent's  Parlc»  Ivii  961 
Stopford  Sir  R.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  339 
Sogar  Duties,  Iviii  713 

Evidence^  Law  of,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  862 ;  IR.*  1346 ; 
2R.  Ivii  104 

Ewart,  Mr.  W. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  cl,  35, 

Ivii  1042 
Cardigan,  fiarl  of,  Mr.  Muntz*s  Resolution  ; 

Iviil  344 
Colonial  Duties,  Ivii  165 

Tariff.  Ivii  753 

Conveyancing,  Alterations  in,  Leave,  Ivi  738 

Copyriglit  of  Designs,  3R.  Ivi  1895 

County  Courts,  I^ave,  Ivi  476 

Criminal  Laiv,  Amendment  of  the,  I^eave,  Ivii  63 

Death,  Punishment.  Abolition  of.  Leave  ivi 

466  ;  Com.  cl.  2,  Ivii  141 1  ;  cL  6,  1427 
Education,  Ivii  936.  949 
'  of  the  Working  Classes,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivi!  127 
Execution  of  Criminals,  Leave,  Ivt  666 
Fine  Arts,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1289 
Jews  Declaration,  2R*  Ivii  98 
Kcane,  Lord,  Annuity  to,  Com.  ei.  I,  Amend. 

Ivi  1133,1135 
Machinery,  Exportation  of,  Com.  moved  for, 

Ivi  691 
M'Leod,  Mr.— United  States,  Ivi  1356 
Medical  Reform,  2R.  Ivii  333 
Midnight  Sittings,  IvH  23 
Neapolitan  Duties— Lair  of  Factor,  Ivi  554 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  M  187, 134 
Railways,  Leave,  Ivi  317 
Regent's  Park,  Ivii  958»  962, 1166 
Rum,  fiftfet  and  West  India,  Com.  moved  for, 

Ivi  215,601  ;  Report,  630 
Sugar  Duties,  Ivlil  87 
Turkey  and  Egypt,  Ivii  146 

Exchatige,  BUU  ofuee  Bills 

Exchequer  Billt^  c.  1R.«  Ivii  453;  2R.«  1489; 
3R.*  Iviii  165;  /.  iR.*  333;  2R/  394;  3ll.* 
487  ;  Royal  Assent,  560 


Court  of  {Ireland),  c.  IR.*  Ivi  366 ; 

2R.»  509;  3R>  624 ;  /.  iR.*  762;  2R.*  Ivii 
138 ;  3R.«  Iviii  333;  Royal  Assent,  500 

Exchequer  Chancellor  of  the  tee  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer 

ExctMe,  Collection  and  management^  c»  Com.  tvi| 
804;  2R.*  876;  3R.*  Iviii  358;  /.  lR.« 
333  5  8R.«  394 ;  SR.*  487 ;  Royal  Assent, 
560 

Execution  of  Criminals,  c.  Leave*  Ivi  648 

* 

Exeter,  Bishop  of, 
Canada  — Delay  In  Printing  Ordinances,  Ivi 

778,  868,  869 
St.  Snlplce,  Seminary  of,  Ivl  1301 ;  Ivii  107, 

108,  139,  140,  141,194,221,233,234,239, 

«4Ij242 

Exeter f  Stnall  Debts,  c.  lR,»  Iviii  409 


Expences,  I IR.*  Iviii  1483 ;  2R.*  1503 

Exportation  of  Machinery  see  Machinery 

Factor,  Law  of  see  Neapolitan  Duties 

Factories,  c.  lU.*  Ivii  611  ;  20.*  970;  Bill 
postponed  Iviii  1317  see  Silk 

Foreign,  c,  Iviii  1564 

Factory  Children,  e.  IR.*  Ivi  752,  877 

Fairs,  c,  Ivii  454 

Falmouth,  Earl  of 
Com  Uws,  Iviii  9 

Comvrall,  Duchy  of,  Ivii  1021, 1064,  1065 
West  India  Mails,  Ivii  1147,  1152 

Farming  Leasa,  I,  IR,*  Iviii  726 

Felony,  Law  of,  Explanation  of,  l.   IR.*  Ivii 
10C3;  2R.  1489;   3R.*  Iviii   90;   c.   lR.» 
409 ;  2R.*  673 ;  3R.*  801 ;  /.  Royal  Assent, 
1577 

Females,  Emigra  ion  of  Bee  EmigrntioH 

Fielden,  Mr.  J. 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  571 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivi  446 ;  Report, 

Ivii  414,  462  ;  cl.  2,  Amend.  612,  613,  614. 

615 ;  c/.  4,  646 ;  add.  cl.  660 ;  cl.  18,  Amend. 

.751 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  560 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  e/.  S, 

Ivii  1273 
Sugar  Duties,  Adjournment,  Iviii  673;  The 

Division,  674, 675,  676 

Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivl  443 

Fine  Arts,  The,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1289 

Fiiigal,  Earl  of 
Poor  Iaw  (Ii«land)— Election  of  Guardians, 
Ivi  735 

Fitzalan,  Lord 
Emigration  of  Females,  Ivii  596 

Fitzgerald,  Lord 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Electioa  of  Guardians, 
Ivi  726— Clonmel  Union,  Ivil  336, 453 

Fitzpatrick,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)^The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  834 

Fitzroy,  Hon.  H. 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Ivli  437 

Fitzroy,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  C. 
Ionian  Islands,  Com.  moved  for|lvii  1006, 101i>, 
1016 

Fitzwilliam,  Earl  of 
Corn  Uws,  Ivii  1474,  1475  ;  Iviii  7,  9. 91,  9/?, 
184,  a34,  336,  488,  490,  492,  494,  499,  684, 
688,691,704,739,  1113,  1115,  1116,  1251, 
1252,  1305, 1313, 1314,  1413,  1484, 1485 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivi  855, 856  *~ 
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Fitzwilliam,  Earl  ot—amtitiuedm 
State  of  the  Country,  Ivii  1248, 1262 
Sugar  Dutief ,  Iviii  4 

Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  868 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cl,  4,  Ivii  630 ;  cU 
11,  Amend.  737i  738 

Flogging  on  the  Sabbath—The  Earl  of  Cardie 
gan,  c.  Ivii  956,  971— In  the  Navy i\  166 

FoUelt,  Sir  W.  W. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No  1),  Com.  el.  35, 

Ivii  1041,  1042;  c/:  56, 1046,  1053,  1054 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1014 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland) — The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  914 

Foreign  Affairs  see  Persia — Rio  Plata 

France  see  Commercial  Treaty-^  Wines 

Franchise,  The  Ten  Pound  (^Ireland),  c,  Ivii 
1072 

Frauds  see  Embezzlement 
Freedom  of  Discussion  see  Socialism 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Poor  Jaw  Commission,  Com.  cU  25,  Ivii  831, 

834 

French,  Mr.  F 
Railroads  (Ireland),  Leave,  Iviii  1349 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  2, 

Ivii  1187 
Victoria  Park,  Report,  Iviii  724 

Freshfield,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Cambridge  Elections,  Iviii  1460, 1461 
Dartmouth  Harbour,  Ivii  77 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  el.  19,  Ivii  784 
Railway  Bills,  Ivi  268 

West  India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1153, 
]1£8;  Iviii  1350 

Frivolouz  Suits,  I.  lR.»  Ivii  1372  ;3R»  Iviii 
560;  c.  IR.*  740;  2R.»B0l;  3R.»  1120; 
/.  Royal  Assent,  1577 

FroU,  Williams,  and  Jones,  I  Ivi  139 

Galloway,  Earl  gf 
Corn  Ijiws,  Iviii  13 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Iviii  1457 

Gaskell,  Mr.  J.  M. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 3R.  Ivi  1024 

Gilloo,  Mr.  W.  D. 
Administration  of   Justice    (Scotland),   Com. 

moved  for,  Ivi  1218 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  981 
Education  of  the  Working  Classes,  Com.  moved 

for.  Ivii  114.193 
Political  Oflenders,  Iviii  755 

Gisbome,  Mr.  T. 
Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1299 
Criminal  Junticc  in  Boroughs,  Com.  el,  1,  Ivii 
1439, 1440 


Gisbome,  Mr.  T.— con/MtfedL 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  el*  10,  Ivii  735 ; 
el.  18, 777 

Registration  of  VoUrs,  2R.  Ivi  753 

(Ireland)  — The  Fran- 
chise. 2R.  Ivi  1039, 1041 

Staflbrd  and  Rugby  Railway,  2R.  Ivii  317, 325 

Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  295 

Gladstone,  Mr.  J.  E. 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  823,  826 
Sugar  Duties,  Explanation,  Iviii  351,  409,  416, 
417, 418 

Gladstone,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1320, 1.121.  1361 
Jews  Declaration,  Leave,  Ivi  506 ;  3R.  Amend. 

Ivii  754 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  el.  10,  Ivii  726, 

730 
Rum,  East  India,  Com.  el.  3,  Ivii  169 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  160 

Glengall,  Earl  of 

Corn  Uws,  Iviii  182 

Masquerades,  Ivi  1343 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — Elections  of  Guardians, 
Ivi  734,  735,  736— Valuations.  73R,  740— 
Correspondence  moved  for,  1344,  1346 — 
Clonmel  Union,  Ivii  3,  141,  290,  335,  336, 
394,  452.  453, 1244,  1392, 1401 .  1402 

Records  (Ireland),  Ivii  106  * 

Tithe  Composition  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  e/.lvil 
290 

Godolphin,  Lord 
Com  Laws,  Iviii  1118, 1119 

Godson,  Mr.  R. 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ivi  1296 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  el.  16,  Ivii  1467 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com.  cL  4 

Ivii  1418 
Insurance  Companies,  Ivii  1073 
Nottingham  Election,  Iviii  964 

Gordon,  Mr.  R, 
Civil  Contingencies,  Ivii  963 
Compensation  for  Slaves,  Leave,  Ivii  1165 
Excise  Regulations,  Ivii  804.  805 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1172 
Taxes,  Collection  of,  Ivii  703 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  O. 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  1 1 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  72,  73 

Goring,  Mr.  H.  D. 
Highway  Rates,  Report,  Iviii  1483 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  el.  25,  Ivii  831 

Goulbum,  Right  Hon.  H. 
Absence,  Leave  of.  Rarristery,  Ivii  75 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  I)  Com.  «/•  7, 

Ivii  1025  ;  cl.  56,  1048  ;  Report,  Iviii  723 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1309,  1320,  1321 
China— Recall  of  Captain  Elliott,  Ivii  1491 
Church   Rates— Petition    of  William  Bainet» 

Ivii  306 ;  Leave,  Iviii  782. 791 
Colonial  Duties.  Com.  Ivii  886,  890, 922,  925 
Tariff,  Ivii  753 


n 


GOV.       —       GttE.         {INDEX} 


GRE.        —        HAL 


Goulburn,  Right  Hon.  H. — contintted. 
Consolidated  fund — Navy  Estimates,  Com.  Ivii 

396,  459 
Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenare,  3R.  Adj., 

Ivtii  1045 
Copyright  of  Denigns,  Report,  Ivii  586 
Corn  Laws  (Ministerial  Statement),  Iviii  1297 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  642 
Drainage  of  Land  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ivi  46! 
Excise  Regulations,  Ivii  B05 
Hull  Docks,  Ivi  1149 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Ivii  764,  765 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  Com.  Ivti  805 
Misprint  in  Parliamentary  Returns,  Iviii  561 
Municipal  Councils,  Leave,  Ivi  1149 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1182,  1183, 1191;  1360 
Petitions,  Piinting  of,  Ivi  121 ;  Ivii  592 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cL  10,  Ivii  679, 

687,  688;  ci.  11,  738;  cl.  17,  746;  c/.  18, 

776 ;  cl.  23,  800 ;  ci.  25,  833  ;  cl.  30,  840, 

841,  842;  Report,  882 
Post  Office  Revenue,  Ivi  1157 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  131 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  563 
Ridcman,  the  late  Mr.,  Ivi  245 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  moved  for, 

Ivi  215,  218,  586 ;  Report,  630,  631  ;  Com. 

1146,  1147;  c/.  3,  Ivii  168, 171  ;  Report,  286 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  70,  235,  254 

East  India,  Ivii  597 

Vizard,  Mr.,  Appointments  of,  Ivii  1502 
Ways  and  Means,  Ivi  622 
Yeomanry— Supply,  Ivii  15 

Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G. 

Caroline,  Capture  of  the — Lieut  M'Cormick, 
Ivi  1150 

Con6dence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  942 

Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1178,  1180,  1205,  1358, 
1359'-Consolidated  Fund,  Com.  Ivii  397, 
460 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  994 

Grand  Jwry  Pre9entmenii  ( Dublin)  c.  iR*.  Ivii 
454  J  2 R«.  657 

Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
R«m,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  610 ;  cl.  3, 

Ivii  170 
Sug^r  Duties*  Iviii  287 

Grattan,  Mr.  H. 
Conadence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  908 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),    Cjm.   Ivii 
1182  ;c^  3, 1273 

Grattan,  Mr.  J. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviit  9S6 

Green  Park,  The,  c.  Ivii  243,  434 

Greene,  Mr.  T. 
Absence,  Leave  of— Bart  isters,  Ivii  15 
Deposits  on  Shares,  ivii  113 
Election,  Petitions,  Ivi  528 
Laroche,  CapUin,  Petition  of,  Ivii  289 
Ordnance  Survey,  Leave,  Ivi  633 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  592 

Greg,  Mr.  R.  H. 

Copyright  of  Designs,  ^K.  Ivt  1285,  1201 
Su(;ar  Dutie8»  Iviii  126 


Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  E. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1081 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi' 642;  Iviii 

1374 
Ionian  Islands,  Ivii  1016 
Misprint  in  Parliamentary  Returns,  Iviii  562 
New  South  Wales,  Ivii  1004 
Penal  Settlements,  Proposed,  Com.  moved  for, 

Iviii  1343,  1346 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ivi  165;  Com. 

c/.  19,  Ivii  785;  c/.  25,  834 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  1,  Ivii 

1108 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  617 
St.  Albau's,  Bribery  at,  Iviii  1335 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  505,  719 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G. 
Absence,  Leave  of — Barristers,  Ivii  75 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  add.  cl.  Iviii  1442 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Ivii  24 
Church  Rates — Petition  of  William  Baines,  Ivii 

311 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1027 
Education,  Ivii  948 

Franchise,  The  Ten  Pound  (Ireland),  Ivii  1072 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  572 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  131 
School  Sites,  3R.  Iviii  1460 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  246, 255 

Grimsditch,  Mr.  T. 
Clerk  of  the  Peace — Lancaster,  Com.  Iviii  1382 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  cl.  14,  Ivii  1467 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  add.  el. 

Ivii  1439,  1445 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ivi  156;  Ivii  11  ; 

Report,  424,  576;  Com.*?/.  10,  734,  c/.  II, 

738 ;  cl.  15,  741 ;  el.  21,  788 ;  cl.  26,  835 ;  cl. 

27,  837 

Grosvenor,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R, 
Railway  Travelling,  Iviii  1576 

Grote,  Mr.  G. 

Address,  The,  Ivi  50, 109 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  Ivi  625 

Green  Park,  Ivii  454 

New  South  Wales,  Ivii  598,  974,  1005 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  477;  Com.  el.  1, 
483 ;  cL  10, 678  ;  cl.  17,  742.  747,749 ;  d.  22, 
794,  796  ;  el.  23,  802 ;  el.  25,  831 

South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  277 

Sugar  Duties,  Iviii.  108 

Guest,  Sir  J. 
Factories,  Foreign,  Iviii  1565 

Haddington,  Earl  of 
Candlish,  Mr. — Professorship    in    Edinburgh, 

Ivii  1245, 1248 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ivi  137,  138;    Ivii  1391, 

1487 ;  Iviii  1507,  1509 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  12,  95,  181,  182,  497 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  cL  3, 

Iviii  1492;  3R.  Amend.  1552,  1556,  1559, 

1568 
Drainnge  of  Towhs.  Com.  cl.  5,  Ivii  1292, 1293, 

1448 ;  Amend.  1449 

Halford,  Mr.  IJ. 
Church  Rates-i-Cftse  of  William  Baines,  Ivii  389 
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Halford,  Mr.  H. — coHtitmed* 
MediGiil  Reform,  Uave,  Ivi  363 
Poor  Uiw  Commiuioni  Ivti  576 ;  Com.  eL  4, 
637 

Hal],  Sir  B. 
Marylebone  PlarlBh,  IvH  877 
Polilioal  OAandera,  WiH  760 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com*  cL  3,  Ivii  623,  c/. 

30,  840 
Regent's  Park,  Ivii  960 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  £26 

Hamilton,  Captain  C.  J.  B. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1108 
Coroners,  County,  Cora,  ch  6,  Ivii  1461 ;  cL  21, 

Amend.  1470 
Jeifs  Declaration,  2R.  Ivli  98 
Keane,  Lord,  Annuity  to,  Com.  c/.  l,lvi  U34 
Poor  Law  Assistant  Commissioners,  Ivi  940 
-  Commission,  Ivii  476 ;  Com.  c/.  1, 

fiOO  ;  cA  4,  642 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  355 

Hamilton,  Lord  C, 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  988 
Navy  Eftimates,  Ivi  1192 

Ilandley,  Mr,  H, 
Breach  of  Privilege — "  Morning  Chronicle," 

Ivii  1403, 1407 
Hudget,  The,  Ivii  1319 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Mil  1036 
Drainage  of  Land,  Leave,  Ivi  862;    2R,  ivii 

287,  589 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  77 

Harbours  on  the  SotUh  East  Coast,  c  Com. 
mo?ed  for,  Ivii  337,  TA.  38,  N.  t02,  M.  64] 
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Hardinge,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H. 
Army  Estimates,  Wi  1373.  1388, 1393 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  atltf*  cf.  Iviii  1439 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the.  Ivi  1406 }  Ivii 

30,  33— Flogging  on  the  Sabbath,  972 
Ionian  UlandS|  Com*  moved  for,  Ivli  1014, 1016, 

1017 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  WI  582 
Kavy  Eftimates,  Ivi  1361 
Stoplbrd,  Sir  R.  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivl  338 
Yeomanry — Supply,  Ivli  16 

Hard  wick e,  Earl  of 
Com  Laws,  Iviii  335,  499,  692,  1118,  1119, 

1305 
Stopford,  Sir  R.,  Vote  of  Tbanks  to,  Ivi  954 


Harewood,  Earl  of 
Corn  Laws,  Iviil  1251 
Death  Punishment,  Aboiltion   of^   3R« 

1558 
Sugar  Dutiesi  Iviii  1, 5 


Iviil 


ttarland,  Mr.  W.  C. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  357 

Harris,  Mr.  Snow,  see  Lightning  Conductors 

Hastie,  Mr.  A. 
Sugar  DuUcSi  Iviii  960, 4£l 


Hatherton,  Lord 
Canals  Sunday  Tiaffic  on,  ivii  1018  i  Com. 

moved  for,  1071;  Iviii  I486 
Com  Uwa,  iviii  1484 

Hawarden,  Lord 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Ivi  508 

Uawes,  Mr.  B. 

Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com,  «/.  56, 
Ivii  1052;  Report,  Iviii  1399 

Bankruptcy,  (nsoiveRcy  and  LuoMy,  Leave,  Ivi 
482 

Budget,  The,  Ivii  1368 

Cardigan,  Earl  of— Trial  of  the,  Ivi  1407— Flog- 
ging on  the  Sabbath,  Ivii  971 
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Justice,  Delay  in  A^bninistering,  I.  Ivi  736 

Keane,  Lord,  I.  Royal  Message,  Ivi  363;  c. 
366 ;  /.  Address  to  the  Crown,  453 ;  e. 
Pension  to,  554  [;A.  195,  N.  43,  M.  1521, 
584;  Report,  631;  2R.  728— Services  of, 
762;  Com.  el.  1, 1133  [[A.  177,  N.  74,  M, 
103J,  1144 ;  Report,  1348  QA.  127,  N.  35, 
M.  921,  1353  ;  3R.  Ivii  11 TA.  128,  N.  40, 
M.  88],  12 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  13 ;  /. 
2R.*  138;  3R.*  289  see  Appendix 

Kelly,  Mr.  F. 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barristers,  Ivli  75 
Criminal  Law,  Amendment  of  the.  Leave,  Ivil 

57,148 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Leave,  Ivi 
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Kelly,  Mr.  P* — ctmHrnu^* 
4e2, 1083;  9R«  1300  ;  Com.  o/.  3>  l?ii  148S  ; 
W.  e,  1487,  1430 
Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of,  Ivii  77,  81 

Kemble,  Mr.  11. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  449,  46fi 
T&mes  Embankment,  Com.  moved,  Iviii  1446 
Victoria  Park,  Com.  Iviil  368 

Kenyon,  Lord 
Corn  Lavs,  Iviii  490 

Kerr,  Mr,  U  Ivii  138 

Knatchbull^  Right  TIoo.  Sir  E. 
Boroughs  Improvements,  Com.  Iviii  1300 
Charitable  Trusts.  3R.  add.  cU  iviii  1376 
Com  Laws,  Ivlil  1190 

Debts  of  Parishes,  Com.  Iviii  1399, 1400,  1498 
Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland),    Report*  IvlU 

1377 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  £79, 593,  £94 
Poor  Law  Commission,  9 R,  Ivi  426;  Comic/. 

],lvil  439.  445,463;  o/. 4, 660;  cl.  18,  777; 

W.  19,781;  c/.96,829,  835 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  505,  599, 609 
Victoria  Park,  Report,  Ivilt  784 

Knight,  Mr.  H.  G. 
Coroners,  County,  Leave,  Ivi  736 
County  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  479 
Poor  Law  Commission,  9R.  IvI  399 :  Com.  cl. 
4«  Ivii  637 

Labouchen,  Right  Hon.  H. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1} — Court  of 

Chancery,  Com.  add,  cl.  Iviii  1390,  1393 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1351, 1366 
Church  Rates— Petitkm  of  William  Balnea.  Ivii 

309 
Collisions  bX  Sea,  Ivii  108 
Colonial  Duties,  Ivii  148 :  Com.  883, 890, 899, 

915,  925,  930 

Tariff,  Ivii  704,  759 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Pranoe,  Ivi  695 
Consolidated  Fund— Navy  Estimates.  Com.  lyit 


Copyright  of  Designs,  Leave,  Ivi  496, 498 ;  9R. 

1991 ;  Report,  Ivii  577«  582 
Com  Laws— MiniBterial  Statement;,  Iviii  1881 
Deponta  on  Sbarea,  Ivii  1 13 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Iviit  1540 
Education  of  the  Working  Claaaos,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivii  190, 197 
Factories,  Foreign,  Ivii!  1564, 1565 
InaufMice  Companies,  Ivli  1073 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  Com,  moved  for.  Ivii 

843 
National  Monuments,  Admlsaion   to.  Com. 

moved  for,  Ivli  953 
NeapQlium  Datiea^Uw  of  Plaetor,  IvI  654 
Official  and  Declared  Valne,  Ivii  1488 
Private  Bills,  Committeoa  on,  Ui   183  s  Iviii 

1493 
Railway  Bilh,  Ivl  965 
R^hrays,  Leave,  M  318  j  JR.  623, 684, 1347, 

1348  5  Ivii  8 
Rom,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  moved  for, 

M  204,  219,  586,  587,  596,617;  Report, 

631 J  Com.  1145,  1146,  1147,  1148;  c/.  3, 
^  hrii  168, 170,  I7U  Replirt  985  '  ' 

Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  73  \  Report  H  1, 387 


Labouehere,  Right  Hon.  H.    _ 
Sound  Dues,  Ivii  303 ;  Iviii  1574 
SlaObrd  and  Rugby  Railway,  9R.  Ivii  317 
Sugar  Dtttiee,  IvIii  138 

Bast  India,  Ivli  597 

William  Brown,  The,  iviii  808 
Wines,  French,  Drawback  on,  Ivii  611 

Lagan  Navigation  (Urtland),  c.  2R.*  Iviii  185 

Landhrd  mmi  Tmani  ( Irekmd) — Expiamaiion, 
e.  Leave,  Iviii  1254, 1358 

Laogdale,  Hod.  C, 
Maynooth,  Leave,  Ivi  1249 
Poor  Law  Commissbn,  9R.  Ivi  443 ;  Com.  d. 
10,  Ivii  696,  697,  798 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
<>irdigan,  Eari  of.  Trial  of  the— DueinnK.  Wi 

732 
Com  Uws,  Iviii  19, 15,  799,  733  1313 
East  Indian  Produce,  Ivi  175 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  2R.  Ivti  519,  516, 

521  ;  Com.  610 
Usury  Laws^Rate  of  Interest,  Com.  moved 

for,  Iviii  180, 181 

Larocfm,  Captumj  Ptiiiionttf,  c.  Ivii  281  [A.  16, 
N.  20,  M.  43,  289,  349 

Lascelles,  Hon.  W.  S. 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Pmn- 

chise,  2R.  Ivi  1039 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  107 

Law,  Hon.  E. 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  c/.  5, 

Ivii  1423 
Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  671 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivii  549 

Law  Courts  (Duhiin),  Offieert  of,  r.  Ivi  707 

— — ,  New  CcurU  of,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii 
1162 

PfvceedinM,  c.  1R.»  Ivii  1294  j  L  IR.* 

Iviii  1047  J  2R.*  till 

Leader,  Mr.  J.  T. 
Political  Offenders,  Iviil  754 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivil  463 ;  Cora.  qI.  3, 
621 }  d.  85.  834 

Txase  and  Release,  c  lR.»  Ivi  704 ;  2R.»  1139 ; 
SR.Mvii  395;  /,  8R.*  1474}  3R/  Iviii  00; 
Royal  Assent  560 

Lefevre^  Right  Hon.  C.  S.  tee  Speaker,  The 

Lofroy,  Dr.  T. 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, SR.  Ivi  893 

Lekeikr,  Colomii  o.  Ivi  748 

Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Cambridge  Election^  Will  1467 
Lightning  Conductors— Mr,  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

Poor  Uw  Commission,  Com,  ci.  10,  Ivli  688 
Weat  lAdia  Mailsi  Com.  alovod  fvi  IfU  \M 
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Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Marines,  Royal,  Com*  moved  for,  Iviii  679 

Lennox,  Lord  J.  O. 
Army  Estimates.  Ivi  1991 
Cardigan.  Earl  of— Mr.  Muntz's  Resolution, 

Uiii  349 
Marines,  Royal,  Com.  moved  for,  IvUi  676|  680 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1197, 1202 

Lichfield,  Bishop  of 
Canals,  Sunday  traffic  on,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii 
1070 

Liddell,  IIoo.  tf .  T. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Wiii  B63 
Poor  Ijkw  Commission.  Leave,  Ivi  169 ;  2 R.  405 
Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  Ui  323 

Ughinbig  OofMfafcfort  — •  Afr.  Snow  Harris,  c, 
TviTOT;  /.  1019 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 
County  Courts,  Ivi  1132 

lAncolruhirt  Meeting  see  Com  Law$ 

Lindsay,  Mr.  IL  U, 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Ivlii  1065 

Litton,  Mr.  £. 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  JvUi  1316 
Maynootb,  I^eave,  Ivi  1251 
Railroads  (Ireland),  Leave,  Iviii  1350 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)-*Tbe  Fran- 
chise, Leava,  Ivi  311 ;  2R.  831 

LlandafT,  Bishop  of 
Jews  Declaration,  3R«  Amend.  Iviil  1449 

Loan  Societies,  I.  IR.*  Ivlii  1446;  2E.*  1483  ; 
3R.»  ib.;  c.  lR.»  1546;  2R.*  1563  j  3R.« 
1582 

Loohy  Mr.  J. 
Private  BuslneM-^Diasoltttion  of  Parliament, 
Iviii  1493 

Lockhart,  Mr.  A.  M. 
Clerln  of  Justioea  of  tho  Peace  (Scotland),  Iviii 
13M 

London,  Bishop  of 
Cardigan,  Eari  of.  Trial  of  the— Daelling.  Ivi 

731 
Christians  In  Syria,  Ivii  608 
Drainage  of  Towns,  2R.  Ivl  106 
Jews  Declaration,  9R.  Ivlil  1455 
Marriage,  Lav  of^  Iriit  398 
Masquemdes,  Ivi  1339, 1343 
Metropolis  ImprovementSy  9R«  Ivll  1067 

Londonderry,  Marques*  of 

BriOsh  AuxUlaiY  LegioB*  ^^»  1^»  1^47 
Com  Laivs  (Ireland),  IvUl*  1566 

Lucas,  Mr.  E. 
Cora  UwB»  Ml  1804 
Railroads,  (Ireland),  Leavf^  Iviil  1550 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ivi  341 1 
2R.  835  ;  Com.  cA  9,  Ivii  1191, 13(»a 


Lurffan,  Lord 
Address,  The,  Ivl  8 


Lushington,  Rt.  Hon.  S. 
Church  Rates,  Leave.  Ivlli  794 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1008 
Poor  Law  Commisstou,  Com.  eL  10,  Ivli  731 ; 

796  \  ei.  17, 748 ;  el.  19, 785 ;  eL  32,  794 ; 

cL  35, 830,  834 ;  cl.  37, 839 
Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshire,  Iviii  968 
Rum,  East  and  West-India,  Cora,  moved  for, 

Ivi  319,  613;  Com.  1145 
Slavery  in  the  East  Indies,  Ivi  456 
Sugar  Duties,  Ivill  79 

Lynch,  Mr,  A.  II. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1) — Court  of 
Chancery,  Leave,  Ivi  300;  Com.  ci,  19,  Ivii 
1031 3  ci.  35,  1041  i  Report,  Iviii  733 

Lyndhurst,  Lord 
Adminietration  of  Justice — Compensation,  Ivl 

860,  861 
Borough  Improvements,  Report,  IvU  1393  i  3R. 

1451 ;  Amend.  1453 
Charitable  Trusts,  3R.  Iviii  1516, 1518 
Com  Laws,  Ivtii  739 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Iviii  1570; 

3R.  1579, 1581 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  3R.  Iviii  1556 
Drainage  of  Buildings,  Com.  Ivii  1019,  1020; 

cl.  5, 1893, 1447 
Solicitor  to  the  Home-Office,  Ivii  1031, 1033 

Lyttleton,  Lord 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Iviii  1454 

Macaulay,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  B. 

Army  Estimates,  Iri  1361,  1390,  1393,  1394— 
Yeomanry,  Ivii  34 

Cardigan,  Eari  of.  Trial  of  the,  ]vn396;  Ivii 
30— Flogging  on  the  Sabbath^  956, 971— Mr. 
Munu's  resolution,  Iviii  339, 348 

Catholic  Soldiers  (India)  Ivii  31 ;  Iviii  96 

Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  810, 877 

Copyright,  3R.  Ivi  344 

Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland),  Report,  Iviii 
1378 

Jews  Deolaatioo,  SR.  Ivii  761, 765 

Militia  EsUmates,  Iviii  1877 

Registration  of  Voters  (I reland)^The  Fran- 
chise. SR.  Ivi  936 

Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  188 

Machinery,  Exportation  (f,  c.  Com.  moved  for, 
Ivi  670 

M'CofvwK  iMut.  aee  Caro^m,  Tke 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F. 
St.  Albania  Bribery  at,  Iviil  1388 
Taxes,  OoUecUon  of,  Ivli  769 

Mackinnon,  Mr.  W.  A. 
Harbours  on  the  South-East  Coast,  Om%  vcmed 

for,  Ivii  343 
Immigration  into  the  Coloniei.  Ivii  134 
National   Monuments,    Admission   tin  Com. 

moved  for,  Ivii  950 
South  Austmlia,  Com.  Ivii  363 
Turnpike  Trusts.  Ivlii  1315 
Winesi  French|  Drawbacks  oD|  IvU  611 
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Maclean,  Mr.  D. 
Anatomy  Act,  Returns  moved  for,  lviii680,68l| 

683,683. 
Coronere,  County,  Com.  cl.  16,  Wii  1467 
Medical  Reform,  2R.  Ivii  331 
Persia,  Iviii  707,  708 

APLeod,  Mr.^Umted  States,  I  Wi  364;  c, 
367,  456,  1354 ;  k  Ivii  1 ;  c.  955 ;  Iviii  708 

Madhoutei  {Scotland),  c.  iR*  Ivii  702;  3R.* 
Iviii  890;  L  iR.*  1047  ;  2R.*  1552 

Mabon,  Viscount 
Controverted  Elections,  2R.  Iviii  J48I ;  Com. 

1502 
Convicts  in  the  Hulks,  Ivii  1055,  1056, 1492 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com.  ct.  5, 

Ivii  1424 
International  Copyright,  Ivi  707,  777 
New  South  Wales,  Ivii  984 
Penal  Settlements.  Proposed,  Com.  moved  for, 

Iviii  1345, 1346 
South  Australia,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  326 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivii  522 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  Ivii  1455 

Mails,  carrying  the,  on  tlie  Sabbath,  c.  Ivii  703 

Manchester,  Disturbance  at,  L  Iviii  1448 

Marine  Mutiny,  e.  iR.'  Ivii  8;  2R.»  72 ;  3R.^ 
291 ;  /.  IR/  334;  2R.»  391 ;  3R*  512 

Marines  Royal,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii  676 
Marriage  Act,  Amendment,  I.  lR».  Iviii  1503 
■  Law  of,  L  Iviii  394 

Marylebone  Parish,  c.  Ivii  876 
Masquerades,  L  Ivi  1339 

Mathew,  Mr.  G.  B. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  521 

Manle,  Hon.  F. 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Com. 

moved  for,  Ivi  1220 
Anatomy  Act,  Iviii  681,  682 
Bankruptcy,  Insolvency,  and  Lunacy,  Leave, 

Boroughs,  Improvement,  Com.  Iviii  725 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  IvIii  1301, 1302 
Candlish,  Mr.— Biblical  criticism  (Edinburgh), 

Ivii  972 
Census,  The,  Ivii  395 
Clerk  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  (Sootiand),  Iviii 

1355 
Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1297 
ConvicUat  Woolwich,  Ivii  1492 
Coroners  County,  2R.  Ivii  101 ;  Com.  cl,  6, 

1460,  1465;   cl.  16,  1466;    el.  21,  1470; 

Amend.  1472, 1473 
County  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  472,  479, 481, 1023— 

Advance   from    Consolidated   Fund,    1300, 

1301 ;  2R,  Ivii  172,  189,  193, 958 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Ivii  930 
Debts  of  Parishes,  Com.  Iviii  1399 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  cL  1.  Iviii  1359 
Drainage  of  Towns,  Iviii  725 
Emigration  of  Females,  Ivii  597 
Execution  of  Criminals,  Leave,  Ivi  668 
Factory  Children,  Ivii  877 
Fairs,  Ivii  454 
Health  of  tiie  Metropolis,  Ivii  753 


I  Maulf ,  Hon.  F. — continued. 

*      Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland)  —Colonel  Sibtliorp, 

Iviii  1378, 1379 
Medical  Reform,  Leave,  Ivi  361 
Penal  Settiements,  proposed.  Com.  moved  for. 

Iviii  1344,  1345,  1346 
Political  Offenders,  Iviii  749 
Poole  Union — Peter  Rickets  and  Rebecca  Moore, 

Ivii  772 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivi  421 ;  Com.  Ivii 

43,  44,  45 ;   cl.  3,  621 ;   cl.  6,  673. 701  ;  c/. 

1 1,  737.  738 ;  cl.  15,  739  ;  cL  22,  789,  792 ; 

cl.  25, 830, 833 ;  Report,  882 
Registration  of  Voters  (ScoUand),  Leave,   Ivi. 

704 
Scott.  Sir  W.,  Monument  to,  Leave,  Ivii  288 
Small  Debts  Courts,  Ivii  1022,  1023 
Tithes-^Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi.  472 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivii  550 
Turnpike  Acts,  Continuance,  Leave,  Ivi  863 

TrusU.  Ivi  1 132;  Iviii  1315 

Vizard,  Mr.,  Appointments  of,  Ivii  1500 
Waldegrave,  Lord,  Ivii  596 
Yeomanry — Supply,  Ivii  14 

Maunsell,  Mr.  T.  P. 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1203 

M(^fnooth  College,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  1222 ;  IR.*  Ivii 
590 

Medical  Reform,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  361 ;  iR.*  363  ; 
Bill  withdrawn,  742  ;  (No.  2),  iR.*  1132  ; 
2R.  Ivii  330;  Bill  postponed,  Iviii  1317 

Melbourne,  Viscount 
Address,  The,  Ivi  28 
Administration  of  Justice — Compensation  Ivi 

861 
British  Auxiliary  Legion,  IvHt  1447 
Canada— Delay  in  Printing  Ordinances,  Ivi  859 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the— Duelling,  Ivi 

734 
China,  Ivii  1243 ;  Iviii  71 
Christians  in  Syria,  Ivii  609 
Church  of  Sootiand,  Ivi  137,  138 ;  Ivii  69,  70, 

1384;  Iviii  1506,  1510, 1511,  1512, 1513 
■  Rates,  Ivi  259 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  Ivii  609 
Com  Laws,  Ivii  1374,  1376 
Keane,  Lord,  Address  to  the  Crown,  Ivi  453 
M'Leod,  Mr.— United  States,  Ivi  366 ;  Ivii  3 
Persia,  Relations  with,  Ivi  773 
St.Sulpice,  Seminary  of,  Ivi  1323,  1329;  Ivii 

236 
West  India  Mails,  Ivii  1149 

Melville,  Viscount 
Church  of  Sootiand,  Ivii  1391 
Drainage,  of  Buildings,  Com.  c/.5,  Ivii  1291, 

1449 
West  India  Mails,  Ivii  1152 

Metropolis  Lnprooemenis,  c.  Com.  Ivii  805 ;  /. 
1R.»  933  ;  2R.  1066^  3R.»  1242  ;  c.  (No.  2), 
1R.»  Iviii  1314  ;  2R.*  1351 ;  3R.»  1476 ;  /. 
IR.*  1483  ;  2R.»  1503;  3R.»  1566;  Royal 
Assent,  1577,  see  Bridges 

Midnight  Sittings,  Against,  c.  Ivi  122  TA.  31, 
N.  130,  M.  99],  125 

Mildmayi  Mr.  P.  St  J. 
Absenoei  Leave  of— Barristers^  Ivii  75 
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Bribery  at  Elections,  Leave,  Iviii  888 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  816— Bribery  at, 
Iviii  1329, 1331 

Miles,  Mr.  P.  VV.  S. 

Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1298 
Putative  Fathers,  Ivii  82 


Morpeth,  Viscount— cofi/innecf. 
Railroad  (Ireland),  Leave,  Iviii  1347.  1349 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ivl  832 

The  Franchise, 
Leave,  Ivi  274,  285  296 ;  2R.  778,  838,  1006, 
1033, 1 105  ;  Ivii  958,  970. 971 ;  Com.  1074; 
el.  1,  1091, 1179 ;  d.  2, 1186,  1227, 1253 


Morrison,  Mr.  J. 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Leave,  Ivi  499 
Machinery,  Exportation  of.  Com.  moved  for, 
Ivi  691 


Miles,  Mr.  W. 
Drainage  of  Land,  2R.  Ivii  287 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report  Ivii  427 

MUUia  BaUot  Sutpemion  c,  iR.*  Iviii  705 ;  2R.* 
740;  3R.«  963 ;  /.  lR.»  1047 ;  2R.»  1247  j     Mount  Cashell,  Eari  of 
3R.«  1400;  Royal  Assent,  1577  -    "         -    •    -  »- 

Estimaiet,  c.  l?iii  1377 


Pay  c  1R.»  Iviii  1414;  2R.*  1460; 

3E.'  1519;  /.  IR.*  1503;  2R.»  1552  3R.» 
1577 

Miloeip  Mr.  R.  M. 

Address,  The,  Ivi  78 

Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  892 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  c/.  5, 

Ivii  1423 
Jews  Declaration,  2R.  Ivii  99 ;  3R.  766 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to.  Report,  Ivi  1362 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland) -The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  942 
JStoddart,  Colonel,  Ivi  777 

Minto,  Earl  of 
Lightning  Condnctort— Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

1019 
President  Steam  Vessel,  The,  Iviii  1401 
St.  Sulpice,  Ivii  140 
Stopford,  Sir  R^  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  249, 

255 
Syria,  Services  in,  Ivi  1210 
West  India  Mails,  Ivii  1151 

MitpnrU  in  ParUameniary  Retumt,  c.  Iviii  561 

Moleswortb,  Sir  W. 
New  South  Wales,  Ivii  997 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  399 

MoDteagle,  Lord 
Com  Laws,  Iviii  181 

Rum,  East  and  West  India,  2R.  Ivii  518  ;  Com. 
610 

Morpeth,  Viscount 
Arras,  Registration  of  (Ireland),  Ivt  1021, 1022; 

2R.  Ivii  962 
Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  Ivii  1167;  Iviii 

1317 
Church  Rates,  Leave,  Iviii  783 
Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Mi  924 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  929 
Drainage  of  Land  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ivi  460, 

461 ;  Com.  Ivii  1289 
Dublin  Improvements,  of.  Com*  moved  for,  Ivii 

772 
Law  Courts  (Dublin),  Officers  of,  Ivi  707 
Maynooth,  Leave,  Ivi  1236, 1242 
National    Monuments,    Admission    to,    Com. 

moved  for,  Ivii  955 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  1455 
-.: (Ireland)  Ivii  14; 


Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the— Duelling,  Ivi 

733 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  1119,  1120,  1313 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com.  el.  3, 

Iviii  1487 
Drainage  of  Towns,  Com.  el.  5,  Ivii  1292 
M*Leod.  Mr.— United  States.  Ivi  364;  Ivii  1 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  4,  5 

Mount  Edgecumbe,  Earl  of 
Lightning  Conductors — Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivl 
1019,  1020 

Mumcipal  Anmutiet,  c.  iR.*  Ivii  934 


'  Corf)orationif  c.  2R.  f  A.  93,  N.  20, 

M.  73],  Iviii  1044, 1254 ;  Com.  [A.  58,  N. 
31,  M.  27],  1300;  3R.  [A.54,  N.  9,  M. 
45],  1434;!  lR.»  1446;  3R.»  1552 ;  Royal 
Assent,  1577 

— —  Councils,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  1149 
— ^—  EUctori,  c.  Iviii  1315 


I 


Muntz,  Mr.  6.  F. 
Cardigan,  Eari  of,  Iviii  337,  349 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1 109 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ivi  1296 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  el.  1,  Ivii 

933 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  582;  Com.c/.  1. 

1144 
Machinery,  Exportation  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi 

691 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivi  404;  Ivii  481 ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  605 ;  el.  3,  624 ;  cL  10,  697 ;  el. 

19,  781 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  558 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  554 

Mutiny,  c.  iR.*  Ivii  8 ;  2R.*  72 ;  3R.*  291 ;  /• 
1R,»  334 ;  2R.*  391 ;  3R.»  512 

National  Monuments^  Adnuuion  to,  c.  Com. 
moved  for,  Ivii  950 

Navy  Ettimata,  c  Ivi  1158  [A.  89,  N.  8,  M. 
81],  1192, 1356  see  ConsoUdated  Fund 

Neapoliian  Duties -^Law  of  Factor,  c,  Ivi  554 

Newfoundland — I%e  House  of  Assembly,  L  Ivii 
391  ;  c.  611,  657 ;  Com.  moved  for,  705 

New  South  Wales,  c.  Mr.  Grote's  Resolution, 
Ivii  598,  974  [p.  q.  A.  8,  N.  52,  M.  44], 
1006;  IR.*  Iviii  1120;  2R.*  1254;  SR.* 
1414 ;  1 1R.»  1400 ;  2R.»  1483 ;  3R.*  1552; 
Royal  Assent,  1577  see  Canvicfs 


NIC.       —       O'BR.         (1  N  D  E  X.}       (yBR.       —       OTt 


NidMl,  Dr.  J. 
AmeDdineoto  impioperi/  made  io  Billf.  Iviii 

U47 
Chardb  IUlc«— Cue  of  Mr.  Bsinet,  Ivii  375, 

380 ;  Leave,  AbomI.  Iviii  186 
Tiihw    K4ylftiifticil  CoorU,  LoLte,  Id  47'2 

l^^er  Ejpeditkm^  c.  IW  510,  692 

NonDaofajy  Mavqam  of 
Biddnlpb,  Mr.,  Ivii  1138, 1146, 1147 
Birmiof^liaun  RioCt,  Ivii  969 
Boranglis  ImprovemeDU,  3IL  Ivii  1452,  1453 
Bnbery  at  Clectioos,  Con.  Iviii  1560, 1663 
Buihiiiigs  Regnlatioin,  Com.  Ivii  806 
Canals,  Sunday  Traffic  oo.  Com.  moved  for, 

Ivii  1069, 1071 ;  Mti  I486 
GandlidH  Rev.  Mr.,  Ivii  452. 1347 
Cardigan,  Eari  of.  Trial  of  Uie,  1  vi  763 
CaUiolic  Prieets^Tbe  Earl  of  Rtme,  Ivii  1138 
Cbvtlsta,  Repeal  of  the  Union.  Ivi  764 
Cborch  of  Sooduid.  Ivii  66,  71,  1488;  Iviii 

1509 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  503. 504 
Crimes  (Ireland),  Ivii  854,  857, 867,  875,  933, 

966, 967, 969, 
Criminal  Jnatice  in  Boroaglit,  Com.  Ivlil  1570, 

1571,  1572;  3R.  1577,  1579, 1580. 1581 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  Mil 

H86;  el.  3,  1487,  1483 1  3R.  1558,  1556, 

1658. 1568, 1569 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1573 
Drainace  of  BiuldiDge,  I R.  Ivi  138 ;  2R.  539, 

552, 553 ;  Report,  Ivii  768 ;  Com.  806,  1018. 

1019,  1020.  1152,  1290,  1292,  1447,  1448, 

1449, 1450, 1451 ;  Iviii  1568 
Frost,  WiUkms  and  Jones,  Ivi  143, 144 
Kerr,  Mr.,  Ivii  138 

Manchester,  Distnrbance  at,  Iviu  1448, 1449 
Masquemdes,  Ivi  1343 
Metropolis  Improvement^  211.  hrii  1068 
NewfiNindland — ^The  House  of  Atsembly,  IvHSflS 
Petty  Settioos,  2R.  Ivi  1017 
Poor  Law  Commisdon,  Ivi  854, 856. 856 
'     ■  (IreUmd).  Ivi  508— Election  of  Gnar^ 

dians,  735,  736-'Valuations  738,  739,  740, 

741— Correspondence  moved  for,  1344, 1345, 

1346— Clonmel  Union.  Ivii  7>  141,  290. 334. 

335,  336.  453,  807.  1244, 1396, 1397, 1400, 

1401  ;  Iviii  1582 

Records  (Ireland),  Ivii  105, 106 


St.  Stilpice.  Ivii  106.  107,  106,  139,  140,  214, 

137.238.241.242 
Solicitor  to  the  Home  OAlce,  Ivii  1022 
Turnpike  Trnsto.  Ivi  1206 
Waldegrave,  Lord,  his  Case,  Ivii  656 

Norreys,  Lord 
ConAdoDoe  In  the  Ministry,  Ivill  906 

Norrevs,  Sir  C.  D.  O.  J. 
B.  ibcry  at  Elections,  Com.  add.  eL  Iviii  1438 
ReRistratlon  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  tL  2. 
Ivii  1190 

NortliamptoD,  Marquess  of 
Dnilna({e  of  Towns,  8R.  IvI  553 

Holtingham  EUdion  c.  Ivili  964 

0*Brien,  Mr.  W.  S. 

Bribery  at  ElGctions,  Com.  tviii  1435:  add.ei. 
1436,  1439. 1441.  1442 


O'Brieo.  Mr.  W 
Caroline.  Destmctioa  of  the.  Ivii  1490 
Destitatioo   io    the 

Com.  moved  for.  hri  SIJ 
Drainage  (Irehmd),  Cosa-lvU  1 
Edocatioo,  Ivii  942 

M'Leod,  Mr.-  United  9mm.  Wi  13M 
Railroads  (Ireland),  Leaw,  Ivfil  1319 
Registntion  of  Votei*  (Irrhndj, 

2u7--The  Fnachise,  2R.  M7  i 

Ivii  1 189, 1403 


ce.t. 


tLl, 


O'Coonell,  Mr.  D. 

Administimtioa  of  Jnstioe  (Nou  U\ 

Ivii  1026 
Arms.  Reeistration  of  Ireland,  Ivi  1082 
Army  Estimates— Yeomanrr,  Iv8  34 
Canada,  Ivii  18 
Cardigan.  Eari  of,  Ivii  17 
Catholic  Soldiers  (India),  Ivii  21 .  31 ;  Hiit 
Confidence  in  the  Mintstrr,  Iviii  lOK,  |< 

1070, 1074,  1075 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Leavr,  Ivi  5M      . 
Coroners,  CounU,  Com.  eL  3,  IvU  1457, 1459 
Coontv  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  478 
Banish  Claims,  Com.  moved  figr,  ivi  640 
Death.  Panishment,  Abolitioo  of,  Cbm.  c^  2, 

Ivii  1409;  c/.  4.  1417 
DraiABge  of  Land  (Ireland),  Leave.  Ivi  461 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  562 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Irclaiid)~BzBli^Miaa, 

Iviii  1254, 1256.  1257,  1363, 1354 

M'Leod,  Mr.— United  States.  Ivi  374 

Mayoooth,  Leave,  Ivi  1227,1228, 1231,  124^ 
1253  —-,,-, 

Midnight  Sittings.  Ivi  124 
Niger  Expedition,  Ivi  696 
Orsngemen  (Canada),  Iviii  96 
Petitions,  Printing  of,  Ivi  121 
Political  Offenders.  Ivitl  754 
Railway  Bills,  Ivi  267 

Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshire,  IviH  1250 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland).  Leave,  Ivi  234 

( 


chise,  Leave,  Ivi  285, 302, 310 ;  2R.  798, 887. 

1072;Com.d:i,lviilll4»lll6,1128,1136t 

C/.2,  1187,  1204,  1218,  1228,  1291.  1237. 

1242,  1271 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  moved  for. 

Ivi  218 ;  Report.  626.  630 
Texas,  Ivi  456,  705. 1346 
West  IndU  Maili,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1158 

O'Connell,  Mr.  J. 
Colonial  Appointmento,  Ivii  359 
Newfoundland.  Ivii  659 ;  Com.  BM»ved  for,  710 
Regiitiation  of  Voler«  (Ireland)— The  Fiwi- 

chise.  Leave,  Ivi  307 
Ram,  Bhit  India,  Com.  WL  3,  Ivii  171 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  291 

CyConDell,  Mr.  M.  J. 
Mayoooth,  Leave,  Ivi  1243 
Registration  of  Voien  (Irelaad)— llie  Fmn- 
chise,2R«  Ivi  1043 

0*Conor,  Mr.  D. 
Registntion  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fiao* 
chiae.  Leave,  Ivi  312 

O'Ferrall,  Mr.  R.  M. 
Consolidated  Fund— Navy  Estimates,  Ivii  456 
Ploffging  in  the  Navy,  Ivfl  1166 


O'FE.       —       PAR. 


O Terrell,  Mr.  R.  M.-^conHnuid. 
Lljrhtning  CoDductort^Mr*  Snow  HarriB,  Ivi 

711.715 
Navy  Estimates,  Wl  1100,  Ud6,  1178,  1183, 

1205, 1358, 1360 
Niger  Expedition,  Ivi  695 

Offencei  agahut  the  Penon^  e.  QR,*  Ivii  454 ; 
Bill  withdrawn,  Iviii  1564 

Official  and  Declared  VtJm,  c.  Ivii  1493 
Orangemen  (Canada),  c  Iviii  96 

Ord,  Mr.  W. 
Controverted  Elections,  SR.  Ivlii  1481 

Ordnance  Ettimalet,  c.  Ivii  35,  282 

'  Survey  J  c.  Leave,  Ivi  529  ;  2H.*  Ivii 
141  i  Com.  510,  772;  3R.»  Iviii  963;  /. 
IR.*  1047  ;  2R.*  1247  ;  3R/  1400  ;  Royal 
Assent  1577 

Paget,  Colonel  F. 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barristerti  Ivii  76,  77 

Pakington,  Mr.  J.  S. 

Coroners,  County,  Leave  Ivi  7^.  726 ;  SR.  Ivii 
100  ;  Com.  cL  2, 1456 ;  el.  3,  1457,  1458 ;  cL 
6,  1460,  1465;  d.  14,  M66;  c/.  16,  1467, 
1468;  cl.  21,  1472;  Bill  postponed,  Iviii 
1316 

Newfoundland,  Ivii  61 1, 657,  658 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  705 

St.  Sulpice,  Seminary  of,  Ivi  705,  706 

Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivii  545 

Palmer,  Mr.  G. 
Burdens  on  Land,  Iviii  1498 
Colonial  Duties  Ivii  165 ;  Com.  920 
Official  and  Declared  Value,  IvU  1493 
Poor  Law,  Com.  el.  15,  Ivii  740 
Public  Offices—Petitionsi  Iviii  1260, 1316 
Sugar  DoUea,  Iviii  369 

Palmer,  Mr.  R. 
Deposits  on  Shares,  Ivii  1 13 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  c/.  1,  Ivii  447 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  ivi  1148 

Palroorston,  Viacount 
Address,  The,  Ivi  109,  112 
Adjournment,  Ivii  935,  936 
Boundary,  North- Easterui  Ivi  760,  761 
Candia,  Iviii  1121 
Christians  in  Syria.  Ivii  143 
Com  Lawn,  Iviii  1 120 
International  Copyright»  Ivi  707,  778 
M'Leod,  Mr.— IJnited  SUtes,   Ivi  3*ri,  378, 

373,  457, 458, 459 ;  Mi  955 
Navy  Eatimates,  Ivi  1 182,  1 186, 1204 
Persia.  Ivi  375 ;  Iviii  707,  708 
Portugal,  Claims  on,  Ivl  512, 514  ;  Ivii  936 
Rio  Plata.  Iviii  706 
Sound  Dotien,  Ivii  300 
Stoddart,  Colonel,  Ivi  777 
Sugar  Dutien,  Iviii  641 
Switwrland,  Ivi  778 
Texas,  Ivi  456,  705, 1346 
Turkey.  Syria  and  Egypt,  Ivi  759 ;  Ivii  144, 
145,146 

Parith  Conttabki,  c.  IR.*  Ivi  741  -,  2R.* Iviii  705 
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Par'uha,  DeUi  of,  tee  IMit 


Parker,  Mr.  J. 
Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of,  Ivii  80 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  281 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  448 

Parker,  Mr.  R.  T. 
Boroughs  Improvements,  Com.  Ivlti  1300 
Poor  Diw  Commission,  Report  Ivii  4l6;  Com. 

cL  6,  Amend.  672 ;  el.  10,  734 ;  cl.  15,  741 ; 

el.  21  y  839 

Parks-^Fairs,  see  Green  Park^Regenti  Park 

Parliamentary  Burghs  (Scotland)^  c  IR^lvii 
454;  2R.*876 

■  Papers,  Transmission  of,  c.  Ivi 

776 


— —  Returns  see  Misprini 
'  Foters  (Ireland)  see  Registration 

Parochial  Assessments,  c.  IR.*  Ivi  1020 

Famell,  Right  Hon.  Sir  11. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  439 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  add.  el, 

ivii  939, 933,  1431,  1436.  1438,  1439. 1440 
South  Western  Railway.  Report,  Ivii  291 

Pattison,  Mr.  J. 
Absen<^,  Leave  of.  Barristers,  Ivii  75 

Pease,  Mr.  J. 
Sound  Duties,  IvIl  304 
South  Western  Railway,  Report,  Ivii  292 

Pechell,  Captain  0.  R. 
Church  Rates,  Leave.  Iviii  796 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Coait,  Conk  moved 

for,  Ivii  344 
Highway  Rates.  Report,  Ivili  1483 
Laroche,  Captain,  Petition  of,  Ivii  357 
Marines,  Royal,  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii  680 
Municipal  Coiincila,  Leave,  Ivi  1149 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1197,  1204,  1358,  1360, 

1361 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave.  Ivi  164;  9R. 

440  i  Recommittal,  Ivtl  43,  612 ;  cl,  3,  624 ; 

el.  19, 779,  786 ;  el  25.  833,  834 
Tithe8-*Ecclesiastical  CourU,  Leave,  Ivl  471 
West  India  Mall  Statjou,  Iviii  1350, 1351 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barristers,  Ivii  76, 84 
Address,  The,  Ivi  94,  1 12, 1 13 
A^jourmnenty  Iviii  890 
Adminiatration  of  Justice  (No.  ])— Court  of 

Chancery,  Com.  cL  56,  Ivii  1049;  add.  el. 

1387.  1397 

■■  (Scotland),     Con. 

moved  for,  Ivi  1219 
Army  Estinatea,  Ivi  13812 
Ashworth,  Mr.,  and  Sir  R.  Peel,  Ivtii  609 
Borough  Improvements,  Com.  Iviii  1300 
Boundary,  North  Eastern.  Ivi  759,  760,  761 
Bribery  at  Elections.  Iviii  709 ;  2R.  1301  ; 

Com.  1435 
British  Museum,  Com,  of  Supply,  Iviii  1299 
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PEM.       —        POO. 


Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  K.-^comiinued. 
Badget,  The,  Ivii  1304,  1328. 1336, 1360 
Canadas,  Unioa  of  the,  Ivi  706 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Ivii  32 
Caroline,  Destruction  of  the,  Ivii  1495,  1496, 

1498 
China,  War  in,  Ivii  974— Recall  of  CapUin 

EUiot,  1491 
Church  Rates— Petition  of  William  Baines,  Ivii 

312;  Case  of,  383 
Colonial  Tariff,  Ivii  704 
Con6dence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  706,  803,  808, 

843,909,  1216,1231,1247 
Consolidated  Fund,  Ivii  460 
Controverted    Elections,    Leave,    Iviii    1462; 

Com.  1499,1502 
Convicts  in  the  Hulks,  Ivii  1057, 1059 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ivi  1287  ;  Report, 

Ivii  585,  588 
Corn  Laws— Ministerial  SUtement,  Iviii  1274, 

1280,  1287, 1289,  1290,  1291 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  el.  3,  Ivii  1457,  1458 
County  Courts,  Ivi  1023, 1133 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  cL  4, 

Ivii  1418 
Destitution  in  the  Highlands  —  Emigration, 

Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  523 
Dublin,  Improvement  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii 

772 
Education  of  the  Working  Classes,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivii  123, 131 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Coast,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivii  346 
Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland)— Colonel  Sib- 

thorpe,  Iviii  1380 
Ionian  Islands,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1015 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  563  ;  Com.  el.  1, 

1140 
Lightning  Conductors — Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

716 
M'Leod,  Mr.— United  Sutes.  ivi  373, 375 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Iviii  1300 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1181, 1184,  1188, 1191 
Newfoundland.  Ivii  659 
New  South  Wales,  Ivii  982,  998 
Ordnance  Survey,  Com.  Ivii  51 1 
Ptoal  Settlements,  Proposed,  Com.  moved  for, 

Iviii  1345, 1346 
Persia,  Ivi  374,  375 
Petitions,  PrinUng  of,  Ivi  122;  Ivii  572,594, 

595 
Political  Offenders,  Iviii  741,  757 
Poor  Law  Commission,  2R.  Ivi  408;  Ivii  10; 

Com.  ei.  1,  442,  576 ;  c/.  2,  614 ;  e/.  3,  619, 

623;  c&  4,  645  ;  eL  10,  691,  696,  699,  700, 

720;  el.  11,  738 ;  el.  15,  739,  740;  el.  17, 

747  ;  el.  22,  789,  794 ;  el.  23,  800,  801 
Railways,  2R.  Ivi  624,  1346, 1347, 1348 ;  Ivii  8 
Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshire,  Iviii  1323 
Registration  of  Votera  (Ireland)^The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  1041,  1096;  Com.  el.  1,  hni 

1121, 1131,  1136, 1174;  cl.  2,  1204,  1217, 

1241, 1284 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  617 
Su  Alban*s  Committee,  Ivii  824 
St.  Sulpice,  Semina^  of,  Ivi  706 
Sound  Duties,  Ivii  301 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  261,  269 
Stafford  and  Rugby  Railway,  2R.  Ivii  319 
Sugar  Duties,  Ivii  1490 ;  Iviii  615,  667,  709, 

711 
Turkey  and  Egypt,  Ivli  144 
Victona  Park,  Com.  Iviii  268 
Ways  and  Means,  lyi  623 


Pemberton,  Mr.  T. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  ei,  19, 
Ivii  1031  ;  el.  35, 1039,  1041 ;  d.  56, 1050 ; 
Report,  Iviii  1395 

Pemd  Settlementi,  Propoted,  c  Com.  moved 
for,  Iviii  1343 

Persia,  Relations  with,  I.  Ivi  764  ;  c.  Iviii  706 

Petit ioni.  Pottage  of,  c.  Ivii  84 

Pmltv^,  c.  Ivi  121 ;  Ivii  571,  590 


see  Election — Public  OfficcM 
Petty  Sessions,  I  2R.  Ivi  1016 

Philips,  Mr.  M. 
Ashworih,  Mr.,  and  Sir  R.  Peel,  Iviii  802 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1349 
Clerk  of  the  Peace— Lancaster,  Iviii  1381 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Leave,  Ivi  494 ;  Report, 

Ivii  585 
CriminalJustice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  el.  1,  Ivii 

933 ;  add.  cl.  1434,  1436,  1458,  1440,  1442, 

1445 ;  Iviii  89 
Destitution  in  the  Highlands — Emigration, 

Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  527 
Machinery,  Exportation  of,  Com.  moved  lor, 

Ivi  670 
Ordnance  Survey,  Leave,  Ivi  533 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  567 
Stafford  and  Rugby  Railway,  2R.  Ivii  318 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  532 

Pigot,  Right  Hon.  D.  R. 
Arms  (Ireland),  Lords'  Amend.  Iviil  726 
Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland),  Report,  Iviii 

1378 
Registration  of  Voters  (Inland)— The  Pnu. 

chise,2R.  Ivi  904  ;  Com.  el.  2,  Ivti  1 188 
Tithe  Composition  (Ireland),  2R.  Ivl  534, 535 

Planta,  Right  Hon.  J. 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Coast,  Com.  moved 
for,  Ivii  339 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  P. 
Cambridge  Election,  Ivili  1473 
Church  Rates,  Leave,  Iviii  794 
Debts  of  Parishes.  Com.  Iviii  1476 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Cosat,  Com.  ouyved 

for,  Ivii  346 
Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1201 
Pr^ecdle,  New,  Iviii  1592 
Railways,  Leave,  Ivi  320 

Polhill,  CapUin  F. 
Albert,  Prince,  and  Repeal,  Ivi  145,  181 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com.  eL  4, 

Ivii  1420 
Poor  Uw  Commission,  Ivii  1455 ;  Iviii  708 

Political  Offenders,  c.  Ivii  740  {A.  58,  N.  58 
(Mr.  Speaker  gave  the  casting  vote  io  favour 
of  the  Noes),  M.  1^,  764 

Pollock,  Sir  F. 
County  Courts,  2R.  M  172 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cL  3.  lvi^616 

Poole  Union — Peter  Rickets  and  Rebeeca-Moore, 
c.  Ivi  701,  769 


POO.       —       PRI.         {I  N  D  E  X.}         PRI.        — 


RED. 


Toor  Imo  Cornmiinm,  e»  Leave,  Ivi  155 ;  IR. 
174;  2R.  375  fA.  201,  N.  54,  M.  147], 
451;  /.  854 — c.  Atiiitant  Commistioners, 
940 ;  Recomroiital,  Ivii  9,  43  ;  Report, 
400  [A.  217,  N.  51,  M.  106]|.437;  cl  1, 
439;  Amend. 445  [p.  q.  A.  191,  N.  46,  M. 
145],  449,  460;  2nd.  Amend.  482  [p.  q, 
A.  174,  N.  135,  M.  39],  505;  cUme  as 
amended  [A.  163,  N.  49,  M.  1 14],  509, 572 ; 
d.  2,  612 ;  d.  3,  615 ;  c/.  4,  624  [A.  225, 
N.  75,  M.  150],  647;  add.  cl.  660  [A.  9,  N. 
155,  M.  146],  670;  cl.  6,  672;  c/.  8  [A. 
77,  N.  58,  M.  19],  673;  Amend.  [A.  64, 
N.  88,  M.  24],  675;  c/.  10,  676 ;  Amend. 
[A.  172,  N.  108,  M.  64],  697 ;  2nd  Amend. 
[A.  119,  N.  32,  M.  87 J.  732;  ITiat  the 
daae  stand  part  of  the  Bill  [A.  141,  N.  36, 
M.  105],  736;  c/.  11,  737;  c/.  15,  739;  cl 
17,  741  [A.  144,  N.  23,  M.  121  J,  749  ;  cl 
18  [*r.  p.  A.  18,  N,  109,  M.  91],  751,  773  ; 
cUmte  withdrawn,  777 ;  cl  19,  778;  dame 
struck  out,  788;  cl  21,  t^.;  cl  22,  t6. ; 
Amend.  [A.  22,  N.  216,  M.  1941;  797;  cl 

23,  799  [A.  143,  N.  74,  M.  69  |,  802  ;  d. 

24,  828 ;  cUaae  struck  out,  829 ;  g/.  25,  ib, ; 
Amend.  [A.  38,  N.  136,  M.  98],  835 :  d. 
26  t6.  LA.  115,  N.  66,  M.  49],  837  ;  cl  27, 
ib  [A.  130,  N.  69,  M.  61],  840;  d.  30,  t6.; 
dame  withdrawn,841 ;  Report,  877 ;  /.1252 ; 
c.  1455, 1491 ;  Bill  put  off,  Iviii  708,  1401 
see  Pode  Union 

■  ( Jfdand^  I  Returns  moved  for,  Ivi 
508 — Election  of  Guardians^  734— Ta/tta- 
tiofUf  73S^^Corretpondence  moved  for,  1344 
-^Clonmd  Union,  I  Ivii  3  141 ;  c  147 ;  I 
290,  334,  394,  452,  610,  657,  769,  806, 
1244,1392— ilppotn/ifien^i,  Iviii  1304, 1582 

■  Recordt  (Ireland),  I  Ivii  105 


Popidaiion  Acts  Amendment,  e,  IR.*  Ivii  611, 
2R.*  657;  /.  1R.»  768;  2R.»806;  3R.'  842 

Portman,  Lord 
Corn  Uws  Iviii  94,  185, 1409,  1410 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Amend.  Iviii  1573 

Portvgaif  Ciaimt  on,  c  Returns  moved  for,  Ivi 
510;  Ivii  936 

Pott  Office  Revenue,  c,  Ivi  1\57 ^Beguktiont, 
Ivii  704 

Pottage  of  Foreign  Parcdt,  c,  Ivi  728  see  Pe- 
titiont 

Pretideni  Steam  Vettd,  The,  I  Iviii  1400 

Pringle,  Mr.  A. 
Absence,  Leave  of^'Barristers,  Ivii  76 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Amend,  Ivii  760 
St.  Alban's,  Bribery  at,  Iviii  1336 

Printing  Petitiont  see  Petitiont 

Private  BilU,  Comndtteet  on,  c.  Mr.  Ewart's 
Motion,  Ivi  127  [A.  22,  N.  24,  M.  2l,  134 ; 
Iviii  1493 ;  /.  1560 

Primkg^  see  Breach  of  Privilege 

Privy  Council,  Judidal  Committee  of  the,  I  Ivi 

Vbi..Lviii.  {fiKj 


Privy  Council — continued. 
259 — Juritdktionqfthe,  736  see  Adminittrom 
tion 

Prcjectile,  New,  c.  Iviii  1548, 1584 

Property,  Dettruction  of  {Ireland),  I  IR.  Ivi 
857 

'    Tax,  e,  Ivii  557  \jt,q.k,  27,  N.  40, 
M.  133,  568 

Prorogation  rf  Parliament,  Iviii  1596 

Froth eroe,  Mr.  E. 
Cambridge  Election,  Iviii  1469 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  584 

Pry  me,  Mr.  G. 
Controverted  Elections,  2 R.  Iviii  1482 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1355 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cl.  25,  Amend.  Ivii 

835 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  133 
Thames  Embankment,  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii 

1446 

PuhUc  Officct—Petitiont,  e.  Iviii  1260,  1315 
Punithment  of  Death  see  Death 

Pusey.  Mr.  P. 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1365, 1371 

Putative  Fathert,  c.  Leave,  Ivii  82;  IR.*  83  ; 
2R.«  570 

Quarter  Settiont,  I  2R.*  Iviii  560 

Queen's  Speech,  The,  Ivi  1— Prorogation,  Iviii 
1594 

Radnor  Earl  of 
Corn  Uws,  Iviii  11,  94, 95,  181, 182, 183,  495, 

499,  502,  693,  726,  729,  1112,  1113,  1247, 

1250,  1305, 1306, 1313, 1314 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  3R.  Iviii  1580 
Death    Punishment,  Abolition    of,   3R.    Iviii 

1559 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  5 

Rae,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W. 
Registration  of  Voters  (Scotland),  211.  Ivii  286 
Scott,  Sir  W.,  Monument  to.  Leave,  Ivii  288 

Railway  Billt,  c.  Mr.  Hinde's  Amendment,  Ivi 
261  [o.  9,  A.  144,  N.  15,  M.  129"],  269 

—  Travelling,  c.  Iviii  1576 

Railways,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  312  ;  2R.  623, 1346 ; 
Ivii  8  see  South  Wettem-^  Stafford  and  Rugby 
—  Turnpike  Roadt 

«  {Ireland),  c  Leave,  Iviii  1347 ;  IR* 


1519 

Ratet,  Collection  of,  (Dublin),  c.  IR.*  Ivii  454  ; 
2R.»  657 

Rawdon,  Colonel  J.  D. 
Ionian  Islands,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1016 
Registmtion  of  Voters  (Irelandj,  Leave,  Ivi  St4l 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the— Duelling,  lyi 
7S3 

9H 


RED. 


—        RIC.        {I  N  D  E  X.}       RIO.         —         RUS. 

Bight  of  Vdimg  9ee  Voiwg 
Bio  FlaiOf  r.  Iviii  706 


Redetdsle,  Lord — eoHHnued. 
Corn  law  Petitions — Uncolnibtrtt  Meeting, 
Iviii  691 


Beeves,  Mr,  3\,  Case  of,  c.  Ivii  77  [A.  $7,  N. 
38,M.  11],  82 

Begent's  Park,  c.  Ivii  958, 1166  see  Metropolis 
ImptovemaUs 

Begister  of  Electors,  Hertfordshire,  c,  Iviii  680 ; 
965, 1258,  1317, 1414, 1476  see  Registry 

Begistration  of  Voters,  c.  Leave,  Ivi  321 ;  IR.* 
324  ;  2R.  743  ;  Bill  put  off,  Iviii  709 

■  (Ireland),  No.  1 .  (Lord 

Stanley),  c.  Leave,  Ivi  220 ;  Adjournment 
[A.  71,  N.  261,  M.  iOOT},  242;  Ivii  1403  ; 
Bill  withdrawn,  Iviii  889 

)  No  2.  (Lord 


(■ 


Morpeth)  —  The  Franchise,  c  Leave,  Ivi 
274;  IR.*  329;  2R.  778  j  Adj.  Debate, 
862,  941,  1024  [A.  299.  N.  294,  M.  6], 
1126,  1150;  Ivii  113,  958,  970;  Com.  d. 
1,  1074  ;  Amend.  [A.  270,  N.  291 ,  M.  2i J, 
1131,  1167;  cl.  2, 1183  ;  Amend.  |o.  g.  A. 
513,  N.  47,  M.  466]],  1223;  2nd  Division 
[A.  434,  N.  126,  M.  308],  1228;  \r.p,  A. 
98,  N.  428,  M.  330],  1232;  Adj.  Debate, 
1253 ;  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill 
[A.  289,  N.  300,  M.  11],  1274 

•{Scotland),  c    Leave,  Ivi 


703  ;  IR.*  1149;  2R.  Ivii  286;  Bill  post- 
poned,  Iviii  1317 

Brfistry  of  Electors,  c.  Leave,  Iviii  1476 ;  iR.* 
t6. ;  2R.  1503  see  Begister 

Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1368 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  294 

Bewal  ef  the  Unian,  I.  Ivi  763  see  Albert, 


Resignation,  c.  Ivii  1403 

Rice,  Hon.  E. 

Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1299 

Debts  of  Pariibes,  Com.  Iviii  1476 

Harbours   on   the   South    East  Coast,  Com. 

moyed  for,  Ivii  337, 347 
Poor  Law  Commission,  SR.  Ivi  438 ;  Com.  cL  4, 

Ivii  649 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  134 

Rich,  Mr.  H. 
Execution  of  Criminals,  Ivi  648,  669 

Richards,  Mr.  R. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  el.  7, 
Ivii  1024;  Report,  Iviii  783 ;  add.  eL  1387 

Richmond,  Dulce  of 
Kerr,  Mr.  Ivii  138 

Riciiford,  Mr.  W. 
Copvbold    and  Customary  Tenure,    Re-com- 
mittal, Iviii  683 

Bichnan,  The  late  Mr,  c.  Ivi  180,  245 


Ripon,  Earl  of 
Corn  Laws,  Ivii  1375  ;  Iviii  491,  730 
Drainage  of  Buildings,  Com.  Ivii  1020,  1448, 

1450,  1451 
Persia,  Relations  with,  Ivi  764 

Roche,  Mr.  W. 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  e/«  2, 

Ivii  1413 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  3, 

Ivii  1318 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  514 

Roche,  Sir  D. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviti  1075 

Roden,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ivii  1391, 1488 

RoUeston,  Colonel  L. 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  473 ;  «/.  4, 642 1  c/. 
23,800 

Roman  Catholic  Soldiers  see  Catholic 

Roseberry,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ivii  109, 1486 
Corn  Laws  Iviii  91 

Basse,  Earl  of  see  Catholic  Priests 

Boyal  Burghs  (Scotland)  jc.  1R.»  Ivii  454;  2R.* 
876  ;  Bill  postponed,  Iviii  1317 

Rt0R,  East  and  Weit  India^  r.  Con.  moved 
for,  ivi  204,  686 ;  Report,  626 ;  IR.*  631  ; 
2R«*  741  ;  Com.  1145 ;  d,  3,  Ivii  167  ;  Re- 
port, 285  s  3R.  291 ;  i,  IR.*  334;  2R.  512 ; 
Com.  610;  3R.^  702 

Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J. 
Aborigines,  South  Australia,  Iviii  1583 
Address.  The,  Ivi  60 ;  Report,  1 19 
Adjournment,  Iviii  890, 891 
Administration  of  Justioe  (No.  1),  SR.  Ivi  696  ; 

Com.  cl.  7,  Ivii  1025, 1027 ;  eU  85,  1039 ;  el. 

SB,  1040,  1041  ;  c/.  56,  1050,  1051 1  Report, 

Iviii  723 ;  add.  cl.  1384 ;  Report  postponed, 

1392 
Albert,  Prince,  and  Repeal,  M  145, 146, 181 
Amendments  improperly  made  in  Bills,  Itltl 

1546 
Anatomy  Act,  Iviii  683 
Army  Estimates,  Ivi  1377 
Boroughs  Improvements,  hriil  899 
Breach  of  Privilege—-**  The  Morning  Chroni- 
cle,'* Ivii  1406 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Iviii  709 ;  Leave,  888. 

889 ;  Com.  1435,  1436, ;  add.  cl.  1438. 1440  ; 

Report,  1476, 1547 ;  Lords  Amend.  1594 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1S23,  1326, 1336,  1370 
Cambridge  Eleotlon,  Iviil  1479 
Caoadas,  Union  of  the,  Ivi  706 ;  Ivii  89 
Cardigan,  Eari  of,  Trial  of  the,  Iv!  1399;  Ivil 

28 ;  Iviii  337 
Caroline,  Capture  of  the — Lient.  M^rmfck, 

Ivi  1150;  Ivii  1493,1495,1496 
Catholic  Soldiers,  Ivii  29 
Chancery,  Oo«rl  of,  8R.  IvUi  1549 


RUS. 


—        RUa.       {INDEX.}        RUS.        — 


SAN. 


RusmU,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.^-conimued. 
Chins,  War  in,  Iviii  974^ReoRll  of  Captain 

Elliott.  1491, 1492 
Church  Ratet— Case  of  Wm.  Bainea,  Ivii  367 ; 

Leave,  Iviii  186, 187 
Colonial  Appointments^  Ivii  360 

Duties,  Com.  Ivii  908 

Con6dence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviil  951,961, 1188, 

1189, 1221, 1286, 1246, 1247 
Consolidated  Fund — Navy  Estimates,  Com.  Ivii 

397 

Controverted  Elections,  Com.  Iviti  1502 

Convicts  in  the  Hulks,  Ivii  1055,  1056, 1059, 
1060,  1063 

Copyright  of  Designs,  Report,  Ivii  588 

Com  Laws,  Ivii  1294,  1407;  Iviii  16,  676; 
(Ministerial  Stotement),  1260,  1267,  1270, 
1274 

Corporations,  Voters  in,  Ivi  762 

County  Courts,  Ivl  1022, 1133 

Crete,  Insurrection  in,  Iviii  891 

Criminal  Law,  Amendment  of  the.  Leave,  Ivii 
47. 147 

Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  643; 
Answer  to  Address.  Iviii  1594 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Leave,  Ivi 
467.1024;  Com.el.2.  Ivii  1408;  <;/.4,14i8; 
c/.  5, 1422;  c/.  6, 1426,  1430 

Destitution  in  the  Highlands*— Emigration, 
Coin,  moved  for.  Ivi  521 

East,  Afikirs  of  the,  Ivi  181,  182 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Ivli  1455 ;  3R 
Iviii  1546 

GourU,  Ivi  761 

Egypt,  Ivii  1492 

Emigration  of  Females,  Ivii  597 

Fine  Arts,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1290 

Import  Duties — West  Indies,  Ivi  1022 

Ionian  Islands,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1012  1016 

Jews  Declaration,  2R.  Ivi  92 

Keane,  Lord — Royal  Message,  Ivi  367 ;  Penrion 
to,  563, 571 ;  Report,  631 --Services  of,  762 ; 
Com.c/.  1,  1133,  Report,  1350 

M*Leod»Untted  States,  Ivi  374,  459 ;  Iviii  708 

Marvlebone  Parish,  Ivii  877 

Medical  Reform,  Leave,  Ivi  362 

Midnight  SitUngs^  Ivi  124 

Navy  Estimates,  Ivi  1173, 1183,  1189.  1359 

Newfoundland,  Ivii  611,  658,  659,  660;  Com. 
moved  for,  715 

New  South  Wales,  Ivii  987 

Niger  Eipedition,  Ivi  510 

Orangemen,  (Canada),  Iviii  96 

Petitions,  Printing  of,  Ivi  121 ;  Ivii  572,  593 

Political  Offenders,  Iviii  741, 761 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ivi   155,   156, 

169 ;  2R.S75, 446— Assistant  Commissioners, 

941;  Re-committal,  Ivii  9,10, 11, 45, 46;  Re- 

port,  400,  408;  cL  1,  441,  445,  446,  448, 

461, 463, 483.  572,  576,  577 ;  el.  2,  612, 613, 

614;  c/.  3,  618,  626;  ct.  4,  627,  632,  647, 

650, 671 ;  cl.  6,  672,  673;  ci.  10, 676,  678, 

685,  687,  699,  700,  701,  727,  731 ;  cl  15, 

741 ;  ci.  17, 742,  746 ;  cl.  18, 752, 775, 777 ; 

<?/.  19,779,786;  c/.  21,  788;    cl.  23,  800, 

801,  802  ;  cl.  24,  828 ;  cl.  25, 829, 831, 832, 

833,  834,  835;  r/.37,  &37.  839  ;  el.  30,840, 

841,  842;    Report,  878,  881,  1491;    Iviii 
708  r-  ^        ,  , 

Projectile,  New,  Iviii  1589 

Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  Ivi  321 ;  2R.743, 

751,758;  Iviil  709 
'   ■  ■        *    '        I    I  ...  (Ireland),  Leave,1vi  237 
■  ■         '  (■  ■   ■  ■  )  —The  Fian- 


Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J. — coniintied. 
chise,  2R.  Ivi  813,  921, 1116, 1150;  Com.  cl. 
I,  Ivii  1116,  1131,  1136, 1137, 1167;  e/.  2, 
1187, 1191, 1232, 1239, 1242, 1274, 1279 

Resignation,  Ivii  1403 

Ricicman,  The  late  Mr.,  Ivi  181,  245 

Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivl  622;  Re- 
port, 626 

St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  827 

St.  Sulpice,  Seminary  of,  Ivi  706 

Smith,  Sir  Sidney,  Monument  to,  Iviii  1575 

South  Australia,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  324, 328 ; 
Com.  Ivii  243, 260,  274 

Stopford,  Sir  R.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  330, 
340 

Sugar  Duties,  Ivii  1407. 1454, 1489, 1490;  Iviii 
16, 663,  673, 710,  713,  715, 718 

Transportation  of  Convicts,  Ivli  525,  541 

Yeomanry-^Supply,  Ivii  16 

Rutherford,  Right  Hon.  A.  tee  Advocate,  The 
Lord 

Rutland,  Duke  of 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  487,  493 

iS^.  Alban'tf  Committee,  c,  Ivii  807 ;  Iviii  888, 
890— Br»6cry  at,  1324 

St.  David's,  Bishop  of 
Jews  Declaration,  3U.  Iviii  1452 

St,  SiUpke,  Seminary  of,  c.  Ivi  705;  /.  1301 ; 
Ivii  106, 139, 194 

St.  Vincent,  Viscount 
Rum,  East-India,  Com.  Ivii  610 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Corn  Laws,  Iviii  1251.  1253,  1313,  1410 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs, Com.  Iviii  1570  ; 

3R.  1580 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1573 
Drainage  of  Buildings,  2R.  Ivi  551 ;  Com.  Ivli 

1018,  1019 ;  el.  5,  Amend.  1290, 1291,  1292, 

1293,  1449 
Petty  Sessions,  2R.  Ivi  1018 
Poor  Law  (IreUnd)— Valuations,  Ivi  740 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Ivt  1205 

Salmon  Ihheriet,  c.  IR*.  Ivii  807 

'  (Scotland),  c.  IR.*  Ivii  395  ; 

2R.M453 

Salwey,  Colonel  H. 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Ivii  33 ;  Mr.  Munta's  resolu- 

tion,  Iviii  347 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  cl.  1,  Iviii  1359 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  584 
Windsor,  Great  Park,  Iviii  1519 

Sandon,  Viscount 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1325, 1368 
Boroughs  Improvements,  Iviii  892 
Collisions  at  Sea,  Ivi  1030, 1021 
Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Ivii  929 
Con6dence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  912,  924 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Ivii.  766 
Lightning  Conductors^Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 
722 

Political  Offenders,  Iviii  761,763 
Poor  Law  .Commission,  Com,  cl.  3,  Ivi'i  622 ;  cfc 
4, 635 ;  c*.  10, 726, 729  5  cf,  18, 778 
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SaDdon,  Viscount — continued. 
Portu^l,  Claims  on,  I vi  510,  514 
Rio  Plata,  iTiii  706 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  616*  621, 

622 
Sugar  Duties,  Ivit  1407>  1408;   Amend,  iviii 

42,254 
Turkey  and  Egypt,  ivii  145, 146 

Sanford,  Mr.  £.  A. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  898 
Constabulary,  Com.  Wl  1299 
Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of,  Ivii  81 
St.  Alban's  Committee,  Ivii  811— Bribery  at, 
Iviii  890, 1325 

Scarlett,  Hon.  J.  Y. 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  cL  56, 
ivii  1053 

Scholefield,  Mr.  J. 
Distressof  the  Country,  iviii  1520 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  557,  568 

School  RaieSf  c.  Leave,  Iviii  799 

SUesJ.  2R.«  Iviii  1 ;  (No.  2)  c.  lR.»  505 ; 

2R.»  740  ;  3R.»  1460;  /.  1R.»  1446 ;  2R.« 
1483;  3R.*  1552;  Royal  Assent,  1577 

Scotland  see  Arrtstment — Candliih,  Rev,  Mr. 
— Church— Clerki  of  JuUiou—IksiUution — 
Hev-f  of  Entail — Madhotaes — Parliamentary 
Burghs — Eegistration — Royal  Burght — Soc- 
man Fisheries 

Scottf  Sir  W,f  Monument  to^  c.  Leave,  Ivii  288 ; 
/.  Royal  Assent,  Iviii  560 

Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
West  India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivii  1 160 

Severn  Navigation^  c.  Ivii  72  [|o.  q.  A.  74,  N. 
40,  M.  34]],  74;  Report,  110;  Lord  G. 
Somerset's  Motion,  327  [|A.  84,  N.  117,  M. 
33],  329 

Sewets,  c  1R.*  Ivii  242;  2R.»  1152;  3R*  Iviii 
801 ;  /.  IR.*  1047 ;  2R.«  1446 ;  3  R.*  1552 ; 
Royal  Assent,  1577 

Seymour,  Lord 

Keane,  Lord— Annuity,  2R.  Ivi  728 
Pustage  of  Foteigo  Parcels,  Ivi  729 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

Cardlffnn,  lilarl  of.  Trial  of  thi»,  Ivi  177,  178, 
179. 256,  363,  507,  730,  732,  733,  763 

ShareSf  Deposits  on,  see  Deposits 

Shaw,  Right  Hon.  F. 
Blacker.  Mr.  Ivi  459 
County  Courts,  2R.  Ivii  192 
Criminal  Lavr,  Amendment  of  the.  Leave,  Ivii 

62 
Drainage  of  Lands  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ivi  461 ; 

Com.  Ivii  1289 
Law  Courts  (Dublin),  Ofliceraof,  Ivi  707 
Medical  Reform,  SR.  Ivii  330 
Postage  of  Foreign  Parcels,  Ivi  729 
Railroads  (Ireknd),  Leave,  Iviii  1348 
RegistrmtioQ  oC  Voters  (Ireland) — ^Tbe  Fian* 


Shaw,  Right  Hon. 
chise.  Leave,  Ivi  306 ;  2R.  953,  1056 ;  Con. 
cl.  2,  Ivii  1214 

(Scotland),  Leave,  704 


Tithe  Composition  (Ireland),  2R.  Ivl  534, 535 

Sheil,  Right  Hon.  R.  L. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1121.  1231 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ivi  1283 ;  Com.  Ivii 

46,47';  Report,  588 
Hull  Docks,  Ivi  1149 
Machinerv,  Exportation  o^  Com.  moved  for, 

Ivi  689' 
Railway  Travelling,  Iviii  1576 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  2; 

Ivii  1206 
Rum,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  1148 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  562 
South  Western  Railway,  Report,  Ivii  291 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  C.  D.  W. 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  Iviii  1302;  Com.  mU. 

el.  1437 
Budget,  The,  hni  1325 
Civil  Contingencies,  Ivii  963 
Consolidated  Fund— Navy  Estimates,  Con.  Ivii 

398 
Convicts  in  the  Hulks.  Ivii  1062 
Corn  Laws,  Ivii  1294  (Ministerial  SUtemeot), 

Iviii  1286 
Coroners,  County,  Leave,  Ivi  726  ;  2R.  Ivii  101 
County  Courts,  Advance  from  the  Consolidated 

Fund,  Ivi  1300;  2R.  Ivii  191 
Drainage  of  Land,  2R.  Ivii  287 
Excise  Regulations,  Ivii  805 
Houses  of   Industry  (Ireland),  Report.   Iviii 

1378-.Mr.  F.  Maule,  1379.  1380 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  583 
Navv  Estimates.  Ivi  1192 
Political  Offenders,  Iviii  741,  742.  762 
Poole    Union— Peter   Ricketo  and    Rebecca 

Moore,  Ivii  701,  769 
Poor  liaw  Commission,  Report,  Ivii  414;  ci.  I, 

441 ,  445,  449,  471 ,  508  ;  et.  6, 673,  701  ;  ei. 

10.  7.W;  el.  17,  744,  749;  cL  18,7B9;c/. 

21.  788 ;  c/.  23.  802 ;  el.  25,  829,  832  ;  Re- 
port, 882,  883 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  567 
Railways,  Leave.  Ivi  316;  2R.  623.  624 
Registration  of  Voters,  2R.  Ivi  758 

■  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  !» 

Ivii  1 13^ 
Resignation,  Ivii  1403 
Vizard,  Mr.  Appointment  of.  Ivii  1496,  1502 

SUk  Factories,  c.  1  R.»  Ivii  702 ;  2R.*  970  ; 
Bill  postponed,  Iviii  1317 

Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Business  of  the  Session.  Iviii  1477 
Candliftb.  Mr.--Biblical  Critidsm(Edlnbafg1i)» 
Ivii  972 

Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1075 
Death  Punishment,  AboUtioo  o<;  Cob,  cL  $, 

Ivii  1424 
Fairs,  Ivii  454 

Health  of  the  Metropolis,  Ml  753 
Poor  Uw  Commission,  Report,  Ivll  49l»  4631 

Com.  cL  4,  638;  el.  10,  690,  TS9;  0I1  ll« 

738 ;  W.  19,  781 
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Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A^-^  continued* 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivi  964 ;   Com.  cl.  %  Ivii  1228, 
1229 
School  Rates,  Leave,  Wiii  799 
Sugar  Duties,  Mii  719 

Slavery  in  the  East  Indies,  c,  Ivi  456 

SUmay  Compensation,  for  see  CompenMotwn 

Small  Debts  Courts  Postponement,  c.  Ivii  1022 
[A.  40,N.  39,  M.  1],  1023 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A. 
Municipal  Councils,  Leave,  Ivi  1149 

Smith,  Mr.  R.  V. 
Controverted  Elections,  2R.  Iviii  1480 
Leicester,  Colonel,  Ivi  742 
Misprint  in  Plsrliamentaij  Returns,  Iviii  561 
Niger  Expedition,  Ivi  69o 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivii  266  ' 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  300, 418 
Van  Dieman's  Land,  Ivii  1455 

Smithy  Sir  Sidney,  Monument  to,  c.  ivi  704 ;  Iviii 
"  1574 

Sraythe,  Hon.  G.  P.  S. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  508 

Socialism — Freedom  of  Discussion,  /.  Ivi  508 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  T.  Wilde) 
Administration  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Cora.  cU  7, 

Ivii  1025 
Coroners,  Connty,  cl.  14,  Ivii  1466, 1467 ;  cl. 

16,1468 
Danish  Claims,  Com  moved  for,  Amend.  Iviii 

1360;  Report,  1426 
Law,  New  Courts  of,  Ivii  1 162 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  el.  19,  Ivii  782  ; 

cl.  27,  837,  839 
Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshira,  Iviii  1318 

Solicitor  to  the  Home  Office,  I.  Ivii  1021  see  Vi- 
sard, Mr. 

Somerset,  Lord  O.  C.  H. 
Census,  The,  Iviii  395 

Coroners,  County,  Com.  el.  16,  Ivii  1467, 1468 
Ordnance  Survey,  Com.  Ivii  510, 511,  772,  773 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Iviii  414;  cl.  1, 
445, 447, 612 ;  cl.  4, 631, 650 ;  el.  8,  Amend. 
673, 676;  cl.  10,  677.  695, 699;  cl.  17,  742, 
746,  748, 749  ;  cl.  18,  Amend.  752,  773,  774, 
778 ;  cl.  19,  783,  788  ;  cl.  25,  832,  833  ;  cl. 
26,  836  ;  cl.  27, 837,  838,  839 ;  cl.  30, 840 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii- 73, 327, 328 
South  Western  Australia  Ivii  294 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1103 
Registration  of  Voten  (Ireland)— The  Fran- 
chise,  2R.  Ivl  945 

Sound  Duties,  c.  Ivii  294 ;  Iviii  1574 

South  Australia,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  324 ; 
Ivii  243,  399  5 1R.»  702  ;  2R.*  769  j  /.  IR.* 
963 ;  2R.*  1242 ;  Com.  1293  see  Aborigines 

•— ^  Western  Bashoay,  c.  Report,  Ivii  291 

SmUhwuk  JmpfovpmnU  c.  IR.*  hi  632 


Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre) 

Address,  The,  Ivi  38— Answer,  145 — Prorqpi* 
tion,  Iviii  1595 

Adjournment,  Ivii  936 

Bribery  at  Elections,  Leave,  Iviii  889 

Cambridge  Election,  Iviii  1461 

Church  Rates,  Leave,  Iviii  783 

Consolidated  Fund,  Ivii  458 

Copyright  of  Designs,  Report,  Ivii  587 

Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Ivi  1024 

Drainage  of  Towns,  Iviii  725 

Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland)^  Colonel  Sib- 
thorp.  Iviii  1379,  1380 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)'Ezplanation, 
Iviii  1257 

Medical  Reform,  Ivl  742 

Parliamentary  Papera,  Transmission  of,  Ivi  777 

Petitions,  Printing,  Ivii  571 

Political  Offenders,  Iviii  741,  764 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Ivii  401 

Prorogation,  Iviii  1595 

Register  of  Electors— Hertfordshire,  Iviii  1324, 
1414,  1415 

Rtclcman,  The  late  Mr.,  Ivi  180 

Sttfpir  Duties^The  Division,  Iviii  675 

Syria,  Aclcnowledgement  of  Vote  of  Thanks 
from  Sir  R.  Stopford,  Ivii  935 

Stafford  and  Rugby  Railtoay,  c.  2R.  Ivii  317  [A. 
94,  N.  154,  M.  60j,  325 

Stamp  Duties  (Law  Proceedings),  c  IR.*  Ivii 
1294;  2R.»  Iviii  15;  /.  1H.»  1047;  2R.« 
1111 ;  Royal  Assent,  1577 

Standing  Orders,  c-^Petitions,  Ivi  121— Jllic^ 
night  lutings,  122 — Committees  on  Private 
mU,  A^l-^RttUwoy  Bills,  261 

Stanhope,  Earl  of 
Borough  ImprovementB,  3R.  Ivii  1453 
Cora  Uws,  Iviii  1112, 1113,  1114,  1116,  1118, 

1314,1411,1413,1414,  1484 
China,  Ivii  1244 
Poor  Law.  Ivii  1252 
State  of  the  Country,  Ivii  1250 

Stanley,  Hon.  £.  J. 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barrlsten,  Ivii  77 
Green  Park,  The,  Ivii  243.  454 
Metropolis  Improvements,  Com.  Ivii  805 
Regent's  Pbrk,  Ivii  259,  961,  962, 1 167 
Victoria  Fkrk,  Com.  Iviii  257,  258 ;  Report,  724 
Windsor  Great  Pkirk,  Iviii  1520 

Stanley,  Hon.  W.  O. 
Cardigan,  Earl  of— Mr.  Munta's  Resolution, 
Iviii  343 

Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord, 
Absence,  Leave  of— Barristera,  Ivii  76 
Administration  of  Justice,  (No.  I.}— Court  of 

Chancery,  Iviii  1392 
Church  Rates— Petition  of  William  Bainea,  Ml 

308, 315 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  1000,  1033, 

1166,1188 
Franchise,  The  Ten  Pound  (Ireland),  Ivii  1073 
Keane,  Lord,  Annuity,  Report,  Ivi  1352 
M'Leod,  Mr.— United  States,  Ivi  367, 372,  456, 

457, 458 
Newfoundland,  Ivii  658 
Ffetitiona,  Printing  of,  Ivi  121^  122 
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FMir  Uw  CommiiMOtt,  Com.  ei.  10,  Ivii  688 :  el. 
11.  739  ;c/:  15,  741 

Railroads,  (Ireland),  Leavt,  Iviii  1349 

RailwainH  Uftve,  Ivi  318, 3SI0 

Registntion  of  Voters  (Iraland),  Leave,  l?i, 
i90 ;  fiUl  wttbdrawn,  IviH  880 

■■  ■  (  ■■■■  ■  ■>— The  Fran- 
chise, Leave,  Ivi  893 ;  8R.  778»  839.  973, 
ll#3;  lvU113;  Com.  nl.  1, 1109, 11^;  cL 
8,1818.  1868,1873,1408 

OpQtb  AuHnilfa,  Com.  moved  lor,  Ivi  337 ;  Ivil 
358, 368,  876 

a»emrd  and  Augbv  Railway,  8R.  Ivii  388, 387 

Stopford,  Sir  R.,  Vote  of  Thanks  to.  Ivi  335 

Sugar  Duties,  Ivtii  886, 307, 308, 714,  715 

SiaUrfihe  CoMiry,  see  Country 

StauDtooj  Sir  O. 
ConBdence  in  tlie  Ministry,  Iviii  994 

Steuart,  Mr.  R. 
Administratien  of  Jnstfoe  (Seotland),   Com. 
moved  for,  Ivi  1819 

Stewart,  Mr.  J. 

AdminsitratioD  of  Justice  (No.  1),  Com.  eU  19, 

Ivil  1036 
Charitable  Tmste-^Leave,  Ml  569 1  3R.  Iviii 

1375, 1376 
Convcyaneinc,  Alteratioas  in.  Leave,  Ivi  786 
Cajpvliold  and  Customary  Tenure,  Report,  Iviii 

auMirt,  Cokmel,  e.  Ivi  777 

Stagfiird,  Sir  R^  Voie  of  Thanh  to,  I.  Ivi  840, 
c  330 ;  Acknowledgement  of,  Ivii  935 ;  l. 
Iviii  90 

Stradbroko,  Bad  of 
Cora  UwB,  Ivlil  497, 1849, 1413 

Strangford,  Viscount 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Fiance.  Ivii  609 
President  Steam  Veasel,  The  Iviii  1400 


Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Coroners,  County,  8R.  Ivil  101 ;  Com.  cl.  81. 

1470 
Ezeeutkm  of  CfimiMd,  Leave,  Ivi  666 
Harbours  on  the  South  East  Coast,  Com«  moved 

ivH3a 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cL  1,  Ivil  501 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  138 
Registration  of  Voters  (Iiehmd}-».The  Fxmi- 

«his«,8R,M995 

Strait,  Mr.  £. 
8u|^  Duties,  IvIii  388 

Stuait,  Mr.  W.  V, 
Administiation  of  Jostles  (No.  l),Com.  e/.  56. 

Ivii  1068 
Registration  of  Voters  (lreland>-The  Fran- 
Ivl  310  s  8R.  1089 


SuMk,  Etrt  of 
St.  Snlplee,  Ivil  S39 

&igar  Duliei,  c  Ivii  1407, 1454, 1489 ;  /.  Iviii  1 ; 
e.  16  ;  Amend.  48 :  A^j.  Debate,  07, 188, 
250, 351,  409,  4t8^  Mh  563  £9.  f.  A.  881; 


Bmgmr  Dutfef^eootlaocd. 
N.  317,  M.  36]],  667-~Tbe  Division,  674, 
676,  709 ;  1R.»  801 ;  3R.»  890 ;  SR.*  1 1 20 ; 
I  IR.*  1247;  2R.'  1304 ;  3R.«  1446 ;  Royal 
Assent,  1577 

Sugar,  Eoit  India,  c.  Ivii  597 

Sugden,  Right  Hon.  Sir  E.  B. 
Administiation  of  Justice  (No.  I),  Court  pf 
Chancery.  Leave,  Ivi  186 ;  211. 686;  Com.  «/. 
7,  Ivii  1084, 1085;  ei.  19.  1089,  1037  ;  ri.85, 
1039 ;  eL  35,  1040, 1041  ;  d.  56,  1051 ;  Re- 
port, Amend.,  Iviii  781,  738  ;  udd.  dL  1383, 
1390.1392 
Amendments  improperly  made  in  Bills,  Iviii 

1546 
Bribery  at  Elections,  8R.  Iviii  1308. 1546 
Cambridge  Elections.  Mil  1461, 1478 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Com.  Iviii  1547 
Charitable  Trusts,  3R.  add,  cL  Iviii  1375 
Controverted  Elections,  Com.  Iviii  1502 
Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenure,  Report.  Iviii 

785  ^ 

County  Courts,  Ivi  1022,  1083  j  8R.  IvU  179, 

189,958 
Houses  of  Industry  (Ireland) — ^Report,  Iviii 

1379 
FDor  Law  Commission,  Iviil  468 
Register  of  Electors— Hertford^tte,  tviii  968, 

1859, 1333, 1383 
Registration  of  Voters.  8R.  Ivi  743 

Suiu%  IVi^  en  ComIs  set  Cknnb 

&im)/tf,  c.  Ivii  103,  282, 1083  see  JrmSri- 
tmk  Mvtam  Catmda^CardiMm.  Emi  ar_ 
Catholic  Soidien  — -^^ '        " 


SwUgerkmd,  c.  Ivi  778 

Syria,  Servica  in,  I.  Ivi  1210  see  CAnsCieRt— 
Stoefcrd^Tark^ 

Talfourd,  Mr.  Sergeant 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  969 
Copyright,  Leave,  Ivi  134,146. 147;  2R.34l.358 

of  Designs,  Leave.  Ivi  508 

County  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  479 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Com,  eL  8. 
Ivii  1411 

TmfCohmal999C0hmai 


TkMs, 


of,  c.  Ivii  703 


TetgnnMmth,  Lord 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Mil  915 
Crete,  Insurvscllon  ia.  Ivill  891, 1181 
Destitution  in  the  Highhmds  —  £migiation| 

Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  ral 
Marylebeae,  Bsrish,  Ivil  876 
Poor  Uw  Commission,  Coes.  el.  10,  Ivtt  785 
Reeves,  Mr.  T.,  Case  of.  Ivii  81 
Regents  Airk,  Ivii  960 

Ten  Pound  Brmehite  (JreUmd)  see  F^mmhite 

Tennent,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Lenvev  Ivt  489;  488| 
8a.  1874, 1895, 1896;  Com.  IvU  46»47$  Jte* 
port,  577, 578. 588  -,  Leave,  598 

ImpoK  DntiM  (Went  lailas),  IH  lt» 
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Tennent,  Mr*  J.  E.-^comHmud* 

Mtcblnery,  Exportation  of»  Com.  moved  Ibr, 
lvi682 

Registration  of  Voters  (Iitland)— The  Fran- 
chise, 2R.  Ivl  1048 

Texas,  c.  Ivi  456, 705, 1346 

Thames  EmhankmaU,  c.  Com.  moved  for^  Iviii 
1442 

Thesiger,  Mr.  F. 
Cambridge  Eleelio«,  Ivtii  1470 
Registration  of  Voters  ((reland)— The  Fran- 
cbiae»  SR.  Ivi  965 

Thomaij  Colonel  H. 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ivii  41 

Thompson,  Mr.  Alderman 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1S66, 1367 
Danish  Claims,  Com^  moved  for,  Ivi  640 

Thornley,  Mr.  T, 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1371 

Machinery  Exportation,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi 
692 

Timher  IhUies,  L  Iviii  1401  see  Corn^Sugar 

TUhe  Compontion,  e.  IR/  iviii  801 ;  2R.*  963 ; 
3R.»1254;  /.lR.«1304i  2R.M400;  3R-» 
1446 

■■    {Ireland),  e.  IR/  Ivi  866; 

2R.*  534;   3R.»741;   MR.«  762  j    3R.« 
Ivii  138;  a^.  c/.  289, 1483 

TUkes^Ecdesiasticd  CowUt  e.  Leave,  Ivi  471 

I^/es  J^ecevsry,  r .  fiR.*  Ivii  305 ;  SR.*  769 ; 
I.  IR/  806;  Royal  Assent*  Iviii  1577 

I^ade  of  British  Possessions  Abroad^  c.  1R.«  Ivii 
934 

Thauportaiian  of  Camrids^  «,  [p.  q.  At  49«  N. 
38,  M.  813,  Ifil  556 

Trench,  Sir  F. 
Parliamentary  Aipers,  Tiansmisaion  of,  hi  976 
Thames  Embeakmeot,  Com.  moved  for,  Iviii 
1442 

Trotteri  Mr.  J. 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  514 

Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T, 
Medical  Reform,  3R.  Ivll  331 

Tufnell,  Mr.  H. 
SugarDutles,  Iviii  518 

Turkey,  S^  and  Mfg^,  c  Ivi  759, 1156  s  Wii 
144, 1492 

Turner,  Mr.  E. 
Bribery  at  Elections.  Com*  add.  «/•  Iviii  1438 
Constabulary,  Com.  Ivi  1300 
Property  Tax,  Wii  559 


IWnpifo  Ads  CflnliwiwM  (JMmmO,  c  IR.* 
Ivi  509;  2R/624;  3R.«  Ivii  522;  I.  tR.» 
509 ;  2R,»  608 ;  3R.*  702 


—  ■  Roads  and  Highwws^  c  IR,*  Ivii 
769;  2R.»  1166,  1402;  3V  Iviii  96;  /. 
IR.*  180 ;  2R.*  889;  Royal  Assent,  1577 

Trusts,  c.  Ivi  1132;  /.  1205;  Iviii 


A^  Cantimmnce,  c  Leave*  Ivi  862 ; 
2lf  1210;  3R.'  Ivii83;  /.  3R.»702  j  Royal 
Assent,  Iviii  1577 


1315 
ISoist,  Mr.  R.  see  Landlord  and  Temmi 

United  States  see  Boundary^Wlcod,  Mr^ 

Usury  Laws^Rate  of  Interest,  Com.  moved 
for,  Iviii  180 

Uxbridge,  Earl  of 
Masquerades,  Ivl  1341 

Faccination,  c.  IR.*  Iviii  15 ;  2R.*  409;  3R.* 
705; /.  2R.M247;  3R.*1400;  Royal  As- 
sent, 1677 

Van  Dkmen's  Land,  e.  Ivii  1455 

Vemer,  Colonel  W. 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Mr.  Mantz^  reiolntlon,  Iviii 
344 

Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Confidence  In  the  Ministry,  Will  1  \50 
Keane,  Lord,  Annuity.  Report,  Ivl  1352 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Report,  Ivil  415,  469 ; 

Com.  el.  4,  636 ;  c^.  10, 728;  cl.  15, 739 ;  el. 

19,786 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  461 

Vietorifl  Park,  e.  Com.  Iviii  257;  IR.*  258; 
2R.«  505 ;  Report,  724  ;  8R.«  740 ;  t,  3R.* 
1111;  Royal  AssQOt,  1577 

Villters,  Hon.  G.  P. 
Adminlsttatteo  of  Jnetlflt  (No»  l)-Coorl  of 

Chancery,  Iviil  1394 
Budget,  The.  Ivii  1362 
Qdoaial  Patlei.  Com.  Mi  916, 992i  988 
Com  Laws  (Ministerial  statement),  Ivlll  1274 
County  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  480 
F^lories,  Foreign,  Iviil  1566 
Machinery,  EiporlaUon  of.  Com*  moved  for, 

Ivl  689 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  ^.  I,  Ivll  Ml 
Sound  Duties,  Ivil  305 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  583 

Vivian^  Mr.  J.  E. 
County  Courts,  Ivii  193 

Vivian,  Right  Hoq.  Sir  R.  B. 
Arnur  Estimates,  Ivl  1391 
Cardigan,  Eari  of.  Trial  of  tb«,  Ml  149i|  Mr. 

MnntiE's  resolution,  Iviil  344 
Ionian  Islands,  Com.  moved  for,  Ivll  1016 
Keane,  Lo-d,  Pension  to,  Ivl  56^  580 
Marines,  Royal,  Com.  moved  for,  brill  977 
Ordnance  Bitimates,  Ivll  dl5. 41^2, 984 
■  Survey,  Leav^  Ivl  529|499i  Com. 

Ivii  510.  511,  773 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  422 
West  India  Mails,  Com.  moved  for,  tvN  1 16i 
Yeomanry— Supply,  IvU  li|  17 


VIZ.     —      WAR. 


{I  N  D  E  X.}       WAR.     —     WEL. 


Fttard!»  Mr»  Appomtmenii  o/,  c.  Ivii  1498  see  iSt>- 
Ueitor 

Vote  of  Thtmki  see  Stopford,  Sir  IL 

Vaterif  Registration  of  see  Corporations — Re- 
gistrationr-'Registry 

Voting,  Bight  of,  c.  iR.«  M  1273 

Wages  see  Assessmen^^^Com  Laws 

Wakley,  Mr.  T. 
Adjournment,  Ivii  936 
Administration  of  Jastice  (Ko.  1).  Com.  cl,  19, 

Ivii  1308;  Iviii  1396 
Anatomy  Act,  Iviii  681 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ivilt  1346»  add.  el. 

1439 
Budget,  The,  Ivii  1339 
Convicu  in  the  Hullcs.  Ivii  1062 
Copyhold  and  Customary  Tenure,  Report,  Iviii 

m 

Corn  Laws  (Ministerial  statement)  IviU  1277 
Coroners  County,  2R.  Ivii  102;   Com.  c/.  2, 

1465;  el.3.  Amend.  1457, 1458:  e/.6, 1461, 

1463  ;  d.  14,  1466,  1467  ;  cl.  16,  ib.,  1468; 

0^21,1470,1472 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  eh  1,  Ivii 

1438  1489 
Debts  of  Parishes,  Com.  Iviii  1476 
Education  of  the  Worliing  Classes,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivii  129 
Green  Fktrk,  The,  Ivii  243 
Medical  Reform,  Leave,  Ivi  361,  362;    Bill 

withdiawn,  742 ;  (No.  2)  2R.  Ivii.  331 
Petitions,  Printing,  of,  M  122 
PoIiUcal  OOenderv,  Iviii  756 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ivi  158;   2R. 

382;   Ivii  10;   Report,  Amend.  400,401, 

416,  433,  464,  470,  479 ;   Com.  cl.  1,  487, 

502;   cl.9,  613,  614:   c/,  3,  Amend.  61.5, 

624,  639,  671  ;  eL  10,  735;  cl.  18,  774;  el. 

19, 778,  786  J  el.  21.  788 ;  cl.  22,  789,  794; 

dL24,828;  0/.25,831;  Report,  878, 882 
PKjcetile,  Ner,  Iviii  1548, 1584, 1592 
Property  Tbjl,  Ivii  564 
R^rent's  Park,  Ivii  961 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  2, 

Ivii  1237 
St.  Alban's  Committee.  Ivii  825 
Sugar  Duties,  The  Division,  Iviii  675,  715 
Victoria  Park,  Report,  iviii  724 

Waldegrmief  Lard,  c.  Ivii  596 ;  I  651 

Walker,  Mr. 
Machinery,  Exportation  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ivi 
690 

Wallace,  Mr.  R. 
Administration  of  Justice   (Scotland),  Com. 

moved  for,  Ivi  1210,  1220, 1221 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  iviii  1000, 1001 
Keane,  Lord,  Annuity  to,  Com.  el.  1,  Ivi  1137 
Postage  of  Foreign  Parcels,  Ivi  728 

Walter,  Mr.  J. 
Confidence  in  tiie  Ministry,  Iviii  873 
Poor  Laws,  Ivii  1491 ;  Iviii  708 
SugarDuties,  Will  131 

WarbortiNip  Mr.  H. 
AnOomy  Act,  1?UI  681 


Warbarton,  Mr.  U.^-eoniiMued» 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  add,  cl.  Iviii  1436 
Cardigan,  Earl  of,  Ivii  27;  Mr.  Muntz's  resolu- 
tion, Iviii  345. 348 
Church  Rates— Petition  of  William  Baincs,  Ivi 

308 
Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Ivi  924 
Confidence  in  the  Ministry,  Iviii  947 
Copyright,  Leave,  Ivi  134,  147 
— of  Designs,  Leave,   Ivi  594;    2R. 

1289 ;  Report,  Ivii  583, 588 
Coroners  County,  Leave.  Ivi  725 ;  2R.  Ivii  100 

101;  Com.  c/.  6. 1461,1464 
County  Courts,  Leave,  Ivi  479 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for,  Mii  1374; 

Report,  Iviii  1426 
Debt  of  Parishes,  Com.  Iviii  1400,  1498 
Deposite  on  Shares,  Ivii  1 12, 113 
Destitution   in    the    Highlands— Emigration, 

Com.  moved  for,  Ivi  5S» 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1356 ;  el.  1,  1359 
Jews  Declaration,  Leave,  Ivi  506 
Lightning  Conductors—Mr.  Snow  Harris,  Ivi 

715 
Medical  Reform,  Leave,  Ivi  361 
Niger  Expedition,  Ivi  697.  701 
Ordnance  Survey,  Leave,  Ivi  532 
Political  Oflenders.  Iviii  756 
Private  Bills,  Committees  on,  Ivi  132 
Railway  Bills,  Ivi  266 
Railways.  Leave.  Ivi  321 
Registntion  of  Voters  2R.  Ivi  756 
Rom,  East  and  West  India,  Com.  Ivi  1148:  c/. 

3,  Ivii  170 

St  Alban's.  Bribery  at.  Iviii  1331 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  329 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  6. 
Budget.  The,  Ivii  1321 
Cambridge  Election,  Iviii  1461,  1462.  1473, 

1474 
Church  Rates^Petition  of  William  Baines,  Ivii 

311 
Colonial  Duties,  Com.  Ivii  929 
New  SouUi  Wales,  Ivii  1003 
Political  Oflenders,  Iviii  763 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ivii  479,  480 ;  Com.  el, 

4,  629 ;  el.  10, 729,  730,  731 ;  Amend.  733 ; 
el.  18, 777 

Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland)— The  Fian. 
chise,  Leave,  Ivi  311 ;  Com.  el.  2.  Ivii  1 190 
St.  Alban's,  Bribery  at,  Iviii  1332, 1343 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  206 

Warner,  Mr.,  his  invention  see  Prqfeetik 

Warwick,  Eari  of 
Birmingham  Riots,  Ivii  969 
Charitable  Trusts.  2R.  iviii  1517 
Com  Uws.  Iviii  12, 334, 335,1252, 1314 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Iviit  1570 ; 

3R.1580 
Drainage  of  Towns,  Com.  Ivii  1450 

Wwi  and  Means,  c.  Ivi  622 ;  iviii  16, 1377  see 
Siigar  Duties 

Wellington,  Doke  of 
Address,  The,  Ivi  32 
Borough  Impiovemeots,  SIL  Ivii  1451 
Canada— Delay  In  Printing  Oi^lnaneM,  Ivl 

China,  Ivii  1243  ;  Iviii  7 


WEL.         — 


WIL.        — 


WOO. 


WelliDgtoD,  Duke  of — continueiL 
Corn  Laws,  IvUi  9,  183, 494,  739, 737, 1119 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  3R.  Iviii  1578 
Death,   Punishment,   Abolition  of>  SR.  Iviii 

1559 
Drainage,  of  Towns,  Com.  Ivii  1447, 1451 
Poor  Law   (Ireland)— Correspondence  moved 

for,  Ivi  1345;  Clonmel  Union,  Ivii  334,  806, 

1398, 1400 

Records  (Ireland),  Ivii  105 

St.  Snipice,  Seminary  of,  Ivi  1334 ;  Ivii  230, 

240 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ivi  1293 
Stopford,  Sir  R.,  Voie  of  Thanks  to,  Ivi  253, 

256 

Wat  India  Mails,  L  Ivii  1147 ;  c.  Com.  moved 
for,  1153  CA.  54,  N.  50,  M.  4],  1160 ;  Iviii 
1350 

— ^  Indies  see  Import  Duties^^Rum 

Western  Australia,  c.  1R.»  Iviii  1120;  2R.* 
1254;  3a.*  1414;  /.  lR.»  1400;  2R,* 
1483 ;  3R.*  1552  ;  Royal  Assent,  1577 

Westmeath,  Marquess  of 
Biddulph,  Mr.  Ivii  1147 
Catholic  Priests— The  Earl  of  Rofse,  Ivii  1137 
Com  Laws,  Iviii  1305 
Crimes  (Ireland),  Ivii  968 
Death,  Punishment,  Abolition   of,    2R.   Iviii 

1459;  Com.  cL  3,   1486,  1492,  1493;  3R. 

1557 
Poor  Law  (Irehind)— Election  of  Guardians, 

Ivi  735 — ^Valuations,  740— Clonmel   Union, 

Ivii  1400— Appointments,  Iviii  1304, 1582 

Westminster,  Marquess  of 
Drainage  of  Towns,  2R.  Ivi  552 

Whamcliffe,  Lord 
Cardigan,  Earl  of.  Trial  of  the,  Ivi  763 
Com  Law8|iviii  729,  1484 
Frost,  Wimams,  and  Jones,  Ivi  139, 144 
Marriage,  Uw  of,  Iviii  394, 400 
Private  Bills— Dissolution,  Iviii  1560 

White,  Mr.  A. 

Colonial  Duties,  Ivii  166  ;  Com.  923 
Danish  Claims,  Com.  moved  for  Ivi  642 
Jews  Declaration,  Leave,  Ivi  507 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ivi  168 
Sound  Duties,  Ivii  304 

Wicklow,  Eari  of 
Biddulph,  Mr.,  Ivii  1146 
Cora  Laws,  Iviii  8,  95,  183,  501,  50S,  1312, 

1313, 1413 
Crimes  (Ireland) .  Ivii  967 
<:riminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  3R.  Iviii  1580 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of,  Iviii  1556. 

1557, 1558,  1569 
Dog  Carts,  Com.  Iviii  1573 
Drainage  of  Buildings,  2R.  Ivi  551,  552,  553; 

Com.  cl.  5,  Ivii  1291, 1448 ;  Iviii  1568 
Jews  Dedaxation,  3R,  Iviu  1451 
Metropolis  Improvements,  2R.  Ivii  1066 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Clonmel  Union,  Ivil  453, 

1401, 1402 
Tithe  Composition,  (Ireland)i  3R«  add*  c/.  Ivil 
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Wilbraham,  Mr.  G. 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  c/.6,  Ivii  1461 
Stafford  and  Rugby  Railway,  2R.  Ivii  318,  325 

WUde,  Sir  T.  see  Solicitor  General,  The 

William  Brown,  The,  c.  Iviii  801 


Williams,  Mr.  W. 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Leave,  Ivi  501 ;  2R.  1271; 

Report,  Ivii  583 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Iviii  1525 
Education  of  the  Working  Classes,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ivii  128 
Keane,  Lord,  Pension  to,  Ivi  561 
Property  Tax,  Ivii  559 
Sugar  Duties,  Iviii  540 

Willoughby,  D<Eresby,  Lord 
Corn   Law  Petitions -^  Lincolnshire  Meeting, 
Iviii  684,  687,  688 

Wilmot,  Sir  E. 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  Com.  Amend.  Iviii  1302 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Ivii  454 
Poor  Law  Commibsion,  Com.  cl.  23,  Ivii  801 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  328 
Sugar  Duties  Iviii  445 

Wilton,  Eari  of 
Criminal  Justice  in  Boroughs,  Com.  Iviii  1570, 

1572  ;  3R.  Amend.  1577 
Manchester,  Disturbance  at,  Iviii  1448, 1449 

Winchelsea,  Earl  of 
Corn  Laws,  Ivii  1376;  Iviii  685, 688, 1310, 1408, 

1409 
Death  Punishment,  Abolition  of.  Com.  el,  3, 
Iviii  1488  ;  3R.  1554,  1559,  1568,  1560,  1569 
Jews  Declaration,  3R.  Iviii  1450 

Windsor  Great  Park,  c.  Iviii  1519 

Wina,  French,  Drawback  on,  c.  Ivii  611 

WinningtoQ,  Mr.  H.  J. 
Severn  Navigation,  Ivii  328 

Wodehouse,  Mr.  E. 
Factories,  Foreign,  Iviii  1564,  1565,  1566 

Wood,  Colonel  T.  (Brecknodcshire) 
County  Coroners,  Com.  Ivii  589 

Courts,  Leave,  ivi  476 

Emigration  of  Females,  Ivii  597 

Political  Offenders,  Iviii  742 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  Ivti  46, 462,  477 ; 

cl.  10,  Amend.  676,  681 ;  cl.  17,  746  ;  el.  25, 

830;  c/.  26,  837  ;  cl.  30,  840 

Wood,  Colonel  T.  (Middlesex) 
Coroners,  County,  Com.  cl.  6,  Ivii  1459,  1461 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cl,  15,  Ivii  739 

Wood,  Mr.  B. 
Administration  of  JusUce  (No.  1) — Court  of 

Chancery,  Report,  Iviii  1399 
Debts  cf  Parishes,  Com.  Iviii  1399,  1475, 1498 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  cl,  1,  Amend.  Ivii 

445,  449,  505 ;  cl.  1 0,  677,  685 ;  cl.  17*  746 ; 

el.  23, 799, 802 

South  Western  Railway,  Report,  Irii  293 
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